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[July  28.] 

Land  Law  (Ibelakd)  Bill — Queationi  Mr.  Arthur  Arnold ;  Answe: 
Randolph  Churohill 

TtJEKBY   (PnTANOB,    &0.) — ^TUBKISH  BONDHOLDEBS-^QuOBtion,    Mr.  B 

Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
Educatiokal  ENDOWMEirrs  (Scotland)  Bill — Question,  Mr.  Boltoi 

swer,  iMr.  Gladstone  . .  . .  •  • 

Tbade  and  Commerce — Treaty  Engagements — Questions,  Sir  H. 

mond  Wolff,  Mr.  Newdegate ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone 
Parliament — Public   Business — Questions,    Mr.    Arthur   O'Cozuk 

John  Hay,  Mr.  Callan ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone 

BlYERS     CONSERTANCT     AND     FLOODS      PREVENTION     BiLL — QuOStion 

Heneage,  Mr.  Arthur  Arnold ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone 
Protection   of  Person  and   Property    (Ireland)  Act,    1881 — ^ 

CoNNELY,    A    Prisoner   under    the    Act  —  Question,    Mr. 

O'Connor ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster     . . 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act,    1881 — Mr.  Matthew  Haj 

Prisoner   under   the   Act — Question,  Mr.   O'Kelly;    Answc 

W.  B.  Forster 


t  • 


ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 
Land  Ijew  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  225]— 

Further  Proceeding  on  Consideration,  as  amended,  reiumsd 
After  long  debate,    Mowd,   <*That  the  Bill    be    read   the  thir 

To-morrow f  at  Two  of  the  dook," — (Mr.  GladiUme :) — Question  p 

agreed  to, 

QUESTIONS. 
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Afghanistan — Defeat  of  the  Amber's  Forces — Questions,  Sir  i 
Northoote,  Mr.  J.  Cowen,  Mr.  Onslow ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


Supply — Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  pr< 
''That  Mj.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  "-^ 

BoYAL  Parks,  &c. — Windsor  Park — ^Besolxttion — 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  *'  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Qaestioii,  in  order  to 
words  <'  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hoose,  it  is  desirable  that  the  cham  of 
Park  be  transferred  from  the  Commissioners  of  Woods,  Forests,  and  Land  1 
to  the  Commissioners  of  Her  Mi^esty*s  Works  and  Public  Buildings, 
Arthur  Arnold^) — ^instead  thereof  . . 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  sta 
of  the  Question :  " — After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leav< 
dr€ium. 

Main  Question,   "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair/' 
proposed : — 

High  Court  of  Justice— Suitors'  Funds  in  Chancbbt— Bssolt 

Amendment  proposed, 
To  leave  out  from  the  word  <*  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  oirder  to 
words  "  the  future  lists  of  unclaimed  money  be  issued  with  cross  refereno 
niallv ;  stating  the  amount  of  fund  of  the  suitors*  fund  in  Chancery;  with  tl 
•ad  ImI  known  addresses  of  pereoos  supposed  to  be  entitled  thereto ;  toget 
the  date  of  the  last  deoree,"--(Jfr.  SUmUy  Xtf^A«oii,}»in8tead  thereof 


i:ablb  of  oontbmis. 

[711^28.] 

HxoH  Court  of  Jubticb — SxnroBs'  Funds  ik  Ohanobrt— oontinaed. 

Question  proposed/  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :"— After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  <<That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to, 

SUPPLY-^ctmHd&red  in  Oommittee— Civil  Sxbyiob  EsmaTEs— 

Class  II. — Balahttm  and  Ezpxztses  of  Civil  Dsfabtments. 

(f.)  £18,792,  to  complete  the   sum  for  the  Colonial  Office.— Alter  debate,  Vote 
ogtMd  to  ..  ••  ••  ••  •• 

^       ^2.^  £16,077,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Pnyy  Coandl  Office. 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,355,  be 
granted  to  Her  Mf^esty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of  March 
1882,  for  the  Salaries  and  JBxpenses  of  the  Office  of  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  ^' 

After  short  debate.  Question  put:— The  Conmiittee  divided;  Ayes  144,  Noes  44; 
Majority  100.— (Div.  List,  No.  342.) 

(4.)  £101,933,  to  cpQiplete  the  sum  for  the  Board  of  Trade. — ^After  debate,  Vote 
agreed  to  .•  ••  ••  .»  •• 

Moved,  "That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Baritelot ;)— Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow j  at  Two  of  the  clock ;  Committee  to 
sit  again  To-morrow ^  at  Two  of  tfie  dock. 

Summary  Erooedure  (Sootland)  Amendment  Bill  [Zor(2«]— 

Bill  eomidored  in  Committee    . .  •  • 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morroWf  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

Wild  Birds  Protection  Act,  1880,  Amendment  Bill  [Lords^— 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Courtney) 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

Lunacy  Law  Amendment  (ro-eommitted)  Bill  [Bill  192]— 

Order  for  Committee  read  ^ 

Moved,   **  That  the  Order  be   discharged,"  -^  {Mr.  JHUwgn :) — Motion 
agreed  to : — Order  dieeharged : — ^Bill  withdrawn. 

LOEDS,  FEIDAT,  JULY  29. 

MnnsTEBS  Stipends,  &o.  (Sootland) — ^Addbess  for  a  Bsiuen — 

Moved  an  Addreaa  for,  "  Return  for  each  oounty  in  Scotland  of  the  name  of  evexy  pariah 
in  which  an  augmentation  was  made  of  miniBtem  stipend  and  of  allowances  for  com- 
munion elemento  respectively  during  the  period  that  nas  elapsed  since  the  20th  March 
1876 ;  also  the  name  of  each  parish  in  which  there  are  unexhausted  teinds,  and  tho 
amount  applicable  to  the  augmentation  of  ministers  stipend,  &c.  in  each  such  parish 
(in  continuation  of  former  Hetum,  No.  242,  1876,"— (TA^  Earl  of  Minto) 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Palace  of  Westminster — Public  Impboyemsnts  neab  St.  Margaret's 
Church — Question,  Obserrations,  Lord  Lamington;  Heplj,  The  Earl 
of  Kimberle J . . 

Water  Supply  (Metropolis)— Question,  Observations,  The  Bishop  of 
London  ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  Dalhousie : — Short  debate  thereon 

Turkey — Midhat  Pasha — Fulfilment  of  Sentence — Question,  Observa- 
tions, Lord  Stratheden  and  Oampbell,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley  ; 
Reply,  The  Earl  of  Kimberley 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill — Question,  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury ;  Answer, 
The  Earl  of  Eimberley 
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COMMONS,  FRIDAY,  JULY  29. 
QUESTIONS. 


'PBOTEcmoif  OF  Pebson  Ajsm  Propbrtt  (Ireland)  Aot,  1881 — ^Msssbs. 
Obottt  Ain>  Marsh,  Prisoners  under  the  Aox-^Question,  Mr. 
O'Shea ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 

Poor  Law  (Ireland) — ^Irrbqularity  in  Kilrush  Worbsouse,  Co.  Olarb 
— Question,  Mr.  O'Shea ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  . . 

Law  and  Police — ^Praotioe  ot  Oabryino  Firbarics — Question,  Sir  Henry 
Tyler ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Haroourt     . . 

Law  and  Justiob — Suhicabt  Jxtrisdiotion  Aot,  1879 — ^Fines  and  Costs 
— Question,  Mr.  Hopwood ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Haroourt ;  Observa- 
tion, Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross. . 

Ahict — ^Thb  Obdnanob  Committee — Question,  Mr.  Leamy;  Answer,  Mr. 
Childers         •  •  . .  •  •  . . 

Fabuambnt — Mb.  Bbadlauoh — Threatened  Mebtino  in  Trafalgar 
Squarb — Question,  Mr.  Warton ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Haroourt 

Abmt  Orqanization  —  Beoimental  Ooloubs  —  Question,  Sir  Alexander 
Gordon ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers 

Nayt — ^Thb  Disastbbs  to  the  Shetland  Fishbbmen — Questions,  Mr. 
Qourley,  Mr.  Laing ;  Answers,  Mr.  Treyelyan 

Law  and  Justice  (Ibeland) — ^The  Maoistbaot — ^The  High  Shbbiff  of 
County  Lottth — Question,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  . . 

Protbotion  of  Pebson  and  Pbofebty  (Ibeland)  Aot,  1881 — ^Mbssbs. 
Flood,  Pbisonbbs  undbb  the  Aot — Questions,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answers, 
Mr.  ^^,  £•  Forster  . .  •  •  •  • 

Pbotbction  of  PlEBSON  AND  Propertt  (Ireland)  Aot,  1881 — Belief  fob 
Families  of  Pbisonbbs  undbb  the  Act — Question,  Major  Nolan; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 

OoMMBBCiAL  Tbeaty  WITH  Fbanoe  (NEGOTIATIONS) — Questious,  Mr.  Mouk, 
Yisoount  Sandon  ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 

South  Afbica — The  Tbansyaal — Murder  of  Captain  Elliott  and  Mr. 
Malcolm — Questions,  Mr.  Ashmead  Bartiett,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach,  Sir  Henry  Tyler ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke,  Mr.  Glad- 
Bvone  •■  .t  ..  •.  .. 

Afghanistan — ^Defeat  *  of  the  Ameeb's  Fobces — Questions,   Sir  Henry 
l^^ler,  Lord  Bandolph  (3hurohill,  Colonel  Stanley,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope, 
Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot,  Lord  Elcho ;   Answers,   The  Marquess  of 
Hartington,  Mr.  Gladstone  . . 

India  —  Pensions  fob  Eminent  Sebyices  —  Sir  Fredbbick  Bobbbts — 
Questions,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answers,  The  Marquess  of 
Harting^n    •  •  . . 

BoABO  OF  WoBXB  (Irxland) — Quostiou,  Mr.  B.  Power ;  Answer,  Mr.  W. 
.  ,    ^Forstar     g.^  p.»  •• 
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lABLB  OF  00NTBNT8. 
ORDERS    OF    THE  DAY. 
Land  Ijaw  (Irelaiid)  BiU  [BUI  2251— 

M^ed,  <<That  thf.Bill  be  now  read  the  thir^  time,"— (Ifr.  QUdii 
Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  oat  from  the  wordf  ''  Bill  be  "  to  the  end  of  the  Qacfltion,  in  order  to 
wordfl  '*  re-oonunitted,  with  refpect  to  CUiue  35/* — {Mr,  fTiUimm  Henrf  6 
instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '"Tliat  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  sta 
of  the  Question :" — After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  a^reei 
Main  Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  tii 
After  long  debate,  it  being  ten  minutes  before  Seven  of  the  clock, 
bate  stood  a^oumed  tiU  tkii  dlsjf. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at  Seven  of  the  dock. 

The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  of  the  clock. 

Debate  resumed  . . 
'  4^^ debate,  Question  put: — ^The  House  divided;  Ayes  220,  N< 
Majority  306. 

Division  list,  Ayes  and  Noes 

BupPLT-^Order  for  Oommittee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  p 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair :  " — 

Irish  Fishsribs — ^BssoLunoir — Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  *'  That"  to  the  end  of  the  Qaestion,  in  order 
words  "  it  is  tiie  opinion  of  this  House  that  it  is  the  duty  of  th(.>  Govemir 
measnzeB  to  render  the  Irish  fisheries  more  available  as  a  mtjanii 
increased  food  and  employment,**— <ifr.  Blake,)— iiuiefid  thereof 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
of  the  Question :  '* — ^After  diort  debate,  Amendment,  by  1 
drawn. 

Main  Question,  "  That  Hr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair 
a^eedU. 

SUPPLY — eonsidired  in  Oommittee — Oiyn«  Sebtice  Estimat 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  IL — Halartks  and  Exprnsss  of  Civil  De 

(i.)  Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  oxc«* 
granted  to  Her  H^esty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  tr)  d 
which  will  come  in  coarse  of  parent  daring  the  year  ending 
Karch  1882,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Charity  Comrr 
andWales" 

After  dehate,  Qaestion  pat,  and  agreed  to. 

(a.)  £13,798,  to  complete  the  sam  for  the  Oivil  Service  Comu 
debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

(3.)  £9,466,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Copyhold,  Inclosim 
sion. 

(4.)  £4,425,  to  complete  the  sam  for  the  Inelosare  and  Dn 
BrpeiDsea.— After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

(5.)  £97»2a8,  to  complete  the  snm  for  the  Exchequer  and  Aud 
short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

(6.)  £8,086,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Friendly  Societies  Begisi 
Besolutions  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed,  '*  That  a  sum,  not  t 
granted  to  Her  Mi^esty,  to  comnlete  the  sam  necessary  to  r 
will  oome  in  coarse  of  payment  aoring  the  year  endmg  on 
1S83,  for  the  Salaries  and  Exgonaes  of  the  Local  dove 
varioas  Grant  in  Aid  of  Local  Taxation  " 
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SupPLT— CiTtL  Si&Tioi  !E8TntATB8 — Committoo    continusd. 

Movedf  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,'* — {Mr, 
JB.  if.  Fowler :)— *After  short  delmte,  Question  put: — ^The  House  divided;  Ayes  16, 
Noes  73  ;  Majority  67. — (Div.  list,  No.  344.) 

Ori^nal  Question  again  proposed : — Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £8,195,  be 
g^nted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  detray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1882,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  the  Commissioners  in  Lunacy  in 
England"  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..226 

Moved,  "That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the  Chair," — {Colonel  Alexander  :) — Motion, 
by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Hesolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next ;   Committee  also  report 
Progress  ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

Petroleum  (Hawking)  Bill  ILords]  [BiU  222]— 

Bill  eonndered  in  Committee    • .  . .  . .  . .     22j5 

After  some  time  spent  therein,  [House  counted  out] 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  AUGUST  1. 
Land  Ijaw  (Ireland)  Bill  (No.  187)— 

Mo90d,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (^0  Lord  Prwy  Seal)  . .     236 

After  long  debate.  Moved,   **  That  the   Debate  be  now  adjourned," — 

{77ie  Duke  of  Argyll:) — Motion  agreed  to : — Debate  further  adjourned 

till  To-mwrrow. 

8hop  Hours  Segnlation  Bill \yix:\—Freeented  {The  £arl  Stanhope);  read  1*  (No.  191)      855 


COMMONS,  MONDAY,  AUGUST  1 
QUESTIONS. 


Law  A3fD  Police — ^Flower  Sbllebs  in  IsLmoTON— Question,  Mr.  Oarington ; 

Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt  . .  . .  . .     856 

Endowed  Schools  (Ibeland) — Legislation  —  Question,    Lord   Bandolph 

Ohurohill ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster    . .  . .  . .     867 
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To  leave  out  from  the  word  '*  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **  this  House  approves  the  action  of  Mr.  Speaker  and  of  the  Officers  of  this 
House  acting  under  his  orders," — {Sir  Henry  HoUand,) 

Question  proposed,  <<  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  " — After  further  short  debate,  Question  put : — The 
House  divided:  Ayes  7,  Noes  191 ;  Majority  184. — (DIt.  List,  No.  351.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  '  this  House  approves  the  action  o^ 
Mr.  Speaker  and  of  the  officers  of  this  House  acting  under  his  orderf 
be  there  added :  " — ^After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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Lord  Arthur  Hill ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  . .  . .     992 

EoUOATIOir  DbFABTMENT — ^IirrBBMEDIATE  AITD  HlG^B  EDUCATION  (WaLBS) 

— ^fispoBT  07  TkB  OoMiassioK — Quostion,  Mr.  Rathbone ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Mnndella        • .  . .  . .     992 

SoxTTH  KsN^tEroTON  MusEUM — Thb  Planb  TBEB-^uestion,  Mr.  Mitchell 

Henij  j  Answer^  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  . .  . .     992 

ANdBNt   MoNttaitts   (BssoLtmoit   Maboh    llTd)-^Qtltotion,  Sir  John 

Lubbock ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .  . .  . .     993 

AiMY  Obganization — ^The  New  Royal    Wabbant — ^Bbtibehent — Ques- 

tiicm,  Mr.  Healy ;  Aiiswer,  Mr.  Childers   . .  •  •  998 

PiBLTAlhrtPf^TtiiB  Hotrta  or  CoidroNs-^OoNinrcT  o%  Ptrttio  BitimlESs-^ 

Ni#  |ttj£ft^h— QuMion,  Mr.  Bathbone ;  Answer,  Mt.  Glad^ne  . .  994 
pAKTiiAiffiarr  —  f  arvTLBOE — Mb.   Bbadlaugh — Obserraiions,  Mr.  liabeu- 

ehere,  Mr.  B.  N.  Fawbr     .  •  • .  . .  i ,     99^ 

YOL.  OCLXIY.     [thibd  sebobs.  ]  i    ^   ^ 
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SoxTTH   Afbioa— Ths   TBAnvAAL— Ths   Natiti   Tbibm— On0ttioii%  Sir 
Henry  Holland,  Sir  Gteorge  Oampbell ;  Answers,  Mr.  Oladstone 

Edttoation  DsPABnoERT— Ths  Nxw  OoDi— Question,  Mr.  Briggs ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Mundella  . .     997 

SxizuBB  07  EzFLOsrni  Maohihbs  at  Liybbpool — Question,  Lord  John 

Manners ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Haroourt  . .     997 

PARLiAicBirr  —  PuBijo  BusnrBss  —  Observations,  Mr.  Gladstone: — Short 

debate  thereon  , .  , .     998 

Afghanistan  —  Brpobtbd    Moveicents    of    Troops — Question,    Oaptain 

Aylmer ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  . .     999 

F&ANOB  AND  Tunis — ^Mhjtabt  Opxrations — The  Boxbardicent  of   Sfax 

— Question,  Mr.  Bourke ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  . .   1900 

OBDEBS    OF    THE    DA  T. 

Supply — Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :" — 

Law  and  Justice — Outbagb  xtpon  the  Pebson—Besolution — 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  the  administration  of  the  Law  in  cases  of  ontrage  upon  the  person  has 
long  been  a  reproach  to  onr  Criminal  Conrts;  that  outrages  and  assaults  of  the 
most  brutal  character,  especially  upon  married  women,  even  when  they  cause  a 
cruel  death,  are  commonly  punished  less  severely  than  small  offences  against  pro- 
perty ;  that  the  admission  ox  the  crime  of  dnmkenness  as  an  extenuation  of  other 
crimes  is  immoral,  and  acts  as  an  incentive  to  persons  about  to  commit  outrages  to 
wilfuUy  deprive  themselves  of  the  guidance  of  reason," — {Mr.  MaeftirUm$^ — 
instead  thereof  ..    1000 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :" — ^After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agr$$d  to. 

Obikinaii  Law — Case  of  Edmund  Galley — Observations,  Sir  Eardley 
Wilmot ;  Beply,  Sir  William  Harcourt : — Short  debate  thereon         . .   1005 

Islands  of  tee  Paoifio — TuBisDiomoN  of  the  High  Comkissioneb  of 
PoLYNEsiiL — Observations,  Sir  John  Hay,  Sir  Henry  Holland ;  Keply, 
Mr.  Trevelyan  ..  ..  ..  .,  1018 

Abmy  (Beobuitino)— Ibish  SoLDiEBS^Obsexrations,  Mr.  Biggar ;  Beply, 
Mr.  Ohilders . .  . .  . .  . .   1027 

Main  Question,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to, 

STTPPLY — eonetdered  in  Committee— Abmt  Estimates. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(i.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £758,900,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  demy  the  Charge  for  the  Saperintendmg  Establish- 
ment of,  and  Expenditure  for,  Works,  BdtdingB,  and  Bepairs,  at  Home  and 
Abroad,  which  wiU  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  81st 
day  of  March  1882 "  ..  ..  ..  ••     1028 

be 


(a.)  £164,100,  Military  Education..  ..  ...     1W9 

After  short  debate.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£163,888  U.  4if.,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to 
defray  the  Charge  wmoh  will  come  in  course  of  payment  durixig  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  Maioh  1882,  for  Military  Education,"— (Jfr.  Bi^me  ;)— After 
farthflr  abort  debate,  Motion,  bry  leaye,  withdrcuon. 
After  farther  short  Rebate,  Original  Question  pot,  and  s$fr«Ml  to. 
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Supply— Aemy  Estimatbb— Committee— eofi^ifiMM^. 

(8.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  <'That  a  som,  not  exceeding  £40,100,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  tne  Charge  for  Miscellaneous  Effective  Services, 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  ox 
March  1882  "  . . 
After  short  debate.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£33,740,  be  granted,  &c.,"—  {Mr.  Arthur  0*C<mnor  :)— Question  put :— The  Com- 
mittee divided;  Ayes  11,  Noes  63 ;  Majority  42.— (Div.  List,  No.  355.) 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(4.)  £222,200,  Administration  of  the  Army. 

(5.)  £34,000,  Rewards,  &c. — ^After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to       ,*  •• 

(6.)  £129,700,  Half  Pay. 


•  • 


-  t  '  

£33,900,  Chelsea,  &c.  Hospitals. — ^After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 


(t.)  £1,054,700,  Retired  Pay.— After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
r8.)  £124,200,  Widows'  Pensions. — ^After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(9.)  £17,000,  Pensions  for  Wounds. 

(10.) 

(f  I.)  £1,386,500,  Out-Pensions. 

(12.)  £202,200,  Army  Superannuation  Allowances. 

(13.)  £37,400,    Militia,    Yeomanry  Cavalry,  and  Volunteer    Corps. — ^After    short 

debate.  Vote  agreed  to. 
(14.)  £1,100,000,  Army  (Indian  Home  Charges). 
(15.)  £30,000,  Supplementary  Estimate,  Pay,  Allowances,  &c. 
(16.)  £290,000,  Supplements^  Estimate,  Provisions,  &c. — Aiter  short  debate.  Vote 

agreed  to  . .  . .  .  •  • .  , . 

OlYIL  Sb&VIOEB. 

Glass  m. — ^Law  and  Jttstiob. 

(17.)  £36,281,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Law  Charges. — ^After  short  debate,  Vote 
agreed  to  ••  ••  ••  ••  •• 

(18.)  £2,021,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Public  Prosecutor's  Office.— After  shwt 
debate,  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  .  • 

(19^  £116,022,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Criminal  Prosecutions.— After  short  debate, 
V  ote  agreed  to       .,  . .  •  •  . .  . . 

(30.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £97,115,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1882,  for  such  of  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Chancery  Division  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice,  of  the  Court  of  Appeal,  and  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature 
(exclusive  of  the  Central  Office),  as  are  not  charged  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  "  .  • 

After  short  debate.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£95,115,  be  granted,  &c.,*' — {Mr.  Henry  Fowler:) — After  further  short  debate, 
Question  put:— The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  32,  Noes  76;  Majority  44. —(Di v. 
List,  No.  356.) 

Original  Question  furain  proposed 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £96,890,  be  granted, 
&c.,"— (Jfr.  Healy :) — The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  23,  Noes  90;  Majority  67. — 
(Div.  List,  No.  357.) 

After  short  debate.  Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(ai.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £68,427,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1882,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Central  Office  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Judicature ;  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Judges*  Clerks  and  other  Officers  of 
the  District  Re^trars  of  the  High  Court ;  the  remuneration  of  the  Judges'  Mar- 
shals ;  and  certain  Circuit  Expenses  " 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £63,927,  be 
granted,  &c.," — {Mr.  Arthur  0* Connor  .*)— After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and 
negatived. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(la/)  £57,124,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Probate,  &c.  Registries  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice. 

(a3.)  £6,797,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Admiralty  Registry  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice. 

(24.)  £8,118,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Wreck  Commission. — ^After  short  debate. 
Vote  agreed  to        .,  . .  •  • 

(35.)  £19,424,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  London  Bankruptcy  Court. — After  short 
debate.  Vote  0^^  to 

(a6.)  £882,986,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  County  Ck)urts. 

(37.)  £2,442,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Land  Registry.— After  short  debate.  Vote 
agrndto 
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AuppLT— CnriL  Sbbticis— Gommittefr— «9fi<ifi«#tf. 

M.)  £18.600»  to  complete  the  mm  for  Beriiiiig  BAtrieUn,  England. 

(29.)  £8,021,  Polioe  Conrti,  Loadon  and  bheerneM.— After  ihort  debate,  YoU 
•gnedU  •«  ••     1071 

(30.)  £250,402,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Metropolitan  Police. 

(31.)  Motion  made,  ana  Qoeetion  propoeed,  **That  a  sum,  not  eiceeding  £911,29$, 
be  panted  to  Her  M^jeetj,  to  complete  the  lum  neoeeaary  to  defray  the  Qiafft 
which  will  come  in  oonrae  <^  pajmrat  dmring  the  year  enoin^  on  the  Slit  day  ol 
March  1882,  for  certain  Expcnuee  connected  with  the  Pohce  in  Ooontiae  and 
Boroughs  in  Eng^d  and  Watos,  and  with  the  Police  in  Scotland"  ..     107S 

After  shOTt  debate,  Qoeetion  pat,  and  agrud  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Qoeetion  propoeed,  '*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £246,844,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majeety,  to  comnlete  the  aum  neoeeeary  to  defray  the  Charge  waioh 
will  come  in  coone  of  payment  oaring  the  year  ending  on  the  Slit  day  01  March 
1882,  for  the  Saperintendence  of  Convict  EJetabliahmente,  and  for  the  llainteiianoe 
of  Convicta  in  Connct  Eetabliehments  in  England  and  the  Colonies  '*  .  •     1080 

After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(3s.)  £293,769,  to  complete  the  sam  for  Prisons,  England.— After  short  debate, 

yoi^agrudto        ..  ..  ••  ••     1081 

(3.?*)  £132,626,  to  complete  the  sam  for  Reformatory  and  Indastrial  Schools,  Great 
Britain. — After  short  debate.  Vote  agr$ed  to  ..  . .     1086 

(34.)  £18,019,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum. — ^After 
short  debate,  Vote  ^grood  to  ,.  1087 

(3  j.)  Motion  xnade,  and  Question  proposed,  *'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £40,700, 
DO  panted  to  Her  Mi^'esty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  <^  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March  1882,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expensee  of  the  Lord  Advocate's  Department 
and  others  connected  with  Criminal  Froceedings  in  Scotland,  including  certain 
Allowances  under  the  Aet  16  and  16  Vic.  c.  83  "  . .  .  •     1090 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  sioeeding  £89,700,  be 
QT&nted,  &c.," — {Mr.  Biagar :) — ^After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  tcithdrmon. 

Original  Qoeetion  pnt,  and  mgroed  to. 

(36?)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £39,008,  be 
granted  to  Her  Mijesty,  to  complete  the  sum  neceesary  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March  1882,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Coorts  of  Law  and  Justice  in 
Scotland,  and  other  Legal  Chargee "  ••     1090 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £38,368,  be 
granted,  ftc.,"— (Ifr.  JVii^/sl#r ;)<- After  short  debate,  Question  put:— The  Com- 
mittee divided;  Ayes  20,  Noes  62;  Minority  82.— (Div.  List,  No.  368.) 

Original  Question  pot,  and  agrood  to. 

(37.)  £26,422,  to  oomdUrte  the  sum  for  Begiiter  House  Departments,  Edinburgh. — 
After  short  debate,  Vote  a^r«Mfl0..  .,  1099 

(38.)  £87,340,  to  complete  the  ram  for  Prisons  (Suotland).— After  short  debate.  Vote 
agrtedto  ..  ..  ..     1100 

Besolutiona  to  be  reported  To^mwrrow ;   Oommittee  to  ait  again  T^^ 
marrmff. 

Begulation  of  the  Forces  Bill  [BiU  193]— 

Order  for  ConBideratioii,  a«  amended,  read  . .  ..  1100 

After  short  debate,  Oonaideration,  as  amended,  tUfnr^d  till  Mandajf  next. 

Corrupt  Praotioes  (Suspenflioii  of  Elections)  Bill  [Bill  238]— 

Bill  Cim$ider&d  in  Oommittee  . .  . .  . .  . .  1101 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  roported,  without  Amendment. 
Moved,    ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time,"— (Ifr.  AtUms^ 

Oen^al) : — ^Motion  apned  U :— Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  pau§i^ 

without  Amendment. 

Whiteboy  Acts  Bepeal  BiU  [BiU  134]— 

Mw$d,  <<  That  the  Second  Beading  of  the  Bill  be  deferred  till  Saturday," 

-^Mr.  T.  P.  (y Connor)  ..1104 

After  short  debate.  Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  ''  Saturday  "  and 

insert  "  Monday,"— fjWir.  E.  Jf.  Fowler.) 
Question  proposed,   ''That  the  word  'Saturday'  stand  part  of  the 

Question :"  — Question  put,  and  nognfivod. 
Oziginal  Questiosi,  as  amended,  put,  and  agrood  to  .-—Beoond  Beading 

d$f$rr$d  tQI  Monday. 


Conveyancing  and  Law  of  Property  {rp-emmHUd)  BUI  ILorii] 
Bill  §(m9iier$i  in  Ooinxxuttee    , .  . .  . .  1106 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported^  without  Amendment ;  to  be 
read  the  third  time  upon  Monday  next. 

East  Jjsnyux  Railway  [Bedbicption  of  Awjfu^TiKs]-^ 

CimMijlMiftfjnOomnutt^  ..  ,,   1107 

Be8ol9lJQ&  «yf##4f  ^  ;  to  Ve  l^poHed  upoa  ifoMfiy  next. 

COMMONS,  SATUEDAT,  AUGUST  6. 
QUE8TI0NB. 


Pabliaksvt — Bi7Lx$  AND  Obdebs — Petitiok^ — Ths  Bbad;i^uo9  P9T1- 
Tiovs^-^uestioiiB,  Observations,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,  Mr.  Thorold 
Bogers ;  Answers,  Sir  Oharles  Forster  . .  1107 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAT. 

SiTPPLT-^Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair  :'' — 

Navy — ^Promotion — Ldbutknants — Observations,  Sir  John  Hay  .•  1110 

State  of   Ibbland— Thb   Maoisteaoy — ^Mb.  Oliffobd  IjIiOyd,  B.M. — 
Besolutiok — ^Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  '*  That "  to  .the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  *'  this  House  condemns  the  r^osal  of  the  Gbvemment  to  grant  an  invesU- 
gation  into  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd,  E.M.,  and  their  refusal  to  notipe  the 
threats  alleged  to  have  been  used  by  him  in  cUspersing  without  prodamation  a 
peaceful  meeting  at  Drogheda  on  the  1st  day  of  January,  — (Mr,  UenUy,) — ^instead 
thereof  ..  ..  ••1111 

Queetioajproposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question:" — After  debate,  Question  put : — The  House  dmded; 
Ayes  75,  Noes  18;  Majority  67. — (Div.  List,  No.  359.) 

Navt — ^Nayt  and  Dookyabd  Offioebs — Observations,  Sir  H.  Drummond 
WolfiF;  Beply,  Mr.  Trevelyan : — Short  debate  thereon  . .  ^  •  1133 

Main  Question,   ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to, 

BUPFLY—eoneidered  in  Oommittee — ^Nayy  Estdcatbs. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

(lO  £877,890,  Half. Pay,  Reserved  Half  .Pay,  and  Retired  Pay  to  Officers  of  tiie 
Navy  and  liarines. — After  short  debate.  Vote  0yri$d  to  . .  . .     1138 

(3.)  £847,086,  Military  Pensions  and  Allowances.  ^  After  short  debate,  Vote 
agreed  to  ..  ..  ••  ••  ••     1189 

(3.)  £337,991,  Civil  Pensions  and  Allowanoee. 

OivHi  Sbbviobs. 

0Z«ASS  y. — FOBSiaN  A9D  OOLONIAL  SeBVIOBS. 

(4O  £93,570,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Diplomatic  Services. — ^After  short  de]i>a^ 
y^  agreed  to       ••  1H3 

(5.)  Motioa  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £142,387,  he 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
wQl  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  endizig  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
18^2,  lor  4ie  lUpeope  of  the  Consular  Establishments  Abroad,  and  for  other 
Ibqpeip^mi  dpr^^lp  on  tibie  Co^urolar  Vote "    .  •  .  •  .  •    1147 


iSter  further  short  debate,  Orijioal  Querti'jnput,  hni  tgtxtdfi^ 

(6.)  Motion  made,  and  QucatioQ  proposed,  ''_Thit-^1ium,  not  eiceediaK  £4,0t7,  be 
graiited  to  Her  Majesty,  to  comp\^JiurSSmnixoamry  to  d^fny  the  Charge  whioh 
irill  come  (□  course  of  payjneatiturlag;  the  year  eadiag  on  the  Slat  day  of  March 
1882,  for  the  Exjiessi'^'of  the  lljxed  Commissions  nttablished  nnder  the  Traatiw 
with  FaragirPoiien  for  suppreuing  the  TraiBi;  in  Slaves,  and  of  othar  EatafalUh- 
,-«tffiiS  in  connection  with  that  ohject,  includiag  the  Muscat  Subwdy  "  . .     ! 

Motion  m&do,  and  QuMtion  proposed.  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,207,  be 
granted,  &c.," — {Mr,  Artkmr  O'Vomior  :)~ktleT  short  debata.  Motion,  bj  laSTO, 
Kitidraan. 

Original  Qneatioii  put,  and  agruil  ta. 

(to  £7,047,  to  completo  the  sum  for  Tonnage  Bounties,  &c.  and  Libent«d  **■*"" 


(S.)  £870,  to  complete  the  lain  for  the  Suoi  C&nal  (British  Directors).— After  ihort 
debate.  Vote  agrtti  le 

(9.)  Motioa  made,  and  Uneetion  proposed,  "  Tliat  a  tarn,  not  exceeding  £20,7(1,  b* 
granted  to  Her  Hajeaty,  to  complete  the  sum  necussary  to  defny  the  Charge  wluoh 
«ill  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  .Itaroh 
1882,  in  aid  of  Colonial  I^ocal  Revenue,  and  for  the  Malarius  and  Auowaoces  of 
Governors,  ic.,  and  for  other  Charts  connected  with  the  Coloaies.  inoloding  Ee- 
peiues incurred  under  ' The  PaciSc  Islanders  Prut^ctiao  \ct,  lS7a '"  , .     1 

Motion  made,  and  Queecion  proposed,  "That  n  mm,  not  exceeding;  £10,791,  be 
granted,  &o.," — (Xr.  Arthur  O'Connor:) — After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  1mt«, 
vjithdraicn. 

Original  Quealion  agMD  propoeed : — After  short  debate.  Original  QaeetioA  pat,  and 

(10.)  £1,105,  to  complete  the  mm  for  the  Oraogo  lUver  Territory  aod  St.  Helena 

(Non-Effective  Charge*), 
(i  I.)  £17,300,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Subsidies  to  Telegraph  Companies. 

Class  VI. — NoH-ErarcriTE  ahd  Chabitablk  Skrvicu. 
(1 1.1  £209,980,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Superannuations  and  Retired  Allowances. 
(13.)  £19,550,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Merchant  Si'umen's  fund  Poniiona,  Ac 
(14.1  £17,900,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the   Retivf   of   Distressed  British  Seamen 

Abroad.— After  ehort  debate.  Vote  agrrrd  ta 
(ij.)  £423,000,  lo  complete  tho  sum  for  Pauper  Lunntici,  EoKlaid. 
(iG.)  £39,588,  to  compUte  the  sum  for  Pauper  Lunatics,  Scotland. 
hi.)  £16,852,  Friendly  Societies  Deficiency. 
(18.)  £2,021 ,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Miscellaneous  Charitable  and  other  rtllmrencoi, 

Oreat  Britain. — After  short  debate,  Votti  agritd  ta  ..  . . 

O1.UB  VII. — MlSCKLLANEOVB. 


for  MiM!ellaacoa«  Expenaei. — After  abort  debate, 
lAiaagrttdto        ..  ..  ..  ,.  .. 

.^  HbTETOE   DErARTMEKTS. 

SiK53,.J37,  to  complete  tho  sum  (or  the  Custonn, 
£l,563.'*Tt,-t^x.ropIete  the  aura  foe  tho  Inland  RpTenuc. 
£407,767,  to  camp^^  J^  sum  for  the  Post  Office  Pocket  Service. 
JeBolutions""i«-Jie_^reported^poii--4r?n^y  next;  Committee  to  sit  again 
upon  Monday  nexS  ~"  --^. 

L0ED8,  MOlfBAY^AUGUST^.-^.^ 
^  law  (Ireland)  Bill  (Nob.  187,  S04)— "'"'---^^      '^  "^^^-s*^ 
^^udmeiits  r»porUd  (according  to  Order)   . .  . .      '-  ~— -^    . ,   1 

^.  debate.  Bill  to  h^  printed,  as  amended.     (No.  207.)  ■*^*^ 

^^    of  the  Day  for  suspending  Standing  Order  No.  XXXV.  read : — 
-^f^d,   "That  the  said  Stanifing   Order   be  suspended," — (71**  Lori 

^^^^tion?    resolved   in  the  afirmatia :    Staudiug    Order    suspended 

-::S>^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  y,"—{The  Lord  Privj/  Seal.) 
w^^^pffto,  on  question,  rttotved  in  the  agirmative;  Bill  read  8'  acoord- 
^^^^^^vith  the  Amendmeute,  and  paiui,  ud  sent  to  the  Commou. 
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OBDEBS    OF    THE    DAT. 

Supply — Order  for  Oommittee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  Mi.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair :" — 

Eduoation  Depabtmbnt — ^Thb  Bbyissd  Cobb — Depabtmbntal   StAtb- 

MENT  OF  THE     VlOE    PrBSIDENT    OP    THE     COMMITTEE     OF    COTJWCIL    O* 

Education    . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1210 

Abt  and  Industrial  Museums — ^Eesolution — ^Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  grants  in  aid  of  Art  and  Industrial  Museums 
diould  not  be  confined  to  London,  Edinburgh,  and  Dublin,"— {Ifr.  Jetse  CoUin^i,) 
— ^instead  thereof  ..  .,   1836 

Question  proposed,.  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 

of  the  Qaertion :'' — ^After  debate,  Question  put : — The  House  ikuM: 

Ayes  48,  Noes  86 ;  Majority  87.— (Div.  List,  No.  860.) 

SoiENOE  AND  Abt  Depabtment,  South  Kbnsinoton— United  West- 
MIN8TEB  Schools  of  Abt — Case  of  Mb.  GfoFFiN,  the  Head  Mastbb 
— Observations,  Lord  Oeorge  Hamilton : — Long  debate  thereon        . .   1266 

Main  Question,  '<  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

StrPPLT — eomidered  in  Committee— Civn.  Sebyices — 

(Li  the  Committee.) 

Class  IV. — Education,  Soienob,  and  Abt. 

(i.)  £1,283,958,  to  complete  the  som  for  Education,  England  and  Wales. — ^After 
.  debate,  Vote  o^rtfMf  to  ..  ..  ..  ..     IMO 

Moved,  **  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leaye  to  sit  again,"— ^Jfr. 
Biggar :) — After  shott  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **That  a  som,  not  exceeding  £227,181, 
be  p;ranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  GKuuqge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of 
March  1882,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Science  and  Art  Department, 
and  of  the  Eistablishments  connected  therewith  "   .  •  . .  . .     1829 

After  short  debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*That  a  sam,  not  exceeding 
£226,681,  be  granted,  kii.,**—{Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;)— After  further  short  debate. 
Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(3.)  £69,939,  to  complete  the  sum  for  British  Museum. — After  short  debate,  Yole 
agreed  to  ••  ..  .,     1S97 

(4.)  £228,436,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Public  Education,  Scotland. — After  short 
debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  . .     1340 

Besolutions  to  be  reported   To-mommf :    Committee    to  sit  again   To- 
morrow. 

Besrulation  of  the  Forces  Bill  [Bill  196]— 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended,  read  . ,  . .  . .  1842 

After  short  debate.  Consideration,  as  amended,  deferred  till  To'iMrlrow. 

Patriotic  Fond  BiU  ILorde-]  [BiU  240]— 

Moved,  «  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond  time,''— (ifr.  CkOdon)       . .  1848 
After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  a  second  timoi  and  com- 
fniUed  for  To-morrow. 

If  ational  Debt  BiU  [Bill  236]— 

Order  for  Oommittee  read       ,.  ..  ..  IM^ 

•^^^  short  debate.  Bill  considered  in  Committee,  aiid  repotted;  to  b4 
printed,  as  amended  [BiU  248] ;  re-eommtttod  for  J%uridif. 
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ORDERS    OF    THE   DAY. 

.^.  - 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill- 
Order  for  Consideration  of  Lords'  Amendments  read : — Motion  made,  and 
Question,  ''  That  the  Amendments  made  by  The  Lords  to  the  Land  Law 
(Ireland)  Bill  be  now    considered,"  —  {Mr.   OMHan$y)  —  put,   and 
agr9ed  to : — ^Lords'  Amendments  eoHi%der$d  • .  •  •  1888 

After  long  debate,  further  Consideration  of  Lords'  Amendments  de/errsd 
till  To-morrow. 

Bills  of  Exchange  Bill  [BiU  218]— 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Sir  John  Lubhook)     1461 
After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time, 
and  committed  for  To-morrow, 

Removal  Terms  (Burghs)  (Scotland)  Bill— 

Movedy  **  That  the  Lords' Amendments  be  forthwith  considered," — {Mr.  J. 

Stewart)  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1484 

After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  .'—Amendments  eormdored, 

and  agreed  to. 

Ways  and  Mxans—  \ 

ConsoUdated  Tnnd  (Kc  4)  BOl-  ) 

Besolatlon  rAugust  8]  reported,  and  agre$d  fo;— BiU  ordered  {Mr,  Fkwfairf  Mr,  Chan^ 
pelhr  0/  the  Exchequer,'  Lord  FredeHek  Oavendieh) ;  preemM^  sad  read  the  flnt  time      148$ 
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QUESTION. 

BoYAL   UinvBR8iTY   OP   Ibblahd  —  UinvBRSiTY   WoEK  —  Question,   Mr. 

Dawson ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster       . .  . .  • .  1465 

ORDER    OF    TEE  DAT. 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  BiU— 

Lords' Amendments /ur^A^tfoiMf^tfi^  ..  ..1466 

After  long  debate,  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before  Six  of  the  dock, 
Further  Consideration  of  Lords'  Amendments  stood  adjourned  till 

Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  , .  1499 

LOEDS,  THUESDAT,  AUGUST  11. 
Priyatb  Bills — 

Standing  Orders  Kos.  22,  88,  91,  114,  115,  116,  117,  and  I40a  considtred  and  amended, 
and  to  be  printed  aa  amended.    (No.  167.) 

South  AmioiL — Tbm  TaANSvAii.  Stats — Tbx  Bounda&iis — ^Obflervationf, 

Question,  Lord  Braboume;  Beplj,  The  Earl  of  Kimberlej  . .  1500 

Soolesiastioal  Courts  Begrulation  Bill  (No.  201)^ 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be  put  into  Oommittee  read  .  •  IMl 

After  short  debate,  House  in  Oommittee. 

Amondments  made ;  the  Report  thereof  to  be  received  To-morrmo ;  and 
Standing  Order  No.  XXXV.  to  be  considered  in  order  to  its  being 
iupmuM  untk  ;  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.  (No.  198.) 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Money)  Bill  (No.  186)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be  put  into  Oommittee  read  . .  1508 

After  short  debate,  House  in  Oommittee : — ^Bill  reported  without  amend- 
ment ;  and  to  be  read  8'  To-wMrraw. 

Edxtoation  Dbpakticent — ^The  Bsvised  Oode — Defabtmsntal  STATEioarr 

OF  THE  LOBD  PBESIDElTr  OF  THE  OoiOCITrEE  OF  OoUNOIL   ON   EDXTOATIOir 

— ObaerrationSi  Lord  Norton. .  •  •  . ,  151 1 

Lahd  Law  (Ibbland)  Bill — 

Betnmed  from  the  Commons  with  se^ral  of  the  amendments  agreed  to,  several  agreed 
to  TRth  amendments,  and  with  oonseqaential  amwidmenfj  to  the  Bill,  and  aeyeral 
dieagreed  to,  with  reasons  for  such  disagreement.  The  saidamendment^  and  reasons  to 
\>t  printed,  and  to  bjs  considered  To-morrow.    (No.  211.} 

COMMONS,  THUESDAT,  AUGUST  11. 
ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


PiitTJiijpgiy-rrpirgj^c  BvsiNSSs  (Half-past  Twelve  Bule) — 

Qtixft  tot  reeuming  Adyoumed  Debate  thereupon  [drd  May]  read  . .   1519 

JlUwdf ''  Thitf  ttbe  Order  be  diaobarged,"— (J£r.  Monk :)— MotLon  agr$0d 
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LOEDS,  FEIDAT,  AUGUST  12. 

BtTSINXSS  of  tHE  HousE — 
Order0df  That  for  the  remainder  of  the  Session  the  Bills  which  are  entered  for  con- 
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among  the  men  and  boys  of  the  Ko^al  Navy  if  the  spirit  ration  were  henceforth  d^ 
continued,  and  some  equivalent  given,  equal  to  the  value  of  the  roirit  ration,  in 
the  form  of  improved  dietary  or  increased  wages,**— (J/r.  CatM^)— instead  thereof  18SI 

Question  proposed,  <'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question  :  " — ^After  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  proposed,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair : " — 
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PAflWBKQBa  Acts — Emigkakt  Ships— Observations,  Mr.  O'Donnell,  Mr. 
A.  Hoore ;  Eeply^  Mr.  Chamberlain        , .  [^^^"'^  counted  out}  V^* 
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cottiers  and  cottars  (DWELLINGS) 
BILL.— (No.  174.) 

(The  Lord   JTaveney.) 
SECOND  BEADINO. 

Order  of  the  Daj  for  the  Second  Sead- 
ing  read. 

LORD  WAVENEY,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
that  after  the  statement  he  had  madie  on 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill  he  need  say 
but  little ;  but  there  were  misunderstand- 
ings which  he  desired  to  clear  up  as  to 
the  object  of  the  measure.  His  main 
object  was,  if  possible,  to  bring  the 
agricultural  classes  into  accord  with  the 
habits  and  civilization  of  the  period,  for 
it  appeared  to  him  that  in  certain  im- 
portant particulars  those  classes  had  not 
as  yet  attained  that  level.  Something 
had  been  done  in  that  direction  by  the 
Artizans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings  Act, 
and  subsequently  by  the  Public  Health 
(Ireland)  Act ;  but  the  principle  of  action 
in  past  legislation  was  wanting  in  promp- 
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titude  and  efficiency.  He  had  no  desire 
to  interfere  in  any  way  with  the  forward 
march  of  the  Bill  which  now  engaged 
the  attention  of  the  other  House,  and 
which,  in  a  few  days,  might  be  expected 
to  reach  their  Lordships'  hands.  There 
was  some  disappointment  that  that  pro- 
posal, as  originally  brought  forward, 
made  no  mention  of  the  labourers  of 
Ireland ;  but  the  claims  of  that  class  had, 
he  was  happy  to  say,  since  been  recog- 
nized, though  only  to  the  extent  of  such 
provision  as  might  benefit  the  agricul- 
tural labourers  throufi^h  the  operation  of 
fiscal  laws  and  regulations.  He  could 
not  help  seeing  that  much  might  be  done 
for  the  advantage  of  dwellers  in  cottages 
by  reasonable  supervision  of  a  more 
direct  and  prompt  character  than  that 
which  at  present  existed.  It  had  been 
suggested  that  his  proposal  would,  if 
carried,  involve  an  expense  which  no 
landlord  could  be  expected  to  bear ;  but 
that  was  not  part  of  his  intention,  and  he 
did  not  admit  that  it  would  be  the  con- 
sequence of  the  measure.  In  parts  of 
Ireland  the  agricultural  classes  had  en- 
joyed comfortable  accommodation;  but 
even  in  those  cases  there  was  a  deplor- 
able ignorance  of  sanitary  conditions. 
The  Artizans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings 
Act,  which  extended  universally  to  the 
rural  districts  of  England  and  to  cer- 
tain urban  and  rural  districts  in  Ire- 
land, provided,  in  some  degree,  a  re- 
medy for  that  state  of  things ;  but  no 
equivalent  provision  had  been  made  for 
Scotland,  and  where  the  Act  did  apply 
the  remedies  were  always  slow,  and,  in 
some  cases,  impossible  of  application. 
He  had  made  it  his  business  to  inform 
himself  on  the  spot  as  to  the  views  of  the 
local  Boards  of  Health  or  Sanitary  Boards, 
which  would  have  the  administration  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill ;  and  he  found 
that  their  opinion  was,  that  a  power 
should  be  called  into  action  which  would 
represent  the  decisions  of  the  Sanitary 
Board.  He,  therefore,  provided  in  his 
Bill  that  the  dwellings  of  persons  paying 
rent  for  occupation  in  Ireland,  and  the 
Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland, 
should  be  submitted  to  periodical  in- 
iroection  by  an  officer  to  be  appointed  by 
tne  Poor  Law  Commissioners  in  Ireland, 
and  the  Board  of  Supervision  in  the 
Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland. 
Under  Section  160  of  the  Public  Health 
Act  the  duties  of  the  Board  of  Guardians, 
in  regard  to  the  spread  of  epidemic  only, 
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became  active  and  pressing  after  the 
rules  and  regulations  of  the  Local  Oo- 
vemment  Board  had  been  reoeiyed.   He 
proposed  that  the  power  for  the  deaasiiig 
of  unhealthy  dwellings  and  the  canjring 
out  of    proper  sanitary    arrangements 
should  be  exercised  through  a  Oonrt  of 
Summary  Jurisdiction,  but  subject  to  an 
appeal  to  the  Courts  of  Session.     As  a 
desire  was  manifesting  itself  in  an  extra- 
ordinary way  for  assimilating  Irish  and 
English  law,  a  hint,  perhaps,  mi^ht  be 
taken  from  the  working  of  the  Locfd  Sani- 
tary Board  of  England.  In  the  district  in 
which  he  lived  cottages  were  condemned 
without  reservation,  and  remained  un- 
inhabited,   as  there  was  no  power  to 
compel  rebuilding ;  but,  as  a  matter  of 
public  policy,  it  was  not  desirable  that  in 
Ireland  the  house  accommodation  should 
be    diminished.      The    multiplicity   of 
families  and  the  overcrowding  of  the 
accommodation  in  the    Irish    cottages 
were  constant  sources  of  complaint,  and 
additional  accommodation  was  not  pro- 
vided, because  the  occupiers  were  unable 
to  pay  such  a  rent  as  would  remunerate 
the  landlord  for  the  outlay.    He  would 
suggest  that  a  better  rent  would  be  ob- 
tainable if  garden  allotments  were  at- 
tached to  the  dwellings.    In  some  oases 
he  gave  to  Boards  of  Guardians  power  to 
spend  money  in  the  rebuilding  of  cot- 
tages ;  and  though  he  admitted  it  was  not 
consistent  with  public  policy  to  give  to 
those  bodies  the  initiatory  power  of  ex- 
penditure, still  he  thought  there  were 
cases  in  which  the  strict  rule  might  be 
overstepped.     The  Poor  Law   system, 
which  was  originally  adopted   for  the 
purpose  of  ascertaining  the  extent  of 
poverty  in  the  land,  the  requisite  aom 
necessary  to  relieve  it,  and  the  most 
efficient  modes  by  which  that  relief  might 
be  applied,  had  become  a  machine  of  a 
larger  character,   performing    a    great 
variety  of  functions,  and  therefore  it  was 
that  he  did  not  hesitate  to  impose  upon 
it  additional  duties  provided  fi)r  by  this 
Bill.     With  regard  to  Scotland  he  could 
not  fail  to  remember  what  he  had  seen 
and  read  of  the  sad  poverty,  notwith- 
standing the  exertions  of  the  proprietors, 
which  prevailed  in  the  Hignlands  and 
Islands  of  Scotland,  resulting  from  the 
small  croft  system.      He  hoped  their 
Lordships  would  reject  the  idea  that  this 
was  class  legislation,  and  allow  the  fiiU 
to  be  read  a  second  time ;  because  h* 
believed,  considering  the  great  atteitRm 
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now  being  paid  to  the  agricultural  com- 
munity, that  it  would  coiner  a  great  boou 
upon  them. 

Mwed  <<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2V" 
—(7%^  Lord  Wavetuty,) 

The  Duke  of  AEGYLL  said,  that  but 
for  the  gravity  and  solemnity  of  the 
noble  Lord  he  should  have  thought  that 
this  proposal  was  intended  as  a  practical 
joke.  He  listened  Tory  attentively  to 
the  noble  Lord's  speech  the  other  day  in 
introducing  the  Bill ;  but  he  could  not  for 
the  life  of  him  make  head  or  tail  of  any- 
thing the  noble  Lord  said  as  indicating 
what  the  measure  was  to  be.  The  noble 
Lord  said  something  about  the  cottiers 
of  the  Highlands  of  Scotland,  whose 
condition,  the  noble  Lord  said,  was 
analogous  to  the  cottagers  of  the  very 

Eooreet  parts  of  Ireland  ;  but  he  really 
ad  not  the  slightest  conception  of  what 
the  noble  Lord  intended  to  do.     In  the 
first  place,  he  must  say  that  the  attempt 
to  combine  the  provisions  for  Ireland 
and  Scotland  was  in  itself  ridiculous.   In 
point  of  fact,  the  circumstances  of  the 
two  countries  were  quite  different.     He 
gathered  from  the  observations  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  made  that  he  had 
obtained  his  information  on  this  subject 
entirely  from  some  observations  of  Sir 
John  McNeil,  which  were  25  years  old, 
and  from  the  report  of  a  newspaper 
commissioner  sent  out  to  make  inquiries 
on  the  subject.     The  object  of  this  mea- 
sure professed  to  be  to  prevent  epidemic 
diseases  by  compelling  proper  sanitary 
arrangements  to  be  provided  in  cottages ; 
but  he  did  not  believe  that,  except  in 
times  of  famine,  epidemics  were  preva- 
lent amongst  the  cottier  population.     It 
was  well  known  that  the  cottiers  of  Ire- 
land were  a  most  healthy  class  of  people. 
In  the  Bill  there  was  provision  for  large 
powers  being  g^ven  to  the  sanitary  au- 
thorities of  Unions  and  parishes.     That, 
however,  must  refer  to  Ireland  alone,  as 
it  was  absolutely  absurd  to  have  such  a 
provision  for  Scotland,  as  there  were  no 
unions  or  parishes,  except  for  the  pur- 
pose of  building  poorhouses,  and  it  was 
.absblutelv  absurd  to  put  that  in  the  Bill. 
He  asked  their  Lerdsnips  to  look  at  the 
powers  which  the  Bill  proposed  to  give 
to  sanitary  authorities.    They  were  to 
have  the  power  to  compel  the  carrying 
out  of  proper  sanitary  arrangements  in 
any  cottage  or  number  of  cottages  which 
4he7  Bai|^  eonaider  to  be  unfit  for  human 


habitation  ;  and  what  were  the  sanitary 
authorities  to  be  authorized  to  do  ?  They 
were  not  authorized  to  compel  the  per- 
son who  lived  in  the  cottage  to  keep  it 
clean,  but  were  authorized  to  go  to  the 
proprietor  and  compel  him  to  remedy  the 
barbarous  mode  of  living  of  the  people. 

Lord  WAVENEY:  The  immediate 
lessor. 

The  Duke  of  AEGYLL  said,  it  was 
the  same  thing.  There  was  no  power  to 
go  to  the  tenant  and  force  him  to  clean 
his  own  house.  The  noble  Lord  said  he 
wanted  to  bring  the  cottiers  of  the  High- 
lands of  Scotland  and  of  Ireland  into 
accord  with  the  civilization  of  the  day ; 
but  if  the  noble  Lord  confined  the  ope- 
ration of  the  Bill  to  Kerry  and  Oon- 
naught,  he  thought  the  noble  Lord 
would  find  that  he  had  a  very  severe 
task  to  achieve.  Anyone  who  had  seen 
estates  in  the  West  of  Ireland  knew 
very  well  that  disease  there  arose  from 
the  almost  bestial  habits  of  the  people. 
There  was  frequently  a  dung-heap  just 
outside  the  door,  and  the  pigs  often  lived 
inside  the  house,  and  yet  the  Bill  did  not 

Eropose  to  compel  the  occupier  to  keep 
is  house  clean.  All  the  Bill  said  was 
that  the  sanitary  authorities  should  ffo 
to  the  landlord  and  tell  him  to  do  it. 
He  did  not  think  that  that  was  a  proper 
way  of  curing  the  habits  of  a  large 
population.  Then  it  was  proposed  by 
the  Bill  to  give  the  sanitary  authorities 
the  power  of  ordering  the  rebuilding  of 
cottages  of  an  equivalent  character  in 
cases  where  there  were  not  proper  sani- 
tary arrangements — that  was  to  say,  that 
a  landlord  should  be  bound  to  rebuild 
every  cottage  upon  his  estate.  He  had 
gone  into  a  calculation  of  what  the  ex- 
pense of  this  would  be,  and  he  had  a 
case  before  him  of  an  individual  pro- 
prietor, the  particulars  of  whose  estate 
would  be  brought  before  Her  Majesty's 
Commissioners.  On  that  estate  there 
were  not  less  than  something  like  4,000 
of  these  poor  cottier  tenantry,  all  of 
them  under  £8  valuation,  and  most  of 
them  under  £4.  Now,  under  this  Bill, 
the  sanitary  authorities  would  have  the 
power  to  call  upon  the  landlord  to  re- 
build every  one  of  those  cottciges.  What 
would  that  oost?  Professor  Baldwin 
had  said  that  cottages  with  every  decency 
of  life  could  be  built  for  £13  or  £14 
each.  He  could  only  say  that  he  wislied 
Professor  Baldwin  would  come  to  Scot- 
land and  teach  the  laA^lords  there  how 
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titude  and  cfBcienpy. 
to  interfere  in  any  way 
march  of  the  Bill  which 
the  attention  of  the 
which,  in  a  fow  days,  might  be  expected 
to  roach  thoir  Lordships'  bands.     Then 
■was  Bome  disappointment  that  that  pro- 
posal,   as    originally   brought    forward, 
made    no    mention   of   the  labourers  of 
Ireland ;   but  the  c-laims  of  that  class  had, 
ho  was  happy  to  say,  since  been  reoog- 
nized,  though  only  to  the  extent  of  such 
provittion    ns   might   beceSt  the  agricul- 
tural labourers  through  the  operation  of 
fiscal  lawe   and  regulations.     He  could 
not  help  seeing  that  much  might  be  done 
for  the  adrantago  of  dwellers  in  cottages 
by    reasonable    supervision  of   a    more 
direct   and    prompt  character  than  that 
which  at  present  existed.     It  had  hi 
suggested   lliat   his  proposal    would, 
earned,    involve    an  expense  which 
landlord  could  be  expected  to  bear ;  but 
that  was  not  part  of  his  intention,  and  he 
did  not  admit  thut  it  would  be  the  con- 
sequence of  the  nieasure.     In  parts  of 
Ireland  the  agricultural  classes  had  on- 
joyed    comfortable  accommodation ;  but 
oven  in  those  cases  there  was  a  deplor- 
able ignorance    of  sanitary  conditions. 
The  Artizans'  and  Labourers'  DwoUingt 
Act,  which  extended  universally  to  thi 

rural  districts  of    England  and    to  cer  ,  -.  „r 

tain  urban  and  rural  districts  in  Ire-  tages;  and  though  he  admitted  it  wssnot 
land,  provided,  in  some  degree,  a  re-  consistent  with  pubHo  policy  to  gn*  10 
medy  for  that  state  ot  things  ;  but  no  those  bodies  the  mitialory  pg«n-  of « 
ecuiTalent  provision  had  been  made  for  j^nditure,  still  he  thought  ihisw  »„ 
Sootland,  and  where  the  Act  did  apply  oases  m  which  the  .tncl  rule  mi^ht  b- 
the  remodioB  were  always  slow.  and.  in  oyarrtepped.  U"  I  nor  Uw  •jf.iaa,, 
some  cases,  impossible  of  application,  which  wa-  '.ngiiialiy  UoMwl  t,»  * 
Ho  had  n.adL->f  his  bn-.ioess  to  infom  purpose  of  ..-..r.M.unp  ti, 
himself  on  thr  spot  as  to  the  views  of  the  poverty  lu  h>-  .  .i..i,  th.,  t«i 
loc«lBo«rdsofH.althor8anitaryBoardsUeoe««^  ■>--*.  ^ 
whioh  would  l.«vo  the  administration  of  UfBoient  modi-.  bvwh.d.tha(f«lUr, 

""'""  """»"  .  .      -        1  I  j,^  appliM.  hod  becoiDs  •  taaduM  of 

oharBoUr,  perrinuin^  a 
t  tannUuBM,  and  tiienfnn 
wtpresent  the  de^iVion«  of~  the  Sanitary 
Board.  Ho,  therefore,  provided  m  Ins 
Bill  tliat  the  dwellings  of  persons  i>ay'"K 
rent  for  occupotion  in  Ireland  and  m*> 
Highlands  and  Islnnds  of  SroUand. 
should   bo   Bubmitled    to  p«n«Mo«i  ' 

a  lection  by  an  nfficnr  to  be  appf 
•I  I'(«>r  LawC"rijmir.^i<'noniio 
and   the    Board       .       -, 
Highlands    and     i.-)"»d»    ofj 
Under  Heotion  in  <.f  tbo^ 
Aotthodutiesoftho 
ill  rogArd  to  the  r 
J.ord  Wm 


Ho  had  no  deMre  i  beoame  active  and  preisiair  aft**  .1. 
with  the  forward    rules  and  regulation,  of  tbf  fi  }t 
ich  T)ow  engaged    vemment  Board  had  been  received     n 
other  House,  «nd    proposed tliatthepowerforthed«i.n.,- 
mi.ht  be  e,n«^..     of  unhealthy  dwefungs  and  the  cl^',"! 
T     |^'P•^Pe^  sanitary    Mr^g^^l 
should  be  exercised  through  a  &  ^ 
t-ummary  JunsdioUoa,  but  gubiect  to  an 
appeal  to  the  Courts  of  Sessioi     iTt 
desire  was  manifesting  itself  in  an  eiira 
ordinary  way  for  assimilating  Irish  and 
Enghsh  law   a  l.mt,  perhaps,  might  W 
takenfrom  the  workiogof  the  Local  Sani 
tary  Board  of  England.  In  the  dislrictin 
which  he  lived  cottages  were  condemned 
without  reservation,  and  remained  no 
inhabited,    as  there  was  no  power  U 
compel  rebuilding;  but,  as  a  matter  of 
public  policy,  it  was  not  desirable  that  in 
Ireland  the  house  Bccommodation  should 
be    dimmiehed.      The    multiplicity    of 
families   and   the  overcrovding  of  the 
accommodstion   in   the    Irish    cottages 
were  constant  sources  of  eomplsint    Md 
additional  acoommodation  was  not'  pro- 
vided, because  the  occupiers  were  unable 
to  pay  such  a  rent  se  would  roniuaerate 
the  landlord  for  the  outlay.    He  wvuld 
suggest  that  a  better  rent  would  b«  ofc, 
tainable   if  garden  allotmanls  wsn  »,%. 
tached  to  the  dwellings.     In  some  cues 
he  gave  to  Boarda  of  Ouardians  power  to 
spend  money  in  the  rebuilding  of  oat- 


whioh  would  l.avo  the  administration  01  ^■''""■"-/" 
the  provisioDB  o(  the  Bill .-  and  he  found  be  apph-v^ 
that  thoir  opinion  was.  '»'«»"  P''"';^'  i";^!'  ", 
should  bo  calfed  info  action  which  would    ;•""'•?% 


that  he  dfd  aol  bsaiHla  10  intK 

iddicional  iftdiMj 
Bill.     Wtllll 
not  fail^ 
■111)  J 
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(r)w»m»g»)  Bill. 


leiog  paM  to  the  agricnlhiral  com- 

J,  that  it  would  confer  a  great  boon 

them. 

•»d  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'." 

t  Lord  Wateney.) 

!  DtrKE  OF  ARGYLL  said,  that  but 
le  gravity  and  solemnity  of  the 
Lord  ho  should  have  thought  that 
ropoeal  was  intended  aa  a  practical 
He  liatened  very  attentively  to 
ible  Lord's  apeech  the  other  day  in 
ucing  the  Bill ;  but  be  could  not  for 
e  of  him  make  head  or  tail  of  any- 
the  Doble  Lord  said  as  indicating 
the  xaeasure  was  to  be.  The  noble 
»aid  something  about  the  cottiers 
e  Highlands  of  Sootland,  whose 
;ton,  the  noble  Lord  said,  was 
gtJUB  to  the  cottagers  of  the  very 
at  parta  of  Ireland  ;  but  he  really 
ot  the  slightest  conception  of  what 
)ble  Lord  intended  to  do.  In  the 
hlace,  he  must  say  that  tha  attempt 
mbine  the  provisions  for  Ireland 
Gotland  was  in  itself  ridiculous.  In 
of  fact,  the  circumatances  of  the 
Duntries  were  quite  different.  He 
red  from  the  observations  which 
>ble  Lord  had  made  that  he  had 
led  his  information  on  thia  subject 
ly  from  some  observations  of  Sir 
McNeil,  which  were  25  years  old, 
from  the  report  of  a  newspaper 
liasioner  sent  out  to  make  inquiries 
e  subject.  The  object  of  this  mea- 
^rofeased  to  be  to  prevent  epidemic 
I  by  compelling  proper  sanitary 
menta  to  oe  provided  in  cottages  ; 
"  1  not  believe  that,  escept  in 
t  famine,  epidemics  were  preva- 
Kigst  the  cottier  population.  It 
',  known  tlint  the  cottiers  of  Ixo- 
B  a  tBoMbflaltfayoIaaBof  people. 
HU  tb«ve  vu  prorlooD  for  lai^d 
"^  '  KP""*  W  tJie  eanif — "" 


habitation  ;  and  what  vwe  the  aanitaty 
authorities  to  be  authoiized  to  do  f  They 
were  not  authorized  to  compel  the  per- 
son who  lived  in  the  cottage  to  keep  it 
clean,  but  were  authiiriEed  to  go  to  the  ' 
proprietor  and  compel  him  to  remedy  the 
barbarous  mode  of  living  of  the  people. 
LoKD  WAVENEY:  The  immediate 
lessor. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  it  was 
the  same  thing.     There  was  no  power  to 
go  to  the  tenant  and  force  him  to  clean 
own  house.    The  noble  Lord  said  he 
nted  to  bring  the  cottiera  of  the  Higb- 
ds  of  Scotland  and  of  Ireland  into 
accord  with  the  civilization  of  the  day ; 
but  if  the  noble  Lord  confined  the  ope- 
ration of  the  Bill  to  Kerry  and  Con- 
ight,   he    thought   the   noble    Lord 
would  find    that  he  had  a  very  severe 
task  to  achieve.     Anyone  who  had  seen 
the  West  of  Ireland  knew 
very  well  that  disease  there  arose  from 
the  almost  bestial  habits  of  the  people. 
frequently  a  dung-heap  juat 
outside  the  door,  and  the  pigs  often  lived 
aide  the  house,  and  yet  the  Bill  did  not 
•onoae  to  compel  the  occupier  to  keep 
B  house  clean.     All  the  Bill  said  waa 
that  the  sanitary  authorities  should  ^ 
to  the  landlord  and  tell  him  to  do  it. 
He  did  not  think  that  that  was  a  proper 
way   of    curing  the  habits  of  a  large 
population.     Then  it  was  proposed  by 
the  Bill  to  give  the  sanitary  authoritiea 
the  power  of  ordering  the  rebuilding  of 
cottages  of  an  equivalent  character  in 
oases  where  there  were  not  proper  sani- 
tary arrange  tnente — that  was  to  say,  that 
a  landlord  ahould  be  bound  to  rebuild 
every  cottage  upon  his  estate.     He  had 
gone  into  a  calculation  of  what  the  ex- 
pense of  thia  would  be,  and  he  had  a 
case  before  him  of   an  individual  pro- 
prietor, the  particulars  of  whose  estate 
would  be  brought  before  Her  Majesty's 
CommiBfiioners.     On  that  estate  there 
VOre  not  lees  than  something  like  4,000 
I'f  these   poor   cottier  tenantry,  all  of 
u  under  £8  valuation,  and  most  of 
11  under  £4.     Now,  under  this  Bill, 
sanitary  authorities  would  have  the 
"       on  tlie  landlord  to  re- 
[  tho>»e  cottages.  What 
?      IVofessor  Baldwin 
tiiKes  with  eveiy  decency 
uilt  for  £13  or  £14 
I y  Hay  that  he  wislied 
wuuld  come  to  Scot- 
.h  the  loivilords  there  how 
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to  build  oottagM  at  that  price.  But, 
assuming  that  cottages  in  Ireland  oon- 
tainine  everything  that,  aooording  to  the 
Irish  idea,  was  requisite  for  the  decen- 
cies of  life,  could  be  built  for  £14  each, 
the  owner  of  the  estate  he  had  mentioned 
might  be  called  upon  to  expend  £56,000 
upon  his  estate,  and  that,  too,  at  a  mo- 
ment when  the  landlords  were  about  to 
be  deprived  of  the  power  of  managing 
their  property,  and  the  tenants  were  to 
have  the  right  of  selling  the  cottages 
that  had  been  built  for  them.  This  was 
the  proposition  of  a  noble  Peer,  and 
made  to  their  Lordships  with  a  grave 
face.  He  did  not  himself  believe  that 
cottages  could  be  built  for  £14  each. 
He  had  asked  some  Irish  authorities 
their  opinion  on  the  subject,  and  he  was 
informed  that  the  lowest  would  be  be- 
tween £50  and  £60  each.  If  the  land- 
lord refused  to  build,  the  local  authority 
might  do  so  out  of  the  poor  rate,  and 
any  profit  arising  might  go  to  the  relief 
of  the  poor.  He  thought  he  had  said 
enough  to  their  Lordships  to  show  this 
was  the  most  impracticable  scheme  ever 
presented  to  any  Parliament,  and  pre- 
sented at  the  moment  when  they  were 
about  to  consider,  and  venr  likely  to 
nearly  abolish,  all  powers  of  the  land- 
lord. The  noble  Lord  oould  not  eznect 
to  pass  the  measure  this  Session  ;  but, 
as  a  matter  of  form,  he  would  move  that 
it  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  three 
months. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out 
C'  now  ")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
motion  ("this  day  three  months.") — 
{The  Duke  of  ArgyU,) 

Thb  Mabquess  of  SALISBTJBY  said, 
he  rather  took  exception  to  the  Bill  of 
the  noble  Lord  on  the  around  that  it  did 
not  go  far  enough.  The  noble  Lord  was 
a  timid  reformer.  By  one  portion  of  the 
measure  it  was  proposed  that  large 
powers  should  be  vested  in  the  local 
authorities  to  charge  the  poor  rate  for 
the  improvement  of  dwellings  wherever 
defects  were  found  to  exist  in  their  sani- 
tary arrangements.  He  ventured  to 
point  out  that  not  far  from  where  they 
were  sitting,  in  great  streets  and  squares, 
there  could  be  found  many  houses  de- 
fective in  sanitary  arrangements;  and 
he  dared  sav  in  Belgprave  and  Eaton 
Squares,  ana  many  other  fashionable 
parts  of  London,  there  would  be  found 
nouses  so  defective.  He  hoped  the  noble 

The  DrUce  of  ArgyU 


Lord  would  not  confine  the  Bill  to  tht 
poor,  but  would  give  the  rich  the  benefit 
of  it,  and  force  the  Duke  of  Westminster 
to  rebuild  any  of  his  houses  found  de- 
fective in  sanitarv  arrangements. 

LoED  STANLEY  of  ALDEBLEY 
said,  he  should  oppose  the  Bill.  With 
regard  to  Scotlana,  it  proposed  to  set  in 
motion  sanitary  inspectors,  who  in  Eng- 
land were  often  the  greatest  nuisances. 
Those  officials  would  be  sure  to  object  to 
the  box  beds  .with  sliding  doors  in  use  in 
some  parts  of  the  Highlands,  on  the 
ground  that  they  were  stuffy.  The  sise 
and  strength  of  the  Highland  popula* 
tion  showed  that  they  did  not  lequire 
the  interference  of  nuisance  inspectors. 
As  to  Ireland,  he  knew  a  case  of  an 
Irish  landlord  who  wished  to  improve 
the  cottages  on  his  estate,  and  boilt 
them  of  two  stories.  They  had,  however, 
not  been  working  long  when  the  clerk  of 
the  works  ran  away  because  his  life  was 
threatened,  and  the  architect  was  not 
sorry  when  he  also  was  able  to  get  away 
from  the  place. 

Lord  OARLINGFOBD  said,  this 
question  of  the  condition  of  laboarers' 
cottages  in  Ireland  was,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Government,  a  very  serious  matter 
indeed.  While  heartily  svmpathising 
with  the  objects  of  the  noble  Lord,  he 
agpreed  with  others  who  had  spoken  that 
the  Bill  was  a  most  startling  one,  inas- 
much as  its  results  apparency  would  be 
to  make  it  the  duty  of  Boards  of  Onar- . 
dians  in  Ireland  to  rebuild  all  the  cabins 
of  that  coimtry.  If  any  legislation  on 
this  subject  was  to  be  undertaken  it 
would  require  a  gpreat  deal  of  considera- 
tion and  careful  handling  of  details, 
such  as  it  would  be  impossible  for  the 
Government  or  the  House  to  give  to  it 
in  the  present  Session.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  that  the  Motion  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  would  not  be  pressed. 

Lord  WAVENEY  said,  that  al- 
though the  criticisms  the  Bill  had  re- 
ceived had  been  very  severe,  he  did  not 
admit  that  they  were  difficult  to  answer; 
but,  on  the  contrary,  believed  ikots 
would  show  many  of  the  objections 
would  be  wholly  without  foundation. 
He  might  say  that  he  had  no  intention 
of  bringing  forward  again  the  proposals 
contained  m  this  Bill  as  an  index  to  the 
Land  Bill  now  before  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  subject  had  been  dis- 
cussed ;  and  as  he  did  not  wish  to  be 
the  means  of  giving  rise  to  an  impres- 
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Bion  that  there  was  a  difference  of  opi- 
nion among  their  Lordships  in  regard 
to  the  desirability  of  legislation  for  the 
improvement  of  dwellings  of  agricultural 
labourers  in  Ireland  and  Scotland,  he 
begged  to  withdraw  the  Motion  for  the 
second  reading. 

Amendment  and  original  motion  and 
Bill  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn, 

METROPOLITAN  OPEN  SPACES  ACT 

(1877)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

{The  Lord  Mount  Temple.) 

(no.  .164)      SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Lord  MOUNT  TEMPLE,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
explained  that  its  object  was  to  enable 
certain  trustees  and  others,  owners  of 
inclosed  grounds  in  the  Metropolis,  to 
enter  into  arrangements  with  public 
bodies  to  throw  them  open  for  the  re- 
creation of  the  people. 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2V" 
— (  Ths  Lord  Mount  Temple.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

UNIVEBSITIES  OF  OXFORD  AND  CAM- 
BBIDGE  (STATUTES)  BILL. 

{The  Lord  President. ) 
(no.  178.)      SECOND   KEADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Eabl  spencer,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
that  in  1877  the  Universities  Act  estab- 
lished the  Universities  Committee  of 
the  Privy  Council,  whose  duty  it  was  to 
oonaider  any  opposed  statute  framed  by 
the  University  Clommissioners  of  Oxford 
and  Cambridge,  and,  if  such  a  statute 
ahould  require  amendment,  to  return  it 
to  the  Commission  for  alteration.  The 
powers  of  the  Commission,  unless  they 
were  renewed,  would  cease  this  year; 
andy  consequently,  there  would  be  no 
means  of  amending  opposed  statutes 
framed  by  the  Commissioners.  The 
Bill  now  before  their  Lordships  was 
intended  to  remedy  this  inconvenience. 
It  would  give  the  Universities  Com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  Council  the  same 
power  of  revision  as  was  now  possessed 
•  %j  the  Commission  itself.    The  revising 


powers  of  the  Committee  would  be  con- 
fined to  statutes  that  were  appealed 
against,  either  through  the  Queen  in 
Council  or  by  an  Address  from  either 
House  of  Parliament.  It  would  also 
have  the  power  to  revise  any  statute 
which  might  be  consequentially  affected 
by  the  amendment  of  another  statute. 
He  thought  sufficient  g^und  for  the  Bill 
would  be  furnished  in  the  fact  that  out 
of  100  statutes  framed  by  the  Oxford 
Commission,  and  25  by  the  Cambridge, 
only  two  had  been  finally  approved  down 
to  the  present  time. 

Moved,  ^'Thatthe  Bill  be  now  read  2^" 
—{The  Lord  President.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morrow, 

PATRIOTIC  FUND  BILL.— (No.  183.) 
{The  Earl  of  Northbrook.) 

SEOOND    BBADIKO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Head- 
ing read. 

Thb  Earl  of  NORTHBEOOK,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  the  necessity  for  the 
measure  was  explained^  in  the  last 
Keport  of  the  Commissioners  of  the 
fund,  which  showed  that  although  a 
surplus  was  shown  on  the  face  of  the 
statements  of  assets  and  liabilities  at  the 
end  of  1879,  certain  liabilities  had  not 
been  taken  into  account,  for  which  it 
was  necessary  to  make  provision.  When 
the  Eeport  came  into  the  hands  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  communica- 
tions were  entered  into  with  the  Com- 
missioners, and  the  result  was  the  Bill 
now  before  their  Lordships.  Being,  no 
doubt,  desirous  to  extend  the  benefits  of 
the  fund  as  widely  as  possible,  the  Com- 
missioners had  undertaken  more  than 
they  were  justified  in  undertaking  &om 
a  pecuniary  point  of  view.  They  had, 
therefore,  been  obliged  to  consider 
which  of  their  benevolent  projects  must 
be  sacrificed .  After  communication  with 
the  Admiralty  and  the  War  Office,  it 
appeared  to  the  Commissioners  impos- 
sible to  continue  the  boys'  school  at 
Wandsworth ;  and,  accordingly,  the 
school  would  be  sold,  and  the  proceeds 
'would  be  used  in  aid  of  the  general 
assets  of  the  fund.  The  Commissioners 
had  also  decided  to  make  considerable 
reductions    in    their    office     expenses, 


11 


Patriotic 


(LORDS) 


FumiBitt. 


13 


hoping,  by  that  course,  to  relieve 
thoniHelves  of  liabilities  to  the  extent  of 
some  £20,000.  Such  changes,  in  fact, 
would  be  made  as  would  result  in 
the  solvency  of  the  fund.  Probably 
there  would  be  a  surplus,  and,  if  so,  it 
would  be  treated  as  a  fund  for  the  relief 
of  the  widows  and  children  of  ofRcers 
and  men  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Royal 
Marines,  who  might  have  lost  their 
lives  in  war,  or  by  accident  or  disease 
contracted  in  the  Service.  The  Bill  em- 
powered the  Commissioners  to  sell  the 
school  at  Wandsworth,  and  authorized 
the  use  of  any  surplus  funds  for  the 
purposes  which  he  had  explained. 

Mov$d,  <'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2V*' 
^{The  Earl  of  Northhrook.) 

The  Duke  of  SOMERSET  enume- 
rated the  names  of  the  eminent  men 
who  served  on  the  Commission  when 
first  appointed,  and  reminded  their 
Lordships  that  the  Commissioners  ap- 
pointed a  Financial  and  Executive  Com- 
mittee. The  embarrassments  of  the 
fund  had  arisen,  in  a  gpreat  measure, 
from  the  original  Commission  itself, 
which  left  a  great  deal  to  its  Secre- 
tary, who  was  once  or  twice  reprimanded 
by  the  Commissioners.  In  the  year  1 865, 
when  he  (the  Duke  of  Somerset)  was  at 
the  Admiralty,  the  matter  came  before 
him ;  and,  considering  that  the  affairs 
of  the  Commission  had  been  again  mis- 
managed, he  moved  that  the  Secretary 
be  dismissed.  The  Commissioners  did 
eventually  dismiss  the  Secretary,  but  gave 
him  a  pension  of  £800  a-year.  He  (the 
Duke  of  Somerset)  then  said  he  would  not 
remain  on  the  Commission,  and  he  left 
it.  One  error  was  in  starting  the  bovs' 
school,  200  boys  instead  of  100,  for  which 
there  were  not  sufficient  funds.  He 
thought  the  present  Bill  would  be  effi- 
cient for  its  purpose  and  useful.  There 
was  a  common  misapprehension  that 
only  the  income  of  the  fund  ought  to  be 
spent;  but  that  was  not  the  original 
intention.  It  was  provided,  in  the  first 
instance,  for  the  widows  and  children  of 
those  who  had  fallen  in  the  Crimean 
War.  and  it  was  expected  that  principal 
and  income  would  have  been  distributed 
in  the  course  of  a  few  years. 

Earl  NELSON  said,  that,  as  he  had 
been  a  Member  of  the  Executive  Com- 
mittee since  last  August,  he  wished  to 
combat  certain  misrepresentations  which 
had  been  spread  abroad.    That  Com- 

TA0  Earl  ofNorthhrool 


mittee  was  composed  of  honoarAble  m«t, 
although  their  work  did  not  oome  mndi 
before  the  public.  They  were  men  who 
had  served  the  State  in  the  Army  and 
the  Navy,  or  as  Inspectors  of  schools,  or 
who  were  members  of  the  Leml  Plrofas- 
sion .  A  g^at  deal  of  the  won:  had  been 
prepared  and  decided  bv  the  prenons 
Commission.  He  agreed  that  the  Gom- 
mission  had  made  a  mistake  in  enlarge 
ing  the  boys'  school.  The  sum  origiflyally 
set  apart  to  accumulate  for  the  boyr 
school  only  contemplated  an  endowment 
for  100  boys.  But,  though  it  was  a 
sanguine  estimate  to  think  that  there 
were  funds  enough  to  endow  snoh  a 
school  for  200,  the  decision  had  not 
been  come  to  without  careful  considera- 
tion and  an  able  Report.  A  great  deal 
had  been  said  about  the  expenses  of  the 
office ;  but  the  estimate  of  the  expendi- 
ture under  this  head  did  not  ezoeed  £5 
per  cent  of  the  fund  they  had  to  admi- 
nister. The  old  Commissioners  had 
found  it  necessary  to  keep  up  the  school 
by  filling  up  the  vacancies  from  children 
of  soldiers  who  were  not  at  the  Crimean 
War ;  but  that  was  necessary  till  mors 
fitting  cases  occurred,  and  as  the  regular 
vacancies  were  from  30  to  40  eveiy  year 
itwaseasy  to  meet  fresh  cases.  He  pointed 
out  that  several  children  of  those  killed 
in  the  late  wars  in  Afghanistan  and 
South  Africa  and  from  the  Captain  and 
Eurydice  accidents  had  been  admitted 
to  the  school  or  had  been  offered  va- 
cancies. The  general  statement  which 
had  gone  abroad  was  that  the  Boyal 
Commissioners,  about  this  time  last  year, 
left  the  fund  in  a  great  deficit — some- 
thing like  £150,000— and  really  knew 
nothing  about  it.  This  deficit  was  classed 
under  four  different  headings.  The  first 
sum  was  £60,000.  That  was  reckoned 
as  a  debt,  when  it  really  was  a  oi^tsl 
sum  which  would  be  required  effidentiy 
to  endow  a  boys'  school ;  but  thej  were 
in  no  sense  bound  to  let  the  intmst  of 
the  original  endowment  accumulate,  and 
they  were  at  liberty  to  devote  this  inte- 
rest; to  the  support  of  the  school  when- 
ever they  chose  to  do  so.  The  next  item 
was  a  sum  of  £32,000  for  an  extra 
allowance  of  2«.  a-week  to  unmarried 
widows  after  attaining  the  age  of  60 ; 
but  the  arrangement  with  regard  to  it 
was  merely  tentative.  Instead  of  being 
a  debt  of  £32,000,  it  represented  an 
expenditure  of  £1,000  a-year,  wUch 
they  had  taken  care  could  not  be  in* 
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oreaaed,  and  would  be  decreased  as  the 
widows  died  out»  Another  item  was 
£25,000  for  a  convalescent  home  at 
Margate ;  but  this  again  was  only  a 
temporary  arrangement,  and  they  were 
able  to  dose  the  school,  and  so  they 
wiped  out  the  charge  altogether  within 
six  months.  There  was  another  charge 
of  £35,000,  which  they  had  set  apart  for 
the  education  of  Boman  Catholic  chil- 
dren. They  acknowledged  that  to  be  a 
debt,  and  the  only  way  to  meet  it  was 
&om  the  endowment  and  the  closing  of 
the  boys'  school  altogether.  He  main- 
tained that  the  charge  in  connection 
with  the  expenses  of  the  office,  and  the 
other  charges  made  against  the  Com- 
missioners, were  founded  upon  imperfect 
knowledge.  He  would  only  add  that  he 
heartily  accepted  the  Bill ;  indeed,  the 
Boyal  Commissioners  had  been  continu- 
ally asking  for  their  numbers  to  be  filled 
up,  and  in  their  last  Beport  had  specially 
pointed  out  the  desirability  of  having 
the  girls'  school  managed  by  a  Govern- 
ing Body  of  its  own.  And  since  last 
August  the  House  Committee  had  had 
enlarged  powers  with  that  object,  an  ar- 
rangement which  had  operated  well. 

LoKD  WAVENEY  said,  he  had  no 
fault  to  find  -with  the  Bill,  particularly 
with  the  Preamble,  which  stated  that 
the  Patriotic  Fund  had  been  adminis- 
tered in  accordance  with  the  Commission 
from  Her  Majesty.  Whatever  there  might 
have  been  of  excess,  there  had  been  no 
shortcomings,  and  the  confidence  placed 
in  the  Commissioners  was  justified.  There 
were  many  circumstances  which  required 
careful  consideration  and  handling  when 
they  had  to  deal  with  the  claims  of  rival 
religious  denominations.  He  was  sorry 
Lord  Howard  of  Glossop  was  not  pre- 
sent. That  noble  Lord  was  always  fore- 
most in  urging  the  claims  of  his  co- 
religionists, and  he  could  tell  their  Lord- 
ships that  every  suspicion  of  unfairness 
was  guarded  against.  He  himself  now 
stood  alone  of  all  who  were  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  first  Committee.  They  who 
commenced  the  work  had  passed  away, 
and  he  might  say  they  were  men  well 
known  in  the  works  of  peace  and  war, 
and  highly  competent  to  carry  on  the 
management  of  such  a  fund.  It  was 
well  that  the  public  should  remember 
that  during  the  course  of  administration 
8,789  widows  of  Crimean  soldiers  were 
Bupported  out  of  the  funds,  and  that 
6,940    ohildren   of   soldiers    had  been 


trained  in  the  ways  of  improvement  an4 
education.  Care  had  been  taken  that 
the  fund  should  not  be  wasted  on  un- 
worthy objects,  and  that  worthy  objectf 
should  not  be  refused  the  benefit  of  them. 
With  regard  to  the  boys'  school,  so  f^r 
from  the  original  intention  being  to 
make  an  extravagant  establishment^  i% 
was  of  the  roughest  description. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2^  accord- 
ingly, and  eommitted  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morrow, 

REMOVAL  TERMS  (SCOTLAND)  BILU 

{The  Earl  of  Camperdoum,) 

(no.  184.)      SECOND  BSADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read* 
ing  read. 

Thb  Eabl  of  OAMPEEDOWN,  in 
movinff  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  the  object  of  that  Bill 
was  to  provide  a  more  convenient  ternx 
of  entering  upon,  and  removal  from,  land 
and  heritages  in  any  Parliamentary  or 
police  burgh.  The  Bill  had  received 
material  alterations  in  its  course  through 
the  other  House  ;  and  if  their  Lordships 
wQuJld  ag^ee  to  the  second  reading, 
he  would  take  care  to  bring  up  an 
Amendment  on  the  third  reading  which 
would  bring  the  Preamble  into  greater 
harmony  with  the  provisions  of  the  Bill. 

A/oved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— {The  Earl  of  Camperdoum.) 

Lord  WATSON  said,  he  admitted  that 
at  present  there  was  some  inconvenience 
felt  in  Scotland  owing  to  the  customary 
terms  of  entry  and  removal  not  bei^g 
coincident  with  the  legal  terms ;  and  that 
Bill  was  endeavouring,  therefore,  to  deal 
with  a  difficult  question.  At  present 
the  legal  terms  were  the  1 5th  of  May 
and  11th  of  No?ember ;  but  in  different 
parts  of  the  country  neither  of  those 
dates  coincided  with  the  customary 
terms,  and  the  result  was  that  a  ten- 
ant leaving  a  house  or  farm  in  one 
district  coiUd  not  enter  into  possession 
of  a  new  house  or  farm  in  another 
district  without  some  loss  of  time. 
The  scope  of  the  Bill  was  limited  to 
police,  Hoyal,  or  Parliamentary  burghs; 
but,  in  point  of  fact,  the  limits  intended 
to  be  covered  by  the  Boyal,  Parliamen- 
tary, or  police  boundary  would  not 
cover  all  houses,  and  the  consequence 
would  be  that  a  large  portion  of  th« 
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with.     He  also  objected  to  the  time  of    and  Cktmpany  for  watering  Rotten  Kow| 


notice  given    in    the    case  of    i 
months'   letting,    the    result  of    which  | 
might  be  that  a  man  who  went  into  e 


id,  whether  there  can  be  fumishad  to 
House  a  detailed  cop;  of  the  coa- 
itli  that  firm  for  the  perfor 


house  in  February  could  not  be  turned  |  of  this  duty,  including  when  nioh  t 


out  in  May,  He  thought  it  was  very 
dangerous  to  deal  with  this  matter 
piecemeal,  and  he  would  ask  the  noble 
£arl  whether  it  was  worth  while  going 
further  with  a  Bill  of  this  nature  ;  whe- 
ther it  would  not  be  advisable  to  with- 
draw the  present  Bill,  and  bring  forward 
a  more  extended  one  next  Bessiou  7 

Thb  Eael  op  CAMPERDOWN,  in 
reply,  said,  he  had  not  failed  to  re- 
gard the  objections.  He  thought  it  was 
a  question  it  was  desirable  to  bring 
before  Parliament ;  but  at  that  Late 
period  of  the  Session  he  must  say  if  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  would  not  persist 
in  his  objection  to  the  second  reading,  he 
would  consult  with  those  who  were  re- 
sponsible for  the  measure,  and  see  if  it 
was  advisable  to  proceed  further  with  it 
now. 

Motion  agrttd  to ;  Bill  read  2*. 

Hows  K4jo<irii«d  at  Barsn  o'clock, 

till  To-moiiow,  a  qturter 

bsftm  Five  o  cloak. 
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MINUTES.]  — Selbct  Couxtttss.  — Btptrt— 
Contagious  Diieaiea  Acts  [No.  351']. 

SuppLT — eoHtidertd  in  Commillii — Cirn.  Sib- 
vice  EsTTUATES — Clan  II.— Salabim  and 
Expenses  op  Cttil  Bepautubnts. 

Pl-RLic  BiLIA  —  Sttond  Rea'iing  —  Wild  Birds 
Protection  Act,  18B0,  AmGndmoat  |2:j6J. 

Cnmmiltet—JUporl—Snmiatry  Proceduro  (Scot- 
Und)  Amendmrat  [21S]. 

Contt'dtrrd    ai   amtudid — Land    I^w  (InUnd) 

j:226];  PubKc  Works  Loans  •  [211]. 

JrifMraicH  —  Luoacjr  Law  Amendmoot  («- 
<>»iB.,)     [192];    Poor    Removsl    (Ireland}* 

QUSSriOJfS. 


Me.    LOWTHEB    asked    the    First    

-OomnuMionet  of  Works,  What  it  the  |  and  alao 
Zor4WktM» 


tract  was  made,  and  the  duration  ot  thi 
contract  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE,  in  n^y, 
said,  that  the  contract  for  watering 
Hyde,  St.  James's,  and  the  Oreen  Parka 
for  the  present  year  was  £790.  Th« 
contract  was  only  taken  for  a  year,  aad 
was  open  to  competition. 


Hajob  Oeitebai.  BURNABY,  who 
read  his  Uuestion  in  full,  amid  oonside^ 
able  inteiTuption,  asked  the  Secretaij 
of  State  for  War,  If  the  following  atato- 
meot  is  substantially  correct,  viz. ; — 

"  llanv  Coloncli  have  uked  the  Secretarj  of 
State  for  War  to  dellno  their  exact  poiition  aid 
incDine  on  compulsory  retirement,  ■"•Trnflfh 
as  they  vish  to  understand  at  once,  whether  it 
is  better  for  them  to  hold  office  and  appoint* 
ment  up  to  the  Iat«at  data  offered,  or  to  ntin 
on  their  fiOth  birthday.  The  onlj  tvplj,  m 
far,  has  been  that  on  their  compnlsorf  rsUn- 
tnent  they  will  be  informed  of  the  amoDBt  <rf 
pension,  kc.  which  will  be  gisnted ; " 

and,  if  he  can  state  to  the  Honw 
what  will  be  the  exact  financial  poaitioa 
of  such  of  those  officers  who  held  aala- 
able  commissions  on  the  let  of  Novem- 
ber I87t,  when  tbeir  time  oomea  tot 
compulsory  retirement  from  their  Regi- 
ment or  from  the  Army  ? 

Mh.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  I  am  wnr 
the  bon.  and  gallant  Qentlemau  shoold 
bave  taken  the  trouble  to  read  his 
Question.  It  is  one  of  a  very  ordinary 
character,  and  appears  in  full  on  the 
Paper,  In  reply  to  the  first  part  of  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man, I  have  to  say  that  the  paragraph 
iu  the  newBiiaper  which  he  has  quoted 
does  not  state  the  whole  case.  Any 
colonel,  who  may  either  retire  at  once 
or  wait  until  bo  is  compulsorily  retired, 
can  ascertain  exactly  the  retired  pay  he 
can  now  get,  and  the  formula  wr  cal- 
culating the  rate  of  compulsorily  retired 
pay  ;  but  it  may  be  impossible  in  many 
cases  to  calculate  now  the  exact  amonnt 
of  the  latter,  which  will  depend  on  the 
circumstances  at  the  time  of  his  retire- 
ment  with  reference  to  non- employment 
"    '     '    the  prospects  of  reaching  tlw 


17      Proieetion  of  Perton  and      {Jttly  28,  1881)  Property  {Ireland)  Acty\%%\.  18 


major-general's  list.  I  have  given  in- 
structions that  all  the  information  pos- 
sible may  be  given  to  colonels  who  apply, 
to  assist  them  in  making  their  election. 
As  to  the  second  part  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member's  Question,  I  can  only 
say  that  the  exact  position  of  coloneLs 
on  retirement  is  clearly  defined  in  Ar- 
ticles 972  and  978  of  the  new  Warrant. 
No  rights  under  the  Act  of  1871  are 
affected  in  any  way. 

TRADE  AND  COMMERCE— THE  SPANISH 
CUSTOM  HOUSE. 

Mb.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether, 
since  the  accession  of  the  Sagasta  Cabi- 
net to  power  in  Spain,  any  fresh  repre- 
sentations have  been  made  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  as  to  the  system 
under  which  enormous  fines  are  imposed 
by  the  local  custom-houses  in  cases  of 
errors,  however  trivial,  in  ships'  papers ; 
and,  if  so,  with  what  result  ? 

Sm  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir,  on 
the  24th  of  February  last,  Mr.  West 
inclosed  a  copy  of  a  Note  from  the  new 
Minister  of  State,  stating  that  the  repre- 
sentations which  Her  Majesty's  Minister 
had  made  to  the  late  Spanish  Govern- 
ment on  the  subject  had  been  referred 
to  the  proper  Department ;  and  the 
tone  of  that  Note  was  such  as  to  lead  to 
the  hope  that  some  satisfactory  arrange* 
ment  might  ultimately  be  come  to.  In 
several  recent  cases  fines  imposed  by  the 
local  authorities  have  been  remitted  by 
the  Spanish  Government.  This  subject 
will  be  dealt  with  in  the  course  of  any 
commercial  negotiations  between  Great 
Britain  and  Spain. 

IRELAND— LOANS,  Ac— THE  RETURN. 

Mr.  LOWTHER  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  When  a  Return,  or- 
dered on  the  12th  February  1880, 

"  Of  all  moneys  charged  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  or  yoted  by  Parliament,  or  advanced  out 
of  the  Consolidated  Fund  or  Public  Revenues 
nnoe  the  Union,  to  or  for  the  benefit  of  Ireland, 
distingpiishing  what  sums  have  been  given  and 
what  sums  have  been  lent,  and  how  much  of 
the  money  lent  has  been  repaid  and  how  much 
forgiven,  and  what  remains  due," 

will  be  given  to  the  House  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
Sir,  as  I  htave  already  stated  in  a  reply 
to  a  Question  from  the  hon.  Member, 
the  Betom  is  one  which  involves  a  great 


amount  of  labour  in  its  preparation,  and 
the  terms  of  the  Order  are  so  wide  as  to 
leave  much  discretion  to  those  who  have 
to  prepare  the  figures.  I  regret  that, 
owing  to  the  pressure  of  work  during 
the  Session,  the  Return  has  not  yet 
been  completed.  I  hope,  however,  to 
be  able  to  present  it  before  the  House 
rises,  so  that  it  may  be  distributed 
during  the  Recess. 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
PAY  AND  ALLOWANCES. 

Mb.  lewis  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Why  the  county  and  sub-inspectors  of 
the  Londonderry  Royal  Irish  Constabu- 
lary force  do  not  receive  the  same  pay 
and  allowances  as  the  officers  in  the 
same  position  at  Belfast,  though  the  Act 
37  and  38  Yic.  c.  80,  s.  8,  places  both 
towns  on  the  satne  footing  as  regards 
requiring  extra  expense  on  the  force ; 
whether  the  ordinary  constables  of  both 
forces  do  not  receive  the  same  amount 
of  extra  pay;  and,  whether  a  recom- 
mendation in  favour  of  the  increase  of 
pay  of  Londonderry  officers  was  not 
made  by  the  late  and  present  Inspector 
General? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  of 
Belfast  and  Londonderry  were  appointed 
under  similar  Acts  of  Parliament  as  re- 
garded pay  and  allowances,  and  the 
duties  of  both  forces  were  precisely 
similar.  The  men  of  Belfast  and  Lon- 
donderry received  the  same  rates  of 
extra  pay  and  allowances ;  but  the  offi- 
cers 01  Londonderry  did  not  receive  the 
special  allowances  which  had  been 
granted  to  the  officers  in  Belfast.  The 
late  and  the  present  Inspector  General 
had  made  recommendations  in  favour  of 
the  increase  of  pay  of  the  officers  quar- 
tered in  Londonderry,  and  those  recom- 
mendations had  been  forwarded  to  the 
Treasury.  He  must  refer  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  the '  Treasury  for  any  further 
answer. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— PRE. 
SCRIBING  THE  CITY  OF  WATER- 
FORD. 

Mb.  R.  power  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  charge  of  Lord  Justice  Deasy 
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whether  Mr.  Kelly,  when  the  late  Arms 
Act  came  into  force,  delivered  up  his 
gun  to  the  police,  and  in  every  way  com- 
plied with  the  requirements  of  the  Law; 
whether  Mr.  Paul  said  he  could  not 
grant  him  (Kelly)  a  licence  unless  he 
was  recommended  hy  two  local  magis- 
trates, and  on  its  heing  pointed  out  to 
him  that  there  was  only  one  local  magis- 
trate in  Mr.  Kelly's  district,  and  as  he 
was  not  acquainted  with  him,  he  would 
not  therefore  recommend  him,  Mr.  Paul 
then  said  that  he  should  get  a  recom- 
mendation from  the  Chief  Constable; 
whether  the  Chief  Constable,  on  being 
asked  if  he  know  of  any  reason  why 
Mr.  Kelly  should  not  have  a  gun,  re- 
plied that  he  did  not  know  of  anything 
against  his  character,  but  that  he  would 
not  recommend  him;  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  in  consequence  of  Mr.  Kelly 
not  having  his  gun,  he  will  lose  a  con- 
siderable part  of  his  crop,  as  there  is  a 
rookery  within  a  quarter  of  a  mile  of 
his  farm ;  and,  whether,  under  these 
circumstances,  he  will  consider  the 
necessity  of  the  application,  and  give 
instructions  to  the  local  authorities  to 
gprant  him  a  licence  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
it  was  true  that  that  John  Kelly, 
of  Currowinna,  Ballinasloe,  had  been 
refused  a  gun  licence  by  Mr.  Paul,  the 
resident  magistrate  of  his  district.  His 
application  was  opposed  by  the  parish 

f driest  of  the  district  and  the  Constabu- 
ary.  Two  local  magistrates  who  were 
on  the  bench  declined  to  recommend 
him ;  and  the  licensing  officer  conse- 
quently declined,  on  his  own  responsi- 
bility, to  grant  him  a  licence,  and  he 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  did  not  intend  to 
interfere  with  his  discretion. 


PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— MI- 
CHAEL DONOVAN,  A  PRISONER 
UNDER  THE  ACT. 

Mr.  DALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  on  July  14th 
Mr.  Michael  Donovan,  of  Ghrenagh,  near 
the  city  of  Cork,  was  arrested  at  Blar- 
ney, Cork,  under  a  warrant  charging 
him 

"  With  having  been  guilty  as  accessory  of  a 
crime  pimiflhable  'Jny  law,  theit  is  to  say,  unlaw, 
fully  asfemblmg  with  uthen  by  night,  and 
malifiiAiiMlv  ■— nltinft  JweUinir-lkoiiaAa  *  " 


mriioionily  ■swnlHug 


•bbaies; 


whether  he  is  aware  that  the  aforeaaid 
Mr.  Donovan  is  a  man  of  nearly  sixty 
years  of  age,  with  a  large  family  depen- 
dent upon  him,  and  is  one  of  the  most 
extensive  farmers  in  the  vicinity ;  whe- 
ther he  has  inquired  whether  the  alleged 
charge  against  Mr.  Donovan  is  accurate, 
aud  that  it  docs  not  arise  from  yindic- 
tivcness ;  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  Mr.  Justice  Lawson's  words, 
at  the  Summer  Assizes  held  at  Cork  on 
July  2 1  st,  in  addressing  the  Grand  Jury 
of  the  City  of  Cork  :— 

'*  The  bcMt  address  that  a  Judge  can  make  to 
a  Grund  Jurv  on  an  occariion  like  the  present, 
is  wh«>n  hu  fuis  very  little  to  say,  which  I  am 
glad  to  siiy  is  my  condition  on  the  present  occa- 
sion. Your  business  is  almost  nil.  Two  oases 
stand  over  from  last  assizes,  and  one  very  small 
om?  is  to  be  B<<!nt  before  you  which  conatitoto 
thf;  entire  criminal  business  for  these  aasiief  of 
the  Citv  of  Cork ;  *• 

and,  whether,  in  face  of  the  state  of 
things  deposed  to  by  Mr.  Justice  Law- 
son,  ne  still  maintains  the  necessity  of 
continuing  to  deprive  the  citizens  of 
Cork  of  their  constitutional  liberties? 

Mr.  W.  E.  forster,  in  reply,  raid, 
that  the  ground  of  the  arrest  of  Michael 
Donovan  at  Blarney,  County  Cork,  was 
correctly  stated  in  the  Question  to  be 
**  assembling  with  others  by  night  and 
maliciously  assaulting  dwelling-houses.'" 
Donovan  was  55  years  of  age,  and  had 
a  large  family  depending  upon  him; 
but  he  was  a  well-to-do  farmer.  The 
Government  were  satisfied  of  the  rea- 
sonableness of  the  suspicion  against  him 
before  deciding  on  his  arrest.  With 
reference  to  the  Charge  of  Judge  Law- 
son  to  the  Grand  Jury  of  Cork  City,  he 
should  observe  that  his  Lordship's  re- 
marks on  the  absence  of  criminal  bosi- 
ness  were  considerably  modified  by  the 
statement  that  the  Recorder  had  a  short 
time  before  tried  nearly  all  the  prisonen 
in  custody. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IJlELAND)-<JUinj. 
I.AT1VE  SENTENCES. 

Mk.  PARNELL  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lie- 
land,  Whether  Mr.  Hodnett,  junioTf 
has  been  found  guilty,  at  the  Pett^ 
Sessions,  by  Mr.  Jrlunkett,  the  stipen- 
diary magistrate,  of  six  different  ofiisoooi 
committed  in  connection  with  the  at- 
tempted rescue  of  Mr.  Mahony,  andssa- 
tenced  for  each  offence  to  a  month's 
imprisonment,  making  six  numths  iitih 
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gether;  whether  one  of  the  results  of 
this  cumulative  sentence  will  be  that 
Mr.  Hodnett  will  have  to  sleep  on  a 
plank  bed  during  the  whole  period  of 
these  six  months ;  and,  whether  he  ap- 
proves of  the  infliction  of  cumulative 
sentences  of  imprisonment  by  Courts  of 
Petty  Sessions  in  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0R8TEE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  Mr.  Hodnett,  junior,  on  the  4th 
June,  was  the  leader  of  a  riotous 
mob  at  Clonakilty  which  rescued  Mr. 
O'Mahony  from  the  police,  he  having 
been  arrested  under  tne  Coercion  Act. 
Hodnett  was  convicted  at  the  petty 
sessions  on  the  Ist  July  for  assaulting 
two  constables  on  that  occasion,  and 
was  sentenced  to  one  month's  imprison- 
ment for  each  assault.  The  police  were 
again  attacked  on  the  7th  June  by  a 
mob,  led  by  Hodnett,  and  he  was  con- 
victed of  assaulting  four  constables  on 
that  occasion,  and  was  sentenced  to  one 
month's  imprisonment  for  each  assault. 
The  effect  of  the  sentence  was  that  he 
would  have  to  sleep  on  a  plank  bed  for 
one  month  out  of  the  six  months  only. 
It  was  not  his  (Mr.  Forster's)  business 
to  approve  or  disapprove  of  these  sen- 
tences, as  the  magistrates  acted  legally, 
and  he  could  not  review  their  decisions. 

Mb.  PAENELL  asked  who  had  the 
authority  to  review  them  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Ireland,  and  the 
Queen  in  England ;  but  they  only  inter- 
fered in  very  rare  cases. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)  —CASE 
OP  MARGARET  COLEMAN. 

Mb.  PARNELL  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, What  was  the  period  for  which 
Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  originally  committed 
the  woman  Margaret  Coleman  to  prison 
in  default  of  finding  bail  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  Margaret  Coleman  was  ordered  to 
find  two  sureties  in  £10,  and  herself  in 
£20,  to  be  of  good  behaviour  for  six 
months.  The  order  was  made  out  at 
petty  sessions  and  was  legal.  In  de- 
fault, she  was  actually  imprisoned  from 
the  28th  June  to  the  8th  of  July,  when 
fihe  was  released  on  bail. 

Mb.  PARNELL  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
Gkneral  for  Ireland,  Whether  the  order 
was  a  legal  one,  being  made  out  of  petty 
leesionsy  and  as  having  been  passed  by 
4me  xnagiBtrate  only  ? 


The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law),  in  reply,  said, 
it  was  quite  legal. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT- 
TEACHERS'  PENSIONS. 

Mr.  B0RLA8E  (for  Mr.  Lyxjlph 
Stanley)  asked  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Council,  Whether,  in  consideration 
of  the  inadequacy  of  the  sum  now  voted 
by  Parliament  for  Teachers*  Pensions, 
under  Art.  1 1 8  of  the  Education  Code, 
and  the  consequent  distress  among  the 
older  teachers,  who  entered  upon  their 
duties  between  1846  and  1862  in  the 
hope  of  retiring  pensions,  under  the  then 
existing  Minutes  of  Council,  the  Govern- 
ment are  prepared  to  recommend  a 
larger  vote  than  the  present  sum  of 
£6,500  per  annum ;  and,  if  so,  to  what 
extent?  

Mr.  MTJNDELLA:  Sir,  I  should 
personally  be  very  glad  to  be  relieved  of 
an  anxious  and  painful  duty  in  award- 
ing pensions  to  a  limited  number  of 
teachers  out  of  the  large  number  who 
annually  apply  for  assistance  from  a 
fund  which  is  totally  inadequate.  But, 
after  the  Report  made  to  this  House  by 
Mr.  Whitweirs  Committee  in  1872,  I 
feel  that  I  should  not  be  warranted  in 
holding  out  hopes  that  the  Government 
will  be  able  to  increase  the  present 
Vote.  I  will  promise,  however,  that 
during  the  Recess  the  whole  question 
shall  receive  very  careful  considera- 
tion. 

NAVY— THE  COASTGUARD  SERVICE. 

SiE  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  If  he  would  state  whe- 
ther Coastguard  Boatmen  of  good  cha- 
racter whose  pay  was  less  than  £120 
a  year,  and  who  were  compelled  to  re- 
tire because  of  the  reorganisation  of 
their  department  and  abolition  of  office, 
are  or  are  not  equally  entitled  to  com- 
pensation for  loss  of  office  under  the 
Superannuation  Act  of  1859  with  the 
higher  paid  servants  of  the  same  de- 
ps^ment  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN,  in  reply,  said, 
the  Treasury  had  always  laid  down  a 
distinction  between  public  servants  paid 
by  salary  and  those  paid  by  daily  wages. 
They  granted  compensation  on  the  abo- 
lition of  office  to  the  salaried  class,  and 
not  to  those  who  were  paid  by  daily  wages. 
He  did  not  think  there  was  the  slightest 
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olianoe  that  the  Treaenvy  would  reoon- 
Bider  their  policy^  for  which,  he  thought, 
there  were  g^ood  and  ohvious  reasons. 

ARMY  MEDICAL  DEPARTMENT— HOS- 
PITAL QUARTERMASTERS. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Director  General  of  the 
Army  Medical  Department  represented 
to  the  authorities  that  the  title  of 
Hospital  Quartermaster  is  most  distaste- 
ful to  the  officers  of  the  Army  Hospital 
Corps,  and  recommended  its  abolition 
or  withdrawal;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  very  many  officers  of  the  Army 
Hospital  Corps,  not  only  prefer  their 
present  titles  as  Captains  and  Lieuten- 
ants of  Orderlies  of  the  Army  Hospital 
Corps,  even  though  remaining  such  en- 
tails remaining  on  their  old  rate  of  pay 
and  pension,  but  that  they  have  peti- 
tioned the  authorities  to  this  effect; 
whether,  if  he  is  unaware  of  these 
facts,  he  will  inquire  why  these  repre- 
sentations have  not  been  submitted 
to  him ;  and,  whether,  meanwhile,  he 
will  order  that  no  officer  of  the  Army 
Hospital  Corps  shall  be  gazetted  Hos- 
pital Quartormastor  pending  further 
inquiry  ? 

Mr.  CHILDEES  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
first  part  of  the  hon.  Member's  Question, 
I  have  to  say  that  the  Director  General 
of  the  Army  Medical  Department  is  him- 
self ''one  of  the  authorities"  at  the 
War  Office  with  whom  I  am  in  constant 
confidential  communication,  and  that  I 
must  decline  to  state  what  advice  he  may 
from  time  to  time  g^ve  to  me.  I  must, 
at  the  same  time,  beg  the  hon.  Member 
not  to  assume  from  this  answer  that  his 
Question  is  well  founded.  As  to  the 
second  part  of  the  Question,  I  find  that 
two  of  these  officers  who  belonged  to 
the  old  class  of  apothecaries,  and  one 
lieutonant  of  orderlies,  have  applied  to 
retain  their  former  titles  and  conditions 
of  service.  These  three  applications 
have  been  received  since  my  former  an- 
swer to  the  hon.  Member,  and  have  been 
submitted  to  me  in  due  course.  I  have 
not  yet  decided  what  action  to  take  upon 
them.  Other  applications  to  retain  the 
old  title,  but  not  the  old  emoluments, 
have  been  received ;  but  I  have  no  in- 
tention to  entertain  them.  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  delay  the  gasetting  of  the  hos- 
pital qoartonnastera. 

Mr.  TrevtHym 


ENDOWED  SCHOOLS  ACT— THE 
HULME  TRTT8T. 

Mb.  ABTHUR  ARNOLD  aaked  tlia 
Vice  President  of  the  Council,  What  is 
the  position  of  the  scheme  for  the  Holme 
Trust? 

Mk.  MUNDELLA  :  Sir,  I  am  glad  to 
say  that  this  importent  scheme  haa  now 
passed  through  all  its  stages,  and  only 
awaits  the  next  meeting  of  Conncil, 
when  it  will  be  submitted  for  Her  Ma- 
jesty's sanction.  On  receiving  this  it 
will  become  law. 

POST    OFFICE  —  POSTMASTERS- 
DISTRIBUTION   OF    WAB 
OFFICE  CIRCULAfi. 

Mb.  BURT  asked  the  Postmaater 
General,  Whether  it  is  true  that  all  Post- 
masters are  obliged  to  distribute  papers 
and  pamphlets  showing  the  adTantages 
of  the  Army,  and  inviting  young  men  to 
apply  to  them  for  forms  of  applicatioa 
to  enlist ;  and,  if  so,  whether  Pott- 
masters  are  informed  before  their  ap* 
pointment  that,  in  addition  to  the  re- 
gular duties  of  their  own  office,  they 
are  to  distribute  papers  of  thia  deacrip- 
tion? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
Sir,  I  have  been  asked  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend — who  is  compelled  by  indispon- 
tion  to  be  absent — to  answer  thia  Quet- 
tion.  Placards  and  circulars  connected 
with  the  Army  and  other  Gt>Temmeat 
Departments  have,  on  many  oocaaioni^ 
been  exhibited  and  distributed  at  post 
offices.  The  Post  Office  was  aaked  last 
year  by  the  War  Office  to  have  the 
notices  referred  to  in  the  Question  ex- 
hibited ;  but  the  arrangement  only  oame 
into  force  on  the  1st  of  this  month.  B 
is  not  thought  that  the  exhibiting  of  a 
placard,  and  the  handing  of  a  small 
pamphlet  across  the  counter,  can  appie* 
ciably  increase  the  work  of  the  post- 
ninstors.  At  any  rate,  I  learn  from  my 
right  hon.  Friend  that  no  complainfei 
have  reached  the  Post  OffiMse  on  the 
subject. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— 
TRIAL  BY  JURY. 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE  aaked  ths    ^ 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lientenait 
of  Ireland,   Whether  his  attention  hm 
been    directed   to    the    Beport  in  As 
'<  Times  "  of  20th  July  of  «  <Me  inMl 


i 


[7tn.T9S,  ISSl) 


(Iritmi)  BiU.  30 


on  th«  Mnnster  Otronit  b;  Judge  Banj, 
which  oontains  the  following;  words  :— 

"The  Jniy  Bnally  annoimced  that  there  was 
no  chanoe  of  their  agreeing,  Ur.  Justice 
Bmtt— Wall,  I  heftT  Oiat  with  the  deepert 
•orrow ;  indeed,  I  might  safely  a.j  I  hettr  it 
more  in  kotow  than  in  anger.  I  am  Bony  for 
the  lake  of  the  countiy  that  I  have  teen  bo 
long  aaeooiated  with  in  varioua  ways  ;  I  am  sorry 
for  the  aake  of  trial  by  juiy,  an  inatitation 
which  I  prize  a  great  deal  more  than  any  of  you 
on  the  jury  can  priie  it.  Lot  it  be  understood 
tbaX  the  question  which  is  submitted  to  you 
beings  absolutety  conceded,  and  you  being  sworn 
on  your  osths  on  the  gospel  of  Qod  to  find  a 
Teirdiot  aecording  to  the  evidence,  and  tb«t  evi- 
dence not  being  impeached,  the  jury  of  the 
county  of  Cork  have  under  the  circumstances 
refused  to  agree  to  a  venlict.  Gentlemen,  1 
have  no  option  but  to  discharge  you  ;  " 

and,  whether  he  intends  to  take  atepa  to 
remedj  this  istate  of  affairs  ? 

Mk.  .HEALY  wished  to  ask,  before 
the  Question  was  answered.  Whether 
the  Grand  Jury  at  Sligo  Assizes  had 
thrown  out  the  bills  against  Sub-Con- 
Btsblea  Donnelly  and  if'Knight  and  a 
process  server  for  murder,  against  Sub- 
Cnnstable  Hajes  for  manslaughter,  and 
had  found  true  bills  against  three  pea- 
sants for  riot ;  and,  whether  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  intended  to  take  any 
stops  to  remedy  this  state  of  affairs  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply  to 
file  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
HeBlv),  said,  it  was  quite  correct  that 
"  no  bills  "  were  found  in  the  one  case, 
ftnd  "  true  bills  "  in  the  other.  In  reply 
to  the  noble  Tiscount  (Viscount  Folke- 
Btons),  there  was  no  reason  to  doubt 
that  Mr.  Justioe  Barry  bad  used  the 
words  attributed  to  him.  But  he  need 
not  tell  the  noble  Tiscount  that  the  Irish 
GkiTemment  had  no  power  to  control  a 
jiu7  one  way  or  the  other. 

ABUY    (AtrxiLIART     FORCES)  —  THE 

VOLUNTEER  REVIEW  AT  WINDSOR 

—THE  REPORTS. 

Mr.  MAOLTVEK  asked  the  Secretary 
of  Bute  for  War,  If  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  the  Heports  presented  to  him 
by  the  commanding  officers  at  the  recent 
review  at  Windsor  of  the  Volunteers  ? 

Mk.  OHILDEHS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  may  state  that  I  have  re- 
oeiTod  the  Beport  of  the  general  com- 
manding one  of  the  two  Army  corps,  but 
not  the  other.  When  the  latter  reaches 
toe  I  will  consider  whether  I  can  lay 
fiiem  both  on  the  Table ;  but  I  do  not 
antidpate  any  objection. 


CONTAOIOITS  DISEASES  (ANIHAU} 

ACTS— CATTLE   PLAGUE 

IN  RUSSIA. 

SiE WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Oouncil,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
very  serious  and  widespread  outbreak  of 
cattle  plague  in  the  Baltic  proriaces  of 
Russia ;  and,  whether  every  precaution 
has  been  taken  against  the  possibility  of 
its  importation  into  this  Countiy  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  Sir,  no  reports 
have  been  received  of  an  unusual  pre- 
valence of  cattle  plague  {rinderpest)  in 
the  Baltic  Provinces  of  Russia.  The 
disease  has  a  constant  existence  in  Rub< 
sia,  and,  consequently,  the  importation 
of  animals  from  that  country  is  entirely 

Srohibited.  The  importation  of  cattle 
:om  Germany  and  Belgium  is  also  pro- 
hibited. Siberian  plague,  which  is  a 
form  of  anthrax,  and  quite  distinct  from 
Cattle  Plague,  is  now  prevalent  in  the 
Provinces  of  Novgorod,  St.  Petersburg, 
Dorpat,  and  Riga  ;  but,  considering  that 
no  animals  can  bo  introduced  into  this 
country  from  Russia,  and  no  cattle  from 
Germany  and  Belgium,  there  appears 
little  or  no  probability  of  the  introduc- 
tion of  any  contagious  cattle  disease 
from  Rassia  into  this  country. 

CORRUPT  PEACTICE8  AT  ELEOTIONB 
—THE  BOSTON  ELECTION. 

Mb.  O'EELLY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  it  is  the  case  that  all  tne  Crown 
prosecutions  for  bribery  and  corrupt 
practices  at  Boston  have  failed  in  conse- 
quence of  the  j  uries  refusing  to  convict ; 
and,  if  he  proposes  to  take  any  further 
steps  to  vindicate  the  Law  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAHCOURT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  he  should  take  no  further  steps 
to  vindicate  the  law,  which,  in  tbieoase, 
would  take  its  course. 

LAND     LAW     (IRELAND)    BILL  — THE 
42sD  SECTION  AND  SECTION  24  OF 
THE  LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRE- 
LAND) ACT,  1870. 
Ma.  HEALY    asked    Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whetherthe  repeal 
of  section  24  of  the  Land  Act  of  ISTO 
by  the  42Qd  section  of  the  Land  Law 
Bill,  in  putting  an  end  to  the  powers  of 
the  Court  for    Land   Oases    Reserved 
created  by  the  former  section  and  since 
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merged  by  the  Jndioatare  Act  in  the 
Oourt  of  Appeal,  ipso  facto  annuls  the 
code  of  rules  devised  by  that  Court  under 
section  31  of  the  said  Act,  and  which 
form  the  machinery  for  the  working  of 
the  whole  of  that  Act ;  whether  the  re- 
peal of  section  24  involves  the  repeal  of 
section  31  ;  whether,  if  said  rules  will 
not  continue  in  force,  it  is  not  desirable 
to  make  some  provision  for  their  re- 
vival ;  and,  in  case  they  should  continue 
in  force,  what  tribunal  will  in  future 
have  the  power  of  rescinding,  annul- 
ling, or  adding  to  them,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  section  31  already  referred 
to;  and,  whether  it  is  not  desirable  to 
vest  the  powers  created  by  section  31  in 
the  Land  Commission  in  future  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law),  in  reply,  said, 
the  repeal  of  the  section  in  question  did 
not  in  any  respect  annul  the  Code  of 
Rules  made  by  the  Court  for  Land  Cases 
Reserved  under  Section  31  of  the  Jjand 
Act.  The  Rules  would  still  remain  in 
force.  The  authority  for  altering  them 
would  be  the  Court  of  Appeal.  It  was, 
however,  under  consideration  whether  it 
might  not  be  convenient  to  transfer  that 
power  to  the  Land  Commission. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  asked  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill),  Whether  it 
is  his  intention  to  proceed  with  his  Mo- 
tion with  reference  to  the  third  reading 
of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  ? 

LoKD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL, 
in  reply,  said,  most  certainly,  if  the  op- 
portunity arose ;  but  he  did  not  wish  to 
interpose  his  Motion  between  that  for 
the  third  reading  and  the  Motion  of 
which  Notice  had  been  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  to  re- 
commit the  Bill.  If  that  Motion  was 
not  made,  he  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
would  make  his. 

TURKEY  (FINANCE,  &c.)  —  TURKISH 
BONDHOLDERS. 

Mr.  BUXTON  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  Ssate  for  Foreign  Affairs. 
Whether  it  is  within  the  cognizance  and 
has  the  approval  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment that  a  Member  of  this  House 
is  to  proceed  shortly  to  Constantinople 
in  the  interests  and  as  the  representative 

Mr.  Uealy 


of  Turkish  Bondholders ;  and,  wliedier 
the  policy  of  Her  Majeaty'a  Ghmn- 
menty  with  regard  to  the  many  questions 
still  pending  with  the  Porte  aa  to  re- 
forms in  Asia  Minor  and  other  matters 
of  Imperial  interest,  will  be  in  any  way 
affected  by  this  attempt  to  advanoe  the 
interests  of  a  special  and  limited  daas 
of  speculators? 

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir.  no 
notification  has  been  made  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  who  have  not  offered 
any  opinion  on  the  matter.  The  policj 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  will  not 
be  affected  in  any  way. 

EDUCATIONAL  ENDOWMENTS 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Mr.  BOLTON  asked  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, If  ho  can  say  whether  the  Edu- 
cational Endowments  (Scotland)  Bill  it 
likely  to  come  on  this  Session ;  and,  if 
so,  at  what  time  ? 

Mr.  GLtVDSTONE  :  I  have,  Sir,  to 
apologize  for  asking  more  time  yet  in 
regard  to  this  question ;  but  if  my  hon. 
Friend  will  be  kind  enough  to  g^ve  me 
one  or  two  days,  I  hope  to  be  able  to 
make  a  positive  statement  on  the  rab- 
joct.  It  may  bo  my  duty  on  Monday  to 
make  a  proposal  to  the  House  in  regard 
to  the  course  of  Public  Business,  and  I 
shall  then  state  our  intentions  with  re* 
ference  to  the  Bill. 

TRADE    AND  COMMERCE  —  TREATY 
ENGAGEMENTS. 

SirH.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther it  is  in  the  power  of  the  OoTem- 
ment,  without  the  sanction  of  Parlia- 
ment, to  enter  into  Treaty  engagements 
with  a  Foreign  State  binding  this  Country 
for  a  certain  term  of  years  not  to  in- 
crease the  duties  on  goods  imported  from 
such  State  into  the  United  Kingdom; 
and,  inasmuch  astlio  engagements  taken 
by  this  Country  towards  France  in  1860 
were  sanctioned  by  Parliament  in  con- 
sideration of  tho  Treaty  engagements 
contracted     by    France     towards     this 
Country,  and  as  the  Treaty  has  heen 
denounced  by  France,  wliether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  undertake  not 
to  enter  into  a  renewal  of  our  engage- 
ments towards  France,  or  to  accept  any 
yariation  of  the  engagements  of  Franos 
towards  this  Country,  without  the  sanc- 
tion of  Parliament  ? 
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Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  do  not  be- 
lieye,  with,  regard  to  the  first  portion  of 
the  Question,  that  there  are  any  abso- 
lute limits  to  the  power  of  the  Crown  to 
bind  the  country ;  but,  practically,  it  is 
the  well-understood  usage — and  no  Go- 
Ternment,  I  apprehend,  would  depart 
from  it — that  where  a  question  of  our 
own  fiscal  arrangements,  or  a  question 
of  money  is  involved,  invariably  the 
jurisdiction  of  Parliament  is  reserved, 
and  covenants  of  the  Treaties  are  made 
conditional.  That  was  the  case  in  re- 
gard to  the  Treaty  of  1860.  Very  im- 
portant changes  on  our  part  in  the  Cus- 
toms and  Excise  duties  of  the  country 
were  part  of  the  stipulations  of  that 
Treaty,  and,  therefore,  as  a  matter  of 
course,  it  came  before  Parliament.  The 
case  is  now  different.  It  is  quite  evi- 
dent that,  under  the  present  negotia- 
tions, if  they  should  land  us  in  a  Treaty, 
as  I  hope  may  be  the  case,  provided  the 
terms  are  satisfactory,  at  the  very  least, 
the  principal  matter  would  really  be  the 
duties  to  be  levied  in  France ;  and  it  is 
Tory  doubtful  whether  any  question  re- 
lating to  duties  in  this  country  would  be 
involved.  If  it  were  to  be  so,  the  matter 
would,  of  course,  have  to  be  laid  before 
Parliament.  If  it  were  not  so,  I  am 
not  sure  that  we  could  undertake  in  the 
terms  here  specified — 

"  Not  to  enter  into  a  renewal  of  our  engage- 
ments towards  France,  or  to  accept  any  varia- 
tion of  the  engagements  of  France  towards  this 
country  without  the  sanction  of  Parliament." 

I  think  that  would  be  an  engagement 
which  is  not  supported  by  precedent, 
and  which  would  be  of  inconvenient  con- 
sequences. We  are  under  great  responsi- 
bility in  this  matter  to  be  sure  as  to  the 
g^nnd  under  our  feet — as  to  the  state 
of  public  opinion,  and  the  views  of  those 
interested  and  competent  to  judge.  I 
do  not  believe  we  are  likely  to  do  wrong 
in  that  respect,  or  to  go  in  advance  of 
public  opinion ;  but  I  do  not  think  we 
can  enter  into  any  engagement  in  the 
matter  at  the  present  moment. 

SiB  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 

the  object  of  his  ^Question  was  this.    In 

1860  it  was  necessary  that  the  Treaty 

should  be  laid  before  Parliament,  iuas- 

muoli  ae  the  duties  in  England  had  to 

be  lowered ;  but  if  an  arrangement  were 

now  made  with  France  that  the  existing 

duties  should  be  retained  for  a  certain 

smmber  of  rears  against  new  variations 

'^  be  introduced  into  the  French  Tariff, 
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it  was  perfectly  plain  that  the  conditions 
on  which  the  Treaty  of  1860  was  based 
would  be  changed;  and  he  wished  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  if,  in  conse- 
quence of  that  change,  he  would  lay 
the  new  Treaty  before  Parliament  pre- 
vious to  its  ratification  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  That  is  rather  a 
nice  question,  Sir;  but  I  am  afraid  I  can- 
not enter  into  any  engagement  beyond 
what  I  have  said.  I  think  we  have  been 
very  cautious  not  to  proceed  without 
ascertaining  our  ground,  and  we  shall 
continue  to  be  so. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  wished 
to  put  a  Question  to  the  Prime  Minister 
arising  out  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
House  in  1860.  In  that  year,  the  Treaty 
with  France  involved  an  alteration  of 
existing  duties.  He  wished  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether  the  an- 
swer he  had  jnst  given,  with  respect  to 
reserving  the  functions  of  the  House, 
was  to  be  understood  to  extend  to  re- 
serving the  power  of  imposing  duties,  as 
well  as  of  altering  existing  duties,  in 
accordance  with  any  agreement  con- 
templated by  the  Government  with 
France  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that,  as  a 
matter  of  course,  in  a  negotiation  of  this 
kind,  if  the  power  of  Parliament  was 
reserved,  that  reservation  would  pre- 
serve the  power  of  Parliament  intact  and 
entire,  either  to  lower,  raise,  or  do  any- 
thing else. 

PARLIAMENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  Prime  Minister,  what  would  be  the 
course  of  Public  Business  to-morrow ; 
whether  he  had  in  contemplation  to 
make  any  exceptional  proposal  with  re- 
gard to  the  Business  of  Supply,  and 
what  would  be  the  order  of  the  different 
Departments  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  with  regard  to  the  order  of  Supply, 
they  would  proceed  with  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice Votes  to-morrow  ;  presuming  they 
were  able  to  achieve  the  third  reading 
of  the  Land  Bill  to-night,  as  they  all 
seemed  to  hope,  the  Business  would  be 
Supply.  He  thought,  perhaps,  that  that 
statement  almost  dispensed  with  the  ne- 
cessity at  the  present  time  for  any  further 
explanation. 

Sir  JOHN  HAT  asked,  whether  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
take  the  27  Votes  of  the  Army  Estimates, 
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or  the  four  Votes  of  the  Navy  Estimates 
first? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said,  he 
believed  the  Army  Votes  were  of  gnreater 
urgeDcy  than  those  of  the  Navy.  Notice 
of  the  intentions  of  the  Gk>vemment  in 
this  respect  would,  however,  be  given  in 
the  course  of  the  evening. 

Mb.  GALLAN  asked  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, whether  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  re-commit  the  Land 
Bill  after  Report  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
abling the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  to  move  the  insertion  of  the 
clause  of  which  he  had  given  Notice? 
He  put  the  Question,  because,  if  this 
were  the  intention  of  the  Government,  his 
hon.  Friends  wished  to  move  the  inser- 
tion of  clauses  respecting  the  labourers. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
there  was  no  Question  at  all  before  the 
House  for  the  re-committal  of  the  Bill, 
except  the  limited  Question  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  The  proposal 
of  the  re-committal  would  be  over  the 
clause  relating  to  the  retirement  of  the 
Commissioners,  enabling  a  discussion  to 
be  taken  upon  it,  and  for  no  other  pur- 
pose whatever.  It  would  in  no  way  re- 
open the  whole  subject  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  CALLANasKed,  whether  it  would 
not  be  open  to  any  hon.  Member  to  move 
an  Amendment  upon  the  clause  intended 
to  be  moved  by  tne  right  hon.  Member 
for  Westminster?  He  would  suggest 
that  the  Instruction  could  be  amended, 
in  order  to  include  the  Question  he  had 
indicated. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  The  prospect 
which  the  hon.  Member  holds  out  is 
really  so  ^ave,  and  I  might  almost  say 
so  appaUing,  that  I  do  not  know  what 
answer  to  make ;  but  I  really  hope  that 
when  the  time  comes,  he  will  be  in  a 
more  reasonable  frame  of  mind.  No 
doubt,  he  has  the  abstract  right  to  move 
to  extend  the  purpose  for  which  the  Bill 
is  being  re-committed,  but  I  trust  that 
he  will  not  exercise  it. 

RIVERS  CONSERVANCY  AND  FLOODS 
PREVENTION  BILL. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  is  in  a 
position  to  state  definitely  for  the  con- 
venience of  Members,  at  this  late  period 
of  the  Session,  whether  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Gk)vemment  to  proceed 

Sir  John  Hay 


with  the  Bivers  Conservanoy  and  Floods 
Prevention  Bill  this  Seamon  P 

Mb.  ABTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  he 
also  wished  to  put  a  Question  on  this 
subject  to  the  Prime  Minister,  and  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wonid 
forgive  him  (Mr.  Arnold)  for  doing  so 
without  Notice,  because  he  bad  never 
put  one  Question  to  him  before.  Was 
it  not  the  case  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  received  a  Memorial  in  re- 
lation to  the  Bill,  signed  by  a  laree 
number  of  Members  of  all  Parties  of  the 
House,  begging  him  to  proceed  with  the 
measure ;  whether  the  signatures  of  those 
in  favour  were  not  of  a  greater  Talue 
than  those  of  hon.  Membm  opposed  to 
the  Bill  on  the  around  of  the  moonvo- 
nience  which  would  result  from  the  post- 
ponement of  the  holidays;  and,  whether 
it  would  not  be  a  ciroumstanoe  almost 
without  precedent  for  the  Gk>vemment 
to  abandon  a  measure  of  this  importanoe, 
which  had  passed  the  House  of  Lords, 
had  been  read  a  second  time  in  that 
House,  and  been  approved  of  by  two 
Select  Committees  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  it  will,  un- 
doubtedly, be  admitted  by  all  persons 
whatsoever  that  this  Bill  has  a  consider- 
able advantage  in  having;  passed  the 
House  of  Lords,  in  having  been  ap- 
proved by  two  Select  Committees,  and 
m  having  reached  a  certain  stage  in  this 
House.  At  the  same  time,  I  am  under 
a  pledge  to  the  House  not  to  proceed 
with  any  measures  which  are  not  abso- 
lutely necessary.  The  shock  of  aims 
between  opposing  parties  in  relation  to 
this  Bill  is  very  interesting ;  but,  at  this 
period  of  the  Session,  I  mav  remind 
hon.  Members  that  it  is  absolutely  ne- 
cessary that  we  should  make  rapia  pro- 
gress with  Public  Business.  I  must  ask 
the  induk^ence  of  both  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  this  matter,  seeing  that  it  is 
under  the  careful  consideration  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board.  I  will 
give  a  more  definite  answer  to  the  Ques- 
tions of  the  hon.  Members  on  Monday 
next. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PBO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— THOMAS 
CONNELY,  A  PRISONER  UNDER  TAB 
ACT. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
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land,  Whether  it  is  true  that  Thomas 
Ck)Dnely,  of  Eosmuck,  county  Oalwaj, 
was  on  the  16th  instant  arrested  under 
the  Coercion  Act  on  a  charge  of  intimi- 
dation; whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr. 
Connely  is  an  old  and  feeble  man  of  ad- 
vanced years,  and  of  good  character  and 
peaceable  disposition ;  whether  in  conse- 
quence of  his  arrest  there  is  no  one  at 
home  to  look  after  his  holding  but  his 
son  and  daughter,  who  are  both  deaf 
and  dumb,  and  their  mother,  a  very  old 
woman ;  and,  whether,  as  there  is  no 
case  of  intimidation  known  to  have  oc- 
curred in  the  neighbourhood  of  Bosmuck, 
he  will  state  the  real  cause  for  the  arrest 
of  a  man  so  far  advanced  in  years  as  Mr. 
Connely  is  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
the  person  named  in  the  Question  was 
arrested  under  the  Coercion  Act  at  Hos- 
muck,  in  the  County  Galway,  on  the  1 5th 
instant.  He  was  reasonably  suspected 
of  having  intimidated  a  certain  person 
for  the  purpose  of  compelling  him  to 
give  up  possession  of  a  farm.  He  was 
informed  that  Connolly  was  only  60  years 
of  age,  and  was  strong  and  active.  He 
was  of  a  quarrelsome  disposition,  having 
been  convicted  in  April  last  of  having 
used  threatening  and  abusive  language. 
His  holding  was  now  managed  by  his 
wife,  who  was  a  strong,  healthy  woman, 
of  the  same  age,  and  his  son  and 
daughter,  who  were,  as  stated,  both  deaf 
and  dumb.  They  were  accustomed  to 
managing  the  farm.  The  locality  of 
Bosmuck,  he  was  informed,  was  one  of  the 
most  lawless  in  the  Oughterard  district. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  was 
informed  the  man  was  over  80  years  of 
age,  and  he  should  feel  obliged  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  make  further 
inquiries  on  the  subject. 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND)  ACT, 
1881-MR.  MATTHEW  HARRIS,  A  PRI- 
SONER UNDER  THE  ACT. 

Ma.  O'KELLY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutent  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  charge  against  Mr.  Matthew 
Harris,  now  in  Galway  Gaol,  committed 
on  the  16th  April  under  the  Peace  Pre- 
servation Act,  be  that  he  is  ''  suspected 
of  inciting  others  to  assault  and  inj  ure  a 
certain  person  ;  "  and,  if  so,  whether  His 
Excellency  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  all 
the  facts  put  before  him   upon   which 
ihiB  charge  is  founded  ;  if  said  informa- 


tion was  supplied  to  His  Excellency  pre- 
vious to  his  deciding  that  the  term  of 
Mr.  Harris'  imprisonment  should  extend 
beyond  three  months,  as  communicated 
to  Mr.  Harris  on  the  18th  instant ;  if  a 
verbatim  Eeport,  taken  by  a  competent 
person  at  the  time  the  supposed  offence 
was  thought  to  have  been  committed, 
was  given  to  His  Excellency ;  and,  would 
the  Government  give  information  as  to 
whether  the  **  certain  person  "  that  Mr. 
Harris  is  suspected  of  inciting  others  to 
**  assault  and  injure  "  has  up  to  the 
present  time  been  assaulted  or  injured ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  that  circumstance 
was  made  know  to  His  Excellency  ? 

Ma.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
the  warrant  upon  which  Mr.  Harris  was 
imprisoned  in  Galway  Gaol  set  forth  that 
he  was  reasonably  suspected  of  inciting 
others  to  commit  an  assault.  He  (Mr. 
Forster),  as  the  hon.  Member  was  aware, 
could  not  enter  upon  the  general  erounds 
of  the  arrest,  and  he  could  not  give  any 
more  complete  answer  to  the  Question 
without  doing  so. 

ORDER     OF    THE    DAY. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL.— [Bell  226.] 
{Mr.  OladstotUf  Mr.  Forater,  Mr.  Bright ^  Mr. 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland,    Mr.  Solicitor 

General  for  Ireland.) 

OOirSIDERATION.      [aDJOUBNED  DEBATE.] 
[thibd  NIOHT.] 

Further  Proceeding  on  Oonsideration, 
as  amended,  resumed. 

Clause  44  (Service  of  civil  bill  pro- 
cesses and  limitation  of  costs). 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  28,  Une  8,  after  the  word  "  action," 
to  insert  the  words  •*  for  the  recovery  of  rent, 
or."— (ifr.  Healy.) 

Question  again  proposed,  **  That  those 

words  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GIBSON,  resuming  the  debate, 
said,  the  Amendment  was  opposed  to 
fairness  and  justice,  and  he  asked  the 
House,  without  hesitation,  to  decline 
it.  The  Government  had  over  and  over 
again  refused  to  allow  the  landlords  to 
be  placed  in  a  worse  position  as  regarded 
the  recovery  of  their  rent  than  other 
creditors  occupied  ;  and  unless  it  was  to 
be  laid  down  that  the  landlord  creditor 
was   to  be   treated   exceptionally,    and 
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hare  no  consideration — that  he  was  to  be 
penalized  and  treated  as  an  outlaw — he 
could  not  see  the  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment. It  would  affect  the  existing  law 
in  an  unsatisfactory  manner,  inasmuch 
as  at  present  there  was  a  discretion 
Tested  m  the  Court  as  to  granting  costs, 
which  the  Amendment  would,  in  some 
cases,  fetter  and  confuse ;  but  he  should 
not  base  his  opposition  to  it  on  techni- 
calities. Ho  took  his  stand  on  the  broad 
basis  of  justice.  The  landlord  was  en- 
titled as  a  creditor  to  deal  with  his  debtor 
like  any  other  member  of  the  commu- 
nity, and  therefore  he  asked  the  Oovem- 
ment  to  adhere  to  the  rules  which  they 
had  laid  down  over  and  over  again,  and 
to  decline  to  accept  the  proposal. 

Mb.  JjEAMY  thought  that  the  ad- 
vantages conferred  by  the  Amendment 
were  so  apparent  that  the  case  did  not 
require  argument.  It  simply  provided 
that  if  the  Judge  declared  that  an  action 
by  a  landlord  in  a  Superior  Court  for  the 
recovery  of  rent  should  have  been  brought 
in  an  inferior  Court,  the  landlord  should 
not  be  entitled  to  costs. 

Mr.  MABITM  said,  he  would  remind 
the  House  that  yesterday  the  Govern- 
ment assented  to  this  Amendment. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  asked  the  indul- 
gence of  the  House  while  he  made  an 
explanation  on  the  matter.  As  he  stated 
veeterday,  he  accepted  the  Amendment, 
because  he  was  under  the  impression 
that  it  made  no  material  alteration  in 
the  existing  law.  He  now  found  that  it 
did  make  such  a  change ;  but  he  thought 
they  might  adjust  the  matter  so  as  to 
meet  the  views  of  all  reasonable  per- 
sons. The  Amendment  under  considera- 
tion would  operate  unfairly  in  actions 
for  sums  over  £20.  He  should,  there- 
fore, propose  a  new  Amendment  which 
would  limit  the  clause  to  actions  for  sums 
not  exceeding  £20. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  after  the  word ' '  rent, ' ' 
to  insert  the  words  **  not  exceeding 
twenty  pounds." — {Mr.  Attorney/  General 
far  Ireland.) 

Question  proposed,  <'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  PARNEIjL  said,  he  was  sorry 
the  Government  liadnot  adhered  to  their 
original  determination.  He  asked  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  GFenercd  for  Ireland  yesterday 


whether  under  the  Bill,  when  it  became 
law,  the  Court  would  have  power  to  stay 
actions  for  the  recovery  of  rent  instituted 
in  a  Superior  Court  or  otherwiae,  andefr 
a  writ  oifimrifaeiaM  ?  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  stated  the  Court  had 
no  such  power,  and  consequently,  aftw  the 
passingof  the  Bill,  it  would  bepoasible  for 
a  landlord,  where  no  application  had  been 
made  by  the  tenant  to  the  Court  in  regard 
to  the  fixing  of  a  rent,  to  iaaue  aueh 
a  writ  for  arrears.  Under  such  oiroom- 
stances,  was  it  not  reasonable  to  suppoae 
that  many  landlords  would  evadb  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  and  would  proceed 
m  that  way  against  the  tenants  wnere  no 
application  had  been  made  ?  That  was 
such  a  plain  injustice,  that  he  thongfat 
the  Government  ought  to  re-conaiderthe 
matter  and  accept  the  Amendment  as  it 
was  originally  proposed. 

Sir  JOSEPH  If'KENNA  aaid,  he 
failed  to  see,  even  ftova  the  landlord's 
point  of  view,  any  reasonable  objeoiioiL 
there  could  be  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy), 
which  was  to  discourage  the  bringing  of 
actions  to  the  Superior  Courta,  which 
could  be  as  well  tried  in  the  Inferior 
Courts,  and  at  much  less  cost.  He  hoped 
the  Amendment  would  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  p.  martin  said,  he  deeply  re- 
gpretted  that  the  Government  proposed 
to  modify  their  concession  on  this  point. 
He  thought  they  had  paid  too  much  at- 
tention to  the  vehement  speechea  made 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson),  and  saw  no  rei 
why  the  clause  should  be  limited  to 
tions  under  £20.  He  trusted  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  would  not 
insist  upon  the  limitation.  In  fact,  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  proposed  in  part  to  embody  in 
the  clauses  the  spirit  and  intention  of 
the  Limitation  of  Costs  Bill  which  had 
passed  the  Houses  last  Session.  It  was 
not  right  the  landlord  should,  ezo^ 
unless  special  circumstancee,  oast  on  the 
tenant  the  burden  of  costs  incidental 
to  proceedings  in  the  Superior  Courts, 
when  the  law  had  given  him  the  power 
of  suit  in  the  County  Court. 

Mr.  lewis  thought  the  proposal  of 
the  right  hon.  and  leamea  Attomsy 
General  for  Ireland  was  a  very  fair  one. 
It  covered  the  whole  ground,  and  wooM 
secure  the  tenant  against  being  vftdnll^ 
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harassed  by  the  landlord  in  respect  of 
costs. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  thought 
the  question  was  not  being  argued  on 
the  most  important  grounds.  It  was 
not  whether  the  amount  should  be  £20 
or  £50 ;  and  if  they  were  debating  whe- 
ther to  raise  the  sum,  he  should  be  in- 
clined to  take  the  view  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy).  The 
question  he  had  to  consider  was,  first  of 
all,  whether  it  was  just ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  whether,  in  the  present 
state  of  feeling,  it  was  politic,  for  the 
sake  of  this  rather  limited  but  not  un- 
important matter,  to  introduce  a  distinc- 
tion between  the  power  of  the  landlord 
in  regard  to  the  recovery  of  what  was 
due  to  him  and  the  power  of  other 
creditors.  The  Bill  had  to  undergo  an- 
other ordeal  after  it  left  the  House  of 
Commons,  for  it  would  be  subjected  to 
a  scrutiny  in  ''another  place,"  and  would 
be  examined  from  the  landlords'  point 
of  view;  and  what  he  felt  in  point  of 
policy  was  this.  It  was  very  doubtful 
policy  for  the  Government,  for  the  sake 
of  such  an  object  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wexford  had  in  view,  to  send  the 
Bill  to  the  House  of  Lords  with  an 
enactment,  introducing  into  the  Bill,  for 
the  first  time,  a  distinction  which  placed 
the  landlord  at  a  disadvantage  in  com- 
parison with  other  creditors.  What 
they  had  to  look  at  was  the  interest  of 
the  whole  Bill,  and  not  whether  they 
had  a  preference  for  this  or  that  par- 
ticular form  of  law  on  a  matter  of 
secondary  importance.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's alteration  was  accepted,  an  exag- 
gerated importance  would  be  attached 
to  the  proposal,  and  the  whole  credit  of 
the  Bill  might  be  seriously  impaired 
from  the  discovery  of  what  might  be  a 
slight  provision,  but  what  would  ap- 
parently indicate  a  spirit  of  inequality 
and  even  injustice.  Under  those  cir- 
cumstances, they  felt  bound,  in  the  iute- 
reets  of  the  Bill — and  he  did  not  deny 
in  the  interest  of  justice  also — to  sup- 
port the  Amendment  of  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland. 

Mb.  healy  said,  with  respect  tq  the 
reference  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  regarding  "  another 
place,"  he  would  ask  him  "to  be  just 
and  fear  not."  The  substance  of  the 
Prime  Minister's  contention  was,  that 
because  the  House  of  Lords  had  to  deal 


with  the  Bill,  justice  was  not  to  be  done 
to  the  tenants  of  Ireland.  It  was  not  a 
fact  that  landlords  would  be  in  a  worse 
position  than  other  creditors.  In  the 
foregoing  part  of  the  clause  they  were 

Eut  in  a  position  whereby  they  would 
e  able  to  get  out  their  writs  in  a  man- 
ner that  ordinary  persons  could  not. 
The  Government  were  swallowing  their 
previous  doctrine  because  they  were  at- 
ta<;ked  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson).  They 
changed  their  front,  and  their  conduct 
was  not  likely  to  gain  for  them  the 
respect  of  the  Irish  Members.  He  would 
far  rather  strike  out  his  Amendment 
than  have  it  altered  in  the  way  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  proposed. 
As  the  clause  stood  there  was,  at  least, 
a  presumption  in  the  tenant's  favour. 
He  should  be  prepared  to  move  that 
£100  stand  for  £20  in  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  Amendment. 

Mr.  LEAMY  said,  the  law  had  al- 
ready granted  facilities  to  the  landlord, 
and  he  should  be  compelled  to  exercise 
his  privileges,  subject  to  special  limi- 
tations. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  most  con- 
venient course  would  be  to  put  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
to  the  House ;  and  after  that  question 
was  decided,  the  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford (Mr.  Healy)  could  move  the  further 
Amendment  he  announced  his  intention 
of  moving. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  ex- 
plaioed  that  the  landlord  had  two  re- 
medies for  rent  in  arrear,  one  being 
ejectment,  and  the  other  the  recovery  of 
a  debt,  as  to  which  he  was  placed  in 
the  same  position  as  any  other  creditor. 
When  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  was 
accepted  in  Committee,  it  was  believed 
to  be  merely  a  declaration  of  the  law 
with  reference  to  ordinary  debts,  but 
it  turned  out  not  to  be  so ;  accordingly, 
it  was  proposed  to  bring  the  case  of 
rent  as  nearly  as  possible  to  that  of 
any  other  debt  by  introducing  the  limi- 
tation of  £20.  Perhaps  Uie  better 
alternative  might  be,  as  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford,  to  omit  the 
Amendment  which  had  been  accepted 
from  the  hon.  Member. 
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Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : —  Ayes  247  ; 
Noes  39  :  Majority  208. — (Div.  List, 
No.  339.) 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Amendment  made,  in  page  28,  line 
11,  after  the  word  "such,"  by  inserting 
the  words  **  rent  or." 

Mb.  PAENELL  moved  to  add  to  the 
Clause — 

"  And  whenever  an  action  for  the  recovery  of 
rent  shall  have  been  taken  before  or  after  an 
application  to  fix  a  judicial  rent,  and  shall  be 
pending  before  such  an  application  is  disposed 
of,  the  Court  before  which  such  action  is  pend- 
ing shall  have  power,  on  such  terms  and  condi- 
tions  as  the  Court  may  direct,  to  pospone  or 
suspend  such  action  until  the  termination  of  the 
proceeding  to  fix  such  judicial  rent." 

The  hon.  Member  said  that  the  Amend- 
ment was  intended  to  supply  a  deficiency 
as  regarded  the  power  of  the  Court  to 
suspend  proceedings  where  an  applica- 
tion was  made  to  fix  a  judicial  rent.  If 
the  Bill  passed  as  it  now  stood,  a  land- 
lord, in  the  case  of  a  tenancy  where  a 
judicial  rent  had  not  been  fixed,  even 
though  the  application  might  have  been 
made  to  the  Court  appointed  under  the 
Act,  might  sue  his  tenant  for  even  six 
months'  rent,  if  it  were  due,  and  might 
obtain  judgment  in  any  Court — a  Civil 
Bill  Court  or  a  Superior  Court — and  if 
the  judgment  were  not  satisfied  within  a 
very  limited  time — he  thought  it  was  two 
days — the  landlord  might  proceed  to  sell 
the  whole  of  the  interest  of  the  tenant 
in  his  holding.  Unless  some  provision 
of  the  nature  he  proposed  were  inserted, 
they  would  find  landlords  suing  tenants 
for  rent,  with  the  sole  object  of  getting 
rid  of  them. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  28,  lino  15,  at  end  of  Clause  44,  to  insert 
the  words  '*  and  whenever  an  action  for  the  re- 
covery of  rent  shall  have  been  taken  before  or 
after  an  application  to  fix  a  judicial  rent,  and  shall 
be  pending  before  such  application  is  disposed  of, 
the  Court  before  which  such  action  is  pending 
shall  have  power,  on  such  terms  and  conditions 
as  the  Court  may  direct,  to  postpone  or  suspend 
such  action  until  the  termination  of  the  pro- 
ceedings to  fix  such  judicial  rent.**  —  {Mr. 
Pamell.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  thought  the 
principle  of  the  Amendment  was  not  un- 
fair. The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  seemed  to  fear  that 


the  tenant  might  be  sued  for  his  arrears 
of  rent,  a  judgment  be  obtained  against 
him  in  respect  thereof,  and  the  tenancnr 
sold  before  the  judicial  rentcould  be  fixed. 
Well,  that  was  a  matter  that  mifrbt, 
he  thought,  be  dealt  with  in  the  Bill| 
for  no  one  could  desire  that  the  general 
operation  of  the  Act  should  be  defeated 
in  the  indirect  way  pointed  out  by  the 
hon.  Member ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
a  permanent  enactment  of  this  kind 
would  hardly  be  necessary  or  desirable. 
What  the  hon.  Member  desired  to  meet 
was  a  present  emergency,  and  to  prevent 
the  hardship  of  the  tenant  being  de- 
prived of  his  holding  before  he  coold 
have  the  benefit  of  the  Act.  If  the  hon. 
Member  would  qualify  his  Amendment 
by  limiting  the  actions  brought  for  rent 
within  a  reasonable  period — say  within 
six  months  after  the  passing  of  the  Act, 
which  would  give  everyone  an  opportu- 
nity of  applying  to  have  the  judicial  rent 
fixed — he  (the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
laud)  would  be  disposed  to  consider  it 
favourably. 

Mr.  PARNELL  asked  the  ri^ht  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  limit  the 
period  to  12  months,  because  many  of 
the  tenants  would  probably  wait  to  see 
what  the  Court  could  do  for  them  before 
applying  to  it  in  large  numbers. 

Ma.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  astonished 
at  the  Government's  acceptance  of  the 
Amendment.  It  was  out  of  place,  had 
been  moved  without  Notice,  and  was 
one  which  would  penalize  the  position  of 
the  landlord  alone  of  all  creditors.  It 
did  not  seek  to  interfere  with  the  land- 
lord's right  of  ejectment ;  but  it  picked 
out  the  landlord  alone  of  all  creditors, 
and  said  if  he  allowed  a  tenant  to  re- 
main in  occupation,  declining  to  sue, 
and  came  before  the  ordinary  Courts  of 
the  country  and  obtained  judgment  for 
the  rent  due  as  a  creditor,  the  Court 
within  a  time  not  fixed  by  the  Govern-' 
ment,  would  be  able  to  say — **  We  will 
arrest  your  process  and  will  compel  vou 
to  wait  for  some  indefinite  period  before 
receiving  your  rent  of  your  debtor."  At 
the  same  time,  any  other  creditors  of 
the  tenant  could  take  means  to  enforce 
payment  of  what  was  due  to  them,  and 
might  sell  the  tenant's  interest  in  his 
farm.  Where  was  the  justice  of  that? 
Were  they  going  to  leave  the  banker, 
the  village  money-lender,  and  any  other 
creditor  free  to  sell  out  the  tenant,  and 
only  stop  short  at  the  landlord  f    This 
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was  an  Amendment  to  which  he  could 
give  no  assent,  either  in  principle  or  de- 
tail, and  he  should  offer  it  nis  most 
strenuous  and  persistent  opposition. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gibson) 
had  eyidently  exaggerated  the  effect  of 
the  Amendment.  He  (Mr.  Forster)  un- 
derstood that  what  was  proposed  was 
in  accordance  with  other  proTisionsof  the 
Bill  by  which  they  had  determined  that 
the  landlord  should  not  be  able  to  eject  a 
tenant  from  the  occupation  of  the  land 
without  the  tenant  having  had  the  op- 
portunity of  appealing  to  have  a  judicial 
rent  fixed,  and  to  get  the  rent  lowered  if 
the  Court  so  determined.  There  could  be 
nothing  unfair  in  passing  this  clause, 
which  would  merely  hold  the  proceedings 
of  the  landlord  in  abeyance  until  the  ju- 
dicial rent  was  fixed.  He  had  supposed 
that  the  Government  had  covered  all  the 
cases  by  which  the  landlord  could  eject 
a  tenant ;  but  it  now  appeared  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Famell)  thought  there  was  a  mod«  by 
which  a  landlord  could  get  hold  of  the 
land,  which  was  not  covered  by  the  Bill 
at  present,  a  mode  by  which  a  landlord 
would  be  able  to  get  rid  of  a  tenant  without 
the  latter  beinffabietogetthe  advantages 
of  the  judicial  rent.  He  (Mr.  Forster) 
thought  it  would  be  fair  to  meet  the 
case  contemplated  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  by  adopting  the 
suggestion  of  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Fnend  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland. 
It  was  a  principle  he  thought  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Gibson)  had  assented  to,  and  he 
could  not  see,  therefore,  why  he  should 
BO  strongly  object  to  it. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M^KENNA  thought  that 
under  the  circumst€tnces  contemplated 
they  ought  to  protect  the  tenant  from 
every  creditor.  He  had  no  objection  to 
the  landlords  being  tied  up,  if  the  other 
creditors  were  also  tied  up;  but  if  a 
tenant  was  sold  out  by  any  other  than 
the  landlord,  then  the  landlord's  claim 
ahonld  be  considered  prior  to  that  of  any 
other  creditor  in  the  distribution.  He 
would  suggest,  therefore,  that  words 
ahould  be  added  to  protect  the  interest 
in  the  holding  of  a  tenant  who  had 
giTen  notice  to  have  a  judicial  rent 
fixed,  from  execution  at  the  hands  of 
other  creditors. 

Hn.  GLADSTONE  said,  there  had 
been  no  such  disposition  on  the  part  of 


the  Government  to  adopt  a  violent  course 
as  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson)  seemed  to  suppose.  There- 
fore, he  could  not  see  the  necessity  for 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
getting  on  the  high  horse,  and  asserting 
himseu  with  such  vehemence  as  he  had 
done  on  the  subject  of  that  Amendment. 
He  (Mr.  Gladstone)  knew  that  he  was 
struck,  and  that  all  the  Members  of  the 
Government  were  struck,  with  the  argu- 
ment that  the  Amendment  of  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  as  it  stood,  did  not 
adequately  protect  the  tenant  in  all  cases, 
and  that  there  was  evidently  something 
equitable  in  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork's  (Mr.  PameU's)  Amend- 
ment, and  that  it  ought  to  be  extended 
to  the  case  of  all  other  creditors.  His 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  was  considering 
whether  there  ought  not  to  be  some 
other  changes  made;  and,  viewing  the 
matter  in  that  light,  they  did  not  con- 
sider the  Amendment  adversely.  The 
effect  would  be  that  the  sale  of  a  tenancy 
would  be  prevented,  and  the  main  assets 
which  the  tenant  would  have  to  enable 
him  to  discharge  a  debt  would  be  pro- 
bated, and  put  in  a  proper  condition  for 
protection.  There  would  be  a  power  to 
put  the  assets  in  the  best  condition  for 
the  tenant.  Taking  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
as  their  raw  material,  the  Government 
would  propose,  in  the  first  place,  to 
make  it  a  temporary  provision ;  in  the 
second  place,  to  limit  the  power  of  the 
Court  to  the  stopping  of  the  action  only 
in  so  far  as  to  prevent  the  sale  of  the 
tenancy  until  after  the  judicial  rent  was 
fixed ;  and,  thirdly,  to  provide  that  the 
enactment  should  apply  to  every  case 
where  this  form  of  action  was  brought, 
and  not  merely  in  the  case  when  it  was 
brought  by  the  landlord. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Farrer  Herschell)  said,  that  the  pro- 
posal had  better  stand  over  so  that  it 
might  be  added  to  Clause  53,  thus  afford- 
ing time  for  adjustment  to  the  phrase- 
ology. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  asked 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  make  this  Amend- 
ment applicable  to  all  tenancies,  irre- 
spective of  their  annual  value  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  assented. 

IThird  Night.'] 


47 


Zand  Law 


(COMMONS) 


(^tffaNMQ  SiU. 


48 


Me.  PARNELL  said,  he  would  with- 
draw his  Amendment  on  the  understand- 
ing suggested. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  45  (Existence  of  Land  Commis- 
sion not  to  create  vested  interests). 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  to  insert  words  entitling 
the  Judicial  Commissioner  to  a  pension. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  28,  lino  16,  after  <*  of,'*  insert  '*  the 
Land  Commission  other  than  the  Judicial  Com- 
missioner, or  an  Aflsistant  CommiBsioner.*' — 
{Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
he  there  inserted." 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  could  not  under- 
stand why  the  principal  Commissioners 
other  than  the  Judicial  Commissioner 
should  not  have  pensions. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  would  like  to 
know  what  was  meant  hy  providing  that 
one  Assistant  Commissioner  was  to  get 
a  superannuation.  At  first  there  was 
nothingabout  superannuation  in  the  Bill ; 
then  the  Judicial  Commissioner  crept  in, 
and,  of  course,  he  must,  like  all  other 
Judges,  be  entitled  to  superannuation. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  .the  Amend- 
ment wanted  the  word  **  being  "  before 
'*  an  Assistant  Commissioner.'' 

Amendment  amended,  by  adding  the 
word  "  being,"  and  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  4G  (Annual  report  by  Land 
Commission). 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY,  in  moving, 
as  an  Amendment,  in  page  28,  lines  20 
and  21,  to  leave  out  the  words  ''  after 
the  year  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  eighty-one,"  said,  he  did  so  for 
the  purpose  of  asking  the  Government 
whether  they  would  instruct  the  Com- 
mission to  make  a  preliminary  Report 
during  next  Session  r 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  best 
to  leave  the  matter  to  the  discretion  of 
the  Commissioners.  The  Government 
would  take  care  to  bring  the  subject 
under  their  consideration. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 


Clause  47  (Arrears  of  rent  how  dealt 

with). 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Attobvet  Obhsral 
for  Ibeland,  the  foUowini^  Amendments 
made :  —  In  page  28,  line  28,  after 
**that,"  insert  "the;"  line  41,  print 
from  ''  whenever,"  as  a  new  paragraph ; 
line  3,  leave  out  from  "such,"  to  "  and," 
in  line  4  ;  line  4,  after  "  tenant,"  insert 
"had  not  been  so  erected  for  his ;  "  line 
4,  leave  out  "  still  in  occupation ;"  after 
line  81 ,  insert  as  a  separate  paragraph, — 

"  The  omiation  or  refusal  by  either  landlord 
or  tenant  of  any  holding  to  join  with  the  other 
of  them  in  obtaining  a  loan  from  the  Land 
Commiaaion  under  this  section  ihall  not  pn]n- 
dice  any  other  application  or  prooeeding  whidi 
cither  of  them  may  make  or  institute  under  tlus 
Act  or  *Tho  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Xrdand) 
Act,  1870,'  in  relation  to  the  holding." 

Mr.  HEALY  moved,  at  end  of  danse, 
the  insertion  of  a  long  sub-section,  with 
the  object  of  providing  that  in  case  of 
arrears  thej  should  be  reckoned  on  the 
basis  of  the  judicial  rent. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  30,  lino  7,  at  end  of  Clauie  47,  to  in- 
sert the  wonif), — *'  Provided  always,  Hut  if  the 
landlord  of  any  tenant  of  a  holding  valued  at  or 
under  fifty  pounds,  who,  at  the  paaaing  of  tldi 
Act,  shall  be  in  arrears,  shall  refuse  to  join  mc^ 
tenant  in  an  amplication  to  the  Court  reepeeting 
arrears,  then,  if  the  tenant  applies  to  the  Court 
to  fix  a  judicial  rent,  and  the  judicial  rent  m 
fixed  is  less  than  the  rent  payable  by  the  tenant 
at  the  date  of  such  application,  the  Court  may, 
if  it  think  fit,  certify  that  such  former  rent  was 
an  excessive  rent,  and  thereupon  such  arvean 
shall  be  doomed  to  be  reduced  to  such  an  amount 
as  would  have  been  due  had  only  such  jodioial 
rent  been  payable  from  the  date  when  audi 
arrears  commenced  to  accrue,  and  the  pavment 
or  tender  of  such  reduced  amount  aludl  be  a 
sufficient  answer  to  any  proceeding  for  or 
founded  upon  such  arrears  in  any  court  of  law 
or  equity.   — (Mr.  Healg.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  asked  Mr. 
Speaker,  whether  the  Amendment  was 
in  Order,  the  House  having  already 
agreed  to  a  section  which  provided  that 
the  refusal  of  either  party  to  join  in  an 
application  under  tne  Arrears  (Sausa 
should  not  prejudice  any  future  prooeed- 
ings  by  the  other  party  ? 

Mr.  speaker,  in  reply,  intimated 
that  it  was  competent  for  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  move  his  Amendment,  and  that 
the  objection  taken  by  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  was  rather  a  matter  df  arga- 
ment  than  a  point  of  Order. 
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Kb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEH  said,  the  Oo- 
Ternment  could  not  agree  ia  the  Amend- 
ment for  the  reasons  stated  by  him  in 
Committee — namely,  that  they  oould  not 
oonaent  to  any  compnleory  proposal  for 
dealing  vith  arrears.  It  would  not  be 
jost  or  expedient  compulsorily  to  dimi- 
nish the  debt  owing  to  a  man  ;  and  he 
was  snre  that  it  would  be  useless  for 
any  such  proposal  to  be  accepted  by  the 
House  after  what  had  happened  "  else- 
where." It  would,  moreover,  put  the 
man  who  had  paid  his  rent  in  a  most 
unfair  position  as  compared  with  the 
man  who  owed  it. 

Ua.  MACFAHLANEsaid,  there  would 
be  some  ground  for  the  ar(;ument  of  the 
righthon.Oentleman  the  chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  if  the  only  penalty  falling  on 
the  tenant  was  the  payment  of  his  debt ; 
but  the  penalty  would  be  considerably 
heavier,  tot  he  would  lose  the  benefit  of 
the  Act.  If  the  tenant  had  been  paying 
a  reasonable  rent  previonsly,  he  would 
not  have  allowed  arrears  to  accrue  at 
all,  and  therefore  it  was  only  just  to 
give  him  some  substantial  relief  in  re- 
•peot  of  what  had  become  due  through 
no  fault  of  his  own.  He  thought  at 
that  stage  of  the  Bill,  and  after  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  concession  had  been 
made  by  the  Government,  there  was  no 
'  use  in  taking  up  a  long  time  in  that 
disonssion. 

Ub.  BAW80N  believed  the  whole 
rtfuoft  i'etft  of  the  Bill  was  that  the 
tenants  of  Ireland  had  been  unfairly 
rented,  and  therefore  he  did  not  see 
why  the  Government  should  abject  to 
detu  more  liberally  than  they  had  done 
with  the  Bubjeot  uf  arrears. 

Mr.  GLA&STONE  said,  the  Govern- 
ment had  gone  to  the  length  of  their 
tether  with  regard  to  arrears,  and  could 
not  go  back  upon  the  reduction  of  debts 
doe  oefore  the  passing  of  the  Act.  If 
aoy  of  the  unjust  or  unfortunate  trans- 
actions that  had  occurred  previously 
were  to  be  corrected,  they  should  be 
oolreoted  universally. 

Mb.  HEALT,  in  withdrawing  the 
Amandment,  took  occasion  to  observe 
that  the  nght  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Seoretoxy  for  Ireland's  manner  of  meet- 
ing it  1^  appealing  on  a  point  of  Order 
to  the  Speaker  was  very  characteristic 
indeed. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wMdraien. 

OUvMf  M  «mendad,  t^Md  te. 
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Clause  49  (Definitions). 
The  attorney    GENEEAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  an  Amend- 
ment extending  the  definition  of  present 
tenancies  to  every  tenancy 

Created  before  the  let  of  January,  1SS3, 
,  holding  in  which  a  tonancy  was  Bubsiating 
at  the  time  of  this  passing  of  the  Act," 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  31,  line  17,  after  tho  word  "Act," 
to  insert  tho  wonis  "  or  created  before  the  fiiit 
day  of  January,  one  thouBanil  eigbt  hundred 
and  eighty -three,  in  a  holding  in  which  a  ten- 
ancy was  Bubsisting  at  the  time  of  the  passing 
of  this  Act."— (-tfr.  Mlanuy  Qenerol  for  Ire- 
land.) 

Question  proposed, ' '  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  HEALT  moved  to  amend  the 
Amendment  by  inserting,  after  "sub- 
sisting," the  words  "  or  the  tenant  is  in 
possession."  He  explained  that  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Amendment  was  to  provide 
against  the  application  of  the  clause 
to  holdiogs  acquired  by  the  landlord 
through  the  instrumentality  of  sherifia' 
sales,  for  instance. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment, 

In  line  3,  after  the  word  "  Bubdttiag,"  to 
insert  the  words  "  or  the  tenant  is  in  posses- 
flion."— (^r,  Staly.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  if  the  land- 
lord bought  the  holding  there  would 
be  an  end  to  the  matter,  and  ii  anybody 
else  bought  it  he  would  be  protected  by 
the  Amendment. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  the 
mistaken  tactics  of  the  Land  League 
were  now  being  exhibited  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite.  Farmers  had  been  in- 
duced  to  allow  their  farms  to  be  sold 
over   their  heads,    and  when   the  Bill 

Sassed  would  find  themselves  in  great 
ifBculty. 

Question  put,  and  negatwtd. 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 
Mr.   GIBSON  complained  that  the 
insertion  of  these  words  would  give  a 
great  extension  to   the  meaning  of  a 

firesent  tenancy  and  that  they  were 
arger  than  had  been  asked  for  by  Irish 
Members  below  the  Gangway.  It  would 
put  into  the  position  of  a  present  ten- 
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ant,  the  holder  of  every  tenancy  created 
before  the  let  of  January,  1883,  and  that 
was  six  months  longer  than  some  of  the 
Irish  Members  had  proposed.  The  effect 
of  that  would  be  that  it  would  operate 
most  unfairly  towards  the  landlord  in 
the  case  of  a  tenancy  ceasing  before  the 
poposed  date.  The  landlord,  in  such  a 
case,  would  either  have  to  hold  the  land 
in  his  own  hands,  or  let  it  to  a  tenant, 
who,  the  day  after,  would  be  in  the  posi- 
tion of  a  present  tenant,  and  be  able  to 
bring  the  landlord  into  Court  in  order 
to  have  a  judicial  rent  fixed.  He  urged 
that,  at  all  events,  the  time  should  be 
limited  to  1 2  months  after  the  passing 
of  the  Act. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mb.  MABUM  moved  to  add  to  the 
Amendment  the  words  ''  or  had  been 
subsisting  within  12  months  previously." 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  tho  end  of  the  foregoing  Amendment,  to 
insert  the  words  "  or  had  been  subsisting  within 
twelve  months  previously." — {Jdr.  Marum.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mk.  HEALY  thought  the  promise  of 
the  Prime  Minister  had  not  been  fulfilled 
by  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man distinctly  stated  that  in  no  holding, 
in  respect  of  which  a  breach  of  condi- 
tion had  been  committed  before  the  Bill 
became  law,  should  a  future  tenancy 
be  created  without  an  interval  having 
elapsed.  That  promise  was  not  carried 
out  in  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would  at 
ouce  acknowledge  the  hon.  Member's 
(Mr.  Healy's)  capacity  for  ingenious 
argument;  but  could  assure  him  that 
not  only  could  no  breach  of  covenant 
committed  before  the  passing  of  the  Act 
be  made  the  foundation  of  a  future  ten- 
ancy, but  that  some  breaches  of  covenant 
committed  after  the  passing  of  the  Act 
should  not  lead  to  the  growth  of  a 
future  tenancy. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  Amendment  provided  for  the 
large  number  of  evicted  for  whom  he 
and  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Healy)  had 
been  pleading.  The  tenants  he  more 
particularly  referred  to  were  those  who 
would  be  assisted  by  the  Arrears  Glause, 

Mr.  OOean 


and  enabled  to  make  an  amuigement 
with  the  landlord  to  pay  portion  of  the 
arrears  themselves  and  borrow  another 
portion.  He  had  hoped  they  would  be 
able  to  come  in  as  present  tenants,  and 
have  the  advantage  of  Clause  7  ;  but  it 
appeared  to  him  that  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  pro- 
vided nothing  of  the  kind,  because  those 
tenants  would  not  be  tenants  existing  at 
the  passing  of  the  Act. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  a  man  must 
bo  a  tenant  to  apply  under  the  Arrears 
Clause,  and  if  he  was  a  tenant,  he  was 
a  present  tenant.  If  be  had  been  evicted, 
but  retained  his  right  of  redemption, 
then  also  he  was  still  a  tenant. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  the  follow- 
ing addition  to  the  same  sub-seotion : — 

"Every  tenancy  to  which  this  Act  appIiM 
shall  bo  deemed  to  be  a  present  tenancy  until 
the  contrary  is  proved." 

The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
said  it  was  reasonable  when  they  started 
with  present  tenancies  to  presome  that 
every  tenant  was  a  present  tenant  until 
the  contrary  was  established. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  31,  line  17,  at  end,  add  "  and  erery 
tenancy  to  which  this  Act  applies  shall  be  deemed 
to  be  a  present  tenancy  until  tho  contraxyis 
proved.*' — (JTr.  Attorney  General  for  Irelamd.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  adaed." 

Mr.  PLUNKET  thought  it  was  unfair 
to  establish  such  a  presumption  against 
the  landlord.  It  would  be  far  easier  for 
the  tenant  to  obtain  evidence  in  Ids 
favour  than  for  the  landlord,  and  the 
Amendment  was  therefore  unnecessary. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  wotrds 
inserted  accordingly. 

Mr.  PARNELL  moved  the  following 
extension  of  *'  the  present  tenancy  "  de- 
finition : — 

*'  Or  a  tenancy  beginning  after  the  psMiiiy  of 
this  Act,  in  respect  of  whitoiit  shall  bemntoiUy 
agreed  between  the  landlord  and  tenant  that  it 
shall  be  a  present  tenancy." 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  31,  line  17,  after  the  word  **  Aet»"  to 
insert  the  words  "  or  a  tenancy  beginning  afUr 
the  passing  of  Uiii  Act  in  respect  of  — *^-'^  '^ 
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shall  be  mutually  agreed  between  the  landlord 
and  tenant  that  it  wall  be  a  present  tenancy." 
—{Mr.  PamelL) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  declined  to  accept 
the  Amendment,  observing  that  the  Go- 
yemment  had  already  gone  quite  far 
enough  in  the  direction  pointed  out  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork. 

Mr.  LEAMY  said,  the  Amendmeut 
was  intended  to  enable  any  landlord 
who  thought  fit  to  reinstate  as  a  pre- 
sent tenant  any  person  who  had  been  a 
tenant  of  his,  but  who  would  not  be  a 
tenant  at  the  passing  of  the  Act.  Surely, 
there  could  be  no  objection  to  it,  for  it 
was  not  in  any  sense  obligatory;  and 
he  thought  if  a  landlord  wished  to  re- 
store a  tenant  and  confer  a  present 
tenancy  upon  him  he  should  be  at  liberty 
to  do  so. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
that  all  the  cases  which  the  Bill  intended 
to  meet  were  met,  and  it  would  be  un- 
reasonable to  accept  a  proposal  the  terms 
of  which  were  perfectly  unlimited,  and 
might  apply  to  cases  occurring  at  any 
time.  If  a  tenant  was  evicted  six  months 
before  the  passing  of  the  Act  he  had  the 
right  of  redemption,  and  therefore  was 
a  present  tenant. 

Mb.  DAWSON  said,  the  Bill  was  said 
to  be  pervaded  by  the  great  spirit  of 
freedom  of  contract ;  and,  if  so,  why  not 
allow  a  landlord  to  make  a  contract 
which  would  be  favourable  to  the  tenant 
and  agreeable  to  himself?  By  not  doing 
80,  they  would  be  limiting  the  freedom 
of  contract  they  were  so  anxious  to  up- 
hold. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  the  Amendment 
was  much  more  important  than  the  Go- 
vernment seemed  to  suppose.  It  was 
one  which  would  be  followed  by  results 
entering  into  the  national  life  of  Ireland, 
and  he  ventured  to  think  that  even  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Dublin  University  (Mr. 
Gtibson),  who  was  always  ready  to  mount 
tiie  war  horse  and  charge  the  Govern- 
ment Benches,  would  scarcely  object  to 
the  liberty  which  it  proposed  to  confer 
upon  the  landlord,  seeing  that  it  would 
enable  him  to  do  in  a  cheap  way  what 
he  oonld  now  only  do  by  an  expensive 
deed.  Freedom  of  contract  was  their 
battle  ory  at  the  present  moment. 


Mb.  GLADSTONE  pointed  out  thajt 
the  unlimited  character  of  the  Amend- 
ment would  enable  tenancies  to  pass  back- 
ward and  forward  into  and  out  of  the 
condition  of  a  present  tenancy  any  num- 
ber of  times.  That  seemed  to  him  more 
like  confusion  than  order,  and  it  was  a 
state  of  things  they  did  not  like  to 
create. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorney  Genebal 
for  Ibeland,  Amendment  made,  in  page 
31,  line  18,  after  "  means,"  insert  **  ex- 
cept as  aforesaid." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved,  in  page 
31,  line  30,  to  insert  as  a  separate 
paragraph— 

"  Landed  Property  Improvement  (Ireland) 
Acts*  means  the  Act  of  the  session  of  the  tenth 
and  eleventh  years  of  the  reign  of  Her  present 
Majesty,  chapter  thirty-two,  intituled  *  An  Act 
to  facilitate  the  Improvement  of  Landed  Pro- 
perty in  Ireland,  and  any  Acts  amending  or 
extending  the  same.' " 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  words  inserted 
accordingly. 

Mb.  GIBSON  moved,  in  page  31,  line 

35,  after  "  Act,"  to  insert — 

"  *And  *  The  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland) 
Act,  1870,'  exoept  in  so  far  as  the  same  is  ex- 
pressly altered  or  varied  by  this  Act  or  is  in- 
consistent therewith,  and  this  Act  shall  be  con- 
strued  together  as  one  Act." 

Amendment  agreed  to  ;  words  inserted 
accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  50  (Rules  as  to  determination 
of  tenancy) 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  yor 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  the  fol- 
lowing Amendment  to  the  clause : — In 
page  32,  line  3,  insert  as  separate  sub- 
section (2) — 

(2)  * '  \\Tiere  the  landlord  has  resumed  pos- 
session of  a  tenancy  from  a  })resent  tenant,  he 
may,  if  he  thinks  fit  so  to  do,  reinstate  such 
tenant  in  his  holding  as  a  present  tenant ;  and 
therefrom  such  tenancy  shall  again  become  sub- 
ject to  all  the  provisions  of  this  Act  which  are 
applicable  to  present  tenancies." 

Mb.  HEALY  proposed,  as  an  Amend- 
ment to  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land's Amendment,  in  lines  1  and  2,  to 
leave  out  **  a  present  tenant.'* 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  word 
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provided  before  the  oommenoemeDt  of 
the  next  Session  showing  the  extent  of 
these  town  parks,  and  under  what  con- 
ditions they  existed,  so  that  an  opinion 
might  be  formed  as  to  what  would  be 
the  probable  operation  of  the  clause. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that  it  would  be  no 
great  boon  to  obtain  such  a  Return,  and 
it  was  very  easy  for  anyone  to  get  the 
details. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  52  (Saving  of  existing  tenan- 
cies). 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorney  Qexeral 
for  Ireland,  the  following  Amendments 
made : — In  page  38,  line  17,  after  **  or," 
insert  *' other;"  line  17,  after  **  ten- 
ancy," insert  **held  by  occupying  ton- 
ants  and;"  line  19,  after  **  which," 
insert  ''said;"  line  19,  leave  out  the 
second  **  tenancv,"  and  insert  **  contracts 
of  tenancy;"  line  22,  before  **  exist- 
ing," insert  "such;"  line  25,  before 
**  existing,"  insert  "  such ;  "  and  in 
line  80,  before  *  *  existing,"  insert  **  such." 

Mr.  HEALY  (for  Mr.  Bigoar)  moved 
to  omit  the  words  '*  from  year  to  year," 
after  "  tenant,"  at  the  commencement 
of  the  clause,  which  gave  the  Court 
power  to  quash  a  lease  accepted  by  a 
tenant  from  year  to  year  since  the  passing 
of  the  Act  of  1870,  when  the  Court  was 
satisfied  that  such  lease  was  procured  by 
the  landlord  by  threat  of  eviction  or 
undue  influence.  A  leaseholder  whose 
lease  was  expired  was  in  a  far  more  de- 
fenceless position  than  a  yearly  tenant, 
and  the  Amendment,  if  accepted,  would 
save  hundreds  of  cases. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  33, 
line  42,  to  leave  out  the  words  '*  from 
year  to  year." — (Ifr.  Mealy,) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  words 
*  from  year  to  year  *  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  object 
of  the  clause  was  to  provide  redress  for 
leaseholders  who,  by  threat  of  eviction 
or  undue  influence,  were  deprived  of  the 
rights  which  they  ought  to  have  had 
under  the  Act  of  1870,  by  having  leases 
thus  forced  upon  them.  The  class  of 
leaseholders  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  sought  to  include 
had  comparatively  sHght  benefits  con- 
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ferred  upon  them  by  that  Act,  and, 
therefore,  did  not  come  within  the  pxin- 
ciple  of  the  clause.  He  oould  not  accept 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  CALLAN  supported  the  Amend- 
ment, and  referred  to  cases  of  hardship 
which  it  would  remedy. 

Mr.  BIOGAB  supported  the  Amend- 
ment. 


Question  put. 

The   House   divided : 
Noes   26:  Majority  136. 
No.  340.) 


Aree    163; 
(Div.  List, 


Mr.  HEALY  moved  to  insert  ''twelve" 
instead  of  **  six  months  "  after  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Act,  as  the  period  withm 
winch  a  tenant  might  app^  to  the  Oonrt 
to  have  an  unfair  lease  made  Yoid,  on 
the  ground  that  it  had  been  accepted 
under  the  threat  of  eviction  or  undas 
influence.  It  was,  he  thought,  too  much 
to  ask  the  tenant  to  go  before  the  Conxt 
within  six  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Pftgc  84,  line 
5,  to  leave  out  the  word  **  six,  in  order 
to  insert  the  word  **  twelve." — {Mr. 
Healy,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  six  '  stand  part  of  the  BUI." 

The  ATTORNEY  OENEBAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  resisted  the 
Amendment,  considering  it  only  reason- 
able that  in  six  months  a  tenant  ongbt 
to  be  able  to  make  up  his  mind  what  ne 
intended  to  do. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  53  (Saving  in  case  of  inabilifj 
to  make  immediate  application  to  Court). 

Mr.  PARNELL,  i^  conformity  with 
an  arrangement,  moved  to  add  to  the 
clause  in  its  altered  form  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  and  withdrawn  at  an 
early  hour  of  the  evening. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  pafi^e  34,  line  21,  at  end  of  Clause  68,  to 
insert  the  words  *  *■  Whenever  within  six  monthi 
after  the  passing  of  this  Act  any  action  shall  bs 
pending  or  he  brought  against  a  tenant  to 
recover  a  deht  or  damages  bofore  or  altar  an 
application  to  fix  a  judicial  rent,  and  shall  be 
pending  before  such  application  is  dispoeed  o( 
the  Court  before  which  such  action  la  pending 
shall  have  power,  upon  such  terma  and  oondi* 
tions  as  the  Court  may  think  fit,  to  stay  the  Hk 
under  any  writ  of  execution  in  suc^  actioB  of 
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the  tenancy  in  reepeot  of  which  such  application 
is  pending  until  the  termination  of  the  proceed- 
ings to  fix  such  judicial  rent." — (Jfr.  Pamell.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Me.  BRODEICK  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  listen  to  the  proposal  in 
its  present  form,  more  especially  as  it 
was  imderstood  that  they  would  bring 
up  an  Amendment  of  their  own  upon 
the  subject.  He  did  not  believe  that 
any  words  the  Government  would  bring 
up  could  have  any  approach  to  these, 
which  would  be  fatal  to  the  decisions 
of  the  House  in  Committee  on  every 
question  of  importance  relating  to  time 
and  the  retrospective  action  of  the  Bill. 
These  words  were  sprung  upon  the 
House  at  a  time  when  it  was  almost 
impossible  to  take  due  cognizance  of 
them.  Many  hon.  Members  had  left 
the  House  under  the  impression  that  no 
farther  question  of  importance  would 
be  introduced,  on  which  assumption  the 
Prime  Minister  had  asked  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  to  raise  no  obstacle  to 
the  third  reading  being  taken  that  even- 
ing. The  words  as  they  stood  wouFd 
offer  a  premium  to  every  tenant  in 
Ireland  who  was  in  arrear  in  his  rent 
to  go  into  Court  to  get  his  rent  fixed 
judicially,  and  were  thus  inconsistent 
with  the  desire  of  the  Prime  Minister  not 
to  encourage  litigation  by  tempting  ten- 
ants to  rush  into  Uie  Court.  The  prospect 
held  out  to  the  landlord  was  that  the 
satisfaction  given  by  the  Bill  would  be 
such  that  tenants  would  not  have  reason 
to  refuse  to  pay  their  rents;  but  now 
they  were  to  be  allowed  to  hold  them 
badk  six  months  longer,  and  thus,  in 
some  cases,  to  bring  the  landlords  to 
the  verge  of  bankruptcy.  This  was 
to  be  done  because  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  come 
down  to  g^ve  effect  to  an  edict  sent  forth 
by  the  Land  League  a  few  days  ago. 
["Hear,  hear!"  and  *'No,  no!"]  If  the 
Government  accepted  the  proposition, 
they  would  be  playing  into  the  hands  of 
the  Land  Lea^e,  whose  action  they  had 
denounced.  [**  Oh,  oh !  "J  He  hoped  he 
should  not  be  further  interrupted  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stockton,  who  seemed 
to  think  that  because  the  Members  who 
were  present  to  protest  against  the 
iniquity  of  the  clause  was  small  their 
alignments  could  be  obscured  from  the 
oountry.  He  appealed  to  the  Govern- 
inent  to  give  a  most  distinct  negative 


to  a  proposition  to  carry  out  an  arrange- 
ement  into  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Lreland  entered  far  too  easily, 
and  by  so  doing  they  would  show 
that  they  did  not  desire  to  re-open 
all  the  questions  which  were  supposed 
to  have  been  closed.  The  Amendment 
would  tempt  the  farmer  to  squander 
money  which  was  due  to  the  landlord, 
because  he  could  not  be  sued  for  it  for 
six  months*  or  possibly  for  a  longer  time. 
What  security  was  there  in  the  press  of 
business  which  would  thus  be  created 
that  it  would  not  be  six  years  before 
rents  could  be  fixed,  if  this  incentive 
were  offered  to  tenants  to  rush  into  the 
Court?  The  proposition  was  the  out- 
come of  the  intention  of  the  Land 
League  to  defeat  the  action  of  the  Bill, 
and  it  was  unwise  of  the  Government 
to  attempt  to  import  it  into  the  Bill  at 
that  stage.  If  the  Amendment  were 
agreed  to,  he  believed  it  would  seriously 
imperil  the  passing  of  the  Bill ;  and,  no 
matter  how  small  the  minority  might 
be,  he  would  certainly  divide  the  Com- 
mittee against  it. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  thought  that  some 
of  the  statements  of  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Brodrick)  were  without  foundation. 
There  was,  for  instance,  no  foundation 
for  the  apprehension  that  matters  might 
be  suspended  for  an  indefinite  time.  If 
the  facts  did  not  warrant  the  application, 
the  Court  would  reject  it,  for  what  was 
proposed  was  only  a  permissive  and 
enabling  power.  The  Court  would  not 
grant  it  if  it  were  not  reasonable,  and 
much  would  depend  on  the  prospect  of 
a  speedy  settlement.  Then,  again,  there 
was  no  interference  wi^h  the  landlord 
who  sued  in  the  Civil  Bill  Court,  a 
decree  in  which  did  not  enable  the 
creditor  to  sell  the  tenancy.  Therefore, 
for  all  classes  of  tenants  whose  rent  did 
not  come  up  to  £20  the  Amendment 
would  not  have  the  effect  suggested. 
The  Commissioners  might  also  impose 
conditions  on  the  tenants.  For  instance, 
they  might  require  that  security  might 
be  given,  or  that  a  substantial  part  of 
the  rent  should  be  brought  into  Court 
to  abide  the  decision.  It  might,  there- 
fore, the  Government  conceived,  be  ac- 
cepted without  the  fear  of  doing  injus- 
tice to  the  landlord  or  other  creditor. 

Mr.  lewis  strongly  opposed  the 
Amendment,  remarking  that  of  all  the 
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oliaiiges  introduced  into  the  Bill  since 
its  first  introduction  that  was,  in  his 
opinion,  the  most  serious.  P'  Oh,  oh  I  *'] 
He  was  aware  that  those  benches  were 
deserted,  and  that  they  were  at  the 
mercy  of  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way. If  the  Amendment  were  sanc- 
tioned, it  would  not,  in  the  circum- 
stances, carry  with  it  the  weight  of  the 
House,  for  it  was  introduced  only  two 
or  three  hours  ago,  and  it  was  now  being 
discussed  in  the  absence  of  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  took  a  deep  interest  in 
the  subject,  but  who  did  not  know  that 
such  a  proposal  had  been  brought  for- 
ward. One  effect  of  the  Amendment 
would  be  to  clog  the  Court  with  a  num- 
ber of  cases  which  otherwise  would  not 
be  there.  In  many  cases,  a  landlord 
might  have  five  or  six  years  of  rent 
owing  to  him  without  an  opportunity  of 
his  obtaining  a  farthing.  It  was  urged 
that  an  execution  could  be  levied  against 
the  other  ordinary  assets  of  the  debtor ; 
but  the  tenant  might  say  that  the  Legis- 
lature had  practically  tied  the  landlord 
up  until  a  judicial  rent  had  been  settled, 
and  the  landlord  would  be  without  an 
answer  to  such  an  argument.  Again, 
when  the  intervention  of  the  Court  was 
invoked,  the  ordinary  creditors  were  to 
be  told  that  they  must  wait  until  the 
landlord  and  the  tenant  had  settled  their 
dispute.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  had  remarked  that  the  Court 
might  impose  a  condition  that  the  ten- 
ant should  pay  the  rent  into  Court.  But 
what  advantage  would  that  confer  on 
the  starving  landlord  ?  This  was  an  ex 
post  facto  clause  of  a  most  obnoxious 
description,  for  it  gave  one  party  an 
advantage  entirely  at  the  expense  of  the 
other.  In  some  cases  it  might  be  the 
ruin  of  the  landlord.  There  were  some 
landlords  who,  by  the  operation  of  such 
a  clause  as  this,  would  be  rendered  for 
months  and  for  years  totally  destitute. 
He  spoke  on  behalf  of  landlords  who 
were  unable  to  take  care  of  themselves, 
and  he  was  strongly  opposed  to  a  pro- 
position which  would  place  them  at  the 
mercy  of  a  litigious  tenant  and  a  dila- 
tory Court.  If  ever  there  was  an  im- 
moral clause,  the  one  now  under  discus- 
sion WAS  stamped  with  that  character. 
Bou.  ACombers  on  that  side  of  the  House 
were  Ijoiind  to  protest  against  such  a 
clause  *>^»iig  added  to  the  Bill.  Various 
referor^^^  had  been  made  to  "  another 


body"  and  "another  place,"  bnt  that 
other  '<  body"  and  that  other  "^laoe" 
would  be  grossly  neglecting  their  duty 
if  they  did  not  at  once  scout  a  proTision 
like  this,  which  had  been  introdnoed 
without  Notice  and  accepted  without 
consideration,  and  which  was,  on  the 
face  of  it,  a  disregard  of  the  ozdinaiy 
laws  of  morality. 

Mk.  W.  £.  FoBSTER  said,  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Lewis)  had  ended 
his  speech  by  saying  what  the  dnty  of 
another  House  ought  to  be;  but  he 
(Mr.  Forster)  thought  the  hon.  Member 
should  wait  until  he  got  in  that  "other 
place"  before  he  said  what  its  duty 
ought  to  be.  They  had  to  oonaider  wh^ 
their  duty  was;  and,  for  his  part,  he 
hoped  that  the  House  would  accept  the 
Amendment.  The  hon.  Member  who 
had  last  spoken  had  used  Tery  bard 
words  respecting  it;  but  he  had  enor- 
mously exaggerated  his  case.  He  had 
spoken  on  the  supposition  that,  in  any 
extreme  case,  the  Court  waa  bound  to 
grant  a  postponement  of  any  application; 
but  the  wording  of  the  clause  only  gave 
the  Court  power  to  do  so,  and  the  HooMy 
i  f  i  t  had  any  confidence  in  the  Court,  might 
bo  sure  it  would  g^ard  against  extreme 
cases  of  hardship.  Such  oases  occasioii- 
ally  there  might  be,  no  doubt ;  but  there 
were  also  cases  of  extreme  rente,  which 
had,  in  fact,  been  the  real  cause  of  the 
Bill  that  had  so  long  occupied  the  House. 
He  thought  they  had  all  by  this  time 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  unfair  rents 
ought  to  be  reduced,  and  that  a  man 
ought  not  to  be  deprived  of  the  benefits 
of  the  Act  because  his  payments  were  in 
arrear.  The  Bill  left  an  enormous  ma- 
jority of  cases  to  the  law  as  it  at  present 
stood ;  but  quite  recently  the  landlords 
had  found  out  a  new  process,  by  means 
of  writs  of  Jieri  facias^  of  exacting  their 
Tents,  and  getting  rid  of  their  tenants, 
lie  had  thought  that  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  guarded  against  such  casee,  and 
the  discovery  that  they  did  not  do  so 
was  a  perfect  surprise  to  him.  He  was» 
therefore,  obliged  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
for  filling  up  the  gap  in  the  interests  of 
the  good  government  of  Ireland.  ["Oh, 
oh ! '']  He  repeated  that  the  intereetsof 
the  good  government  of  Ireland  required 
that,  after  conferring  on  the  tenants  the 
benefits  of  the  Bill,  they  should  fill  op 
any  gap  that  might  be  discovered,  by 
which  the  Bill  might  be  evaded  and  the 
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tenants  would  lose  the  advantages  in- 
tended for  them.  The  hon.  Member  for 
West  Surrey  (Mr.  Brodrick)  had  alluded 
to  certain  statements  of  the  Land  League; 
now,  he  (Mr.  Forster)  did  not  know 
whether  or  not  the  Land  League  had 
made  them;  but  it  was  quite  possible 
that  even  the  Land  League  might  some- 


know  scarcely  anything  of  the  equity  of 
each  case  as  between  landlord  and  ten- 
ant ;  while,  as  regards  the  other  credi- 
tors, it  would  know  absolutely  nothing 
at  all.  All  he  (Mr.  Plunket)  could  say 
was,  that  the  adoption  of  the  proposal 
would  be  taken  in  Ireland  as  the  most 
sublime  triumph  of  the  land  agitation 


times  make  a  correct  statement ;  and,  and  the  Land  League,  whose  last  man- 
in  any  case,  it  would  be  a  misfortune  if  date  was  that  nothing  should  be  paid 
provisions  intended  to  benefit  the  ten-  till  the  new  rents  were  ascertained  by 
ants  were  defeated  by  a  comparatively  the  Court.  [**  No,  no  ! "]  Well,  that 
new  process  of  which  the  Government  was  he  read  in  the  paper  over  and  over 
were  not  previously  aware.  Indeed,  the  again.  He  could  only  add  that  he  was 
House  itself  would  be  to  blame  if  it  al-  confident  that  of  all  the  unprecedented 
lowed  its  main  object  to  be  frustrated,  proposals  made  by  the  Bill,  public  opi- 
And  what  was  now  proposed  was  not  nion  would  to-morrow  characterize  the 
that  the  payment  of  all  debts  should  be  Amendment  before  the  House  as  the 
suspended,  but  that  a  period  of  grace  or  most  novel  and  the  most  strange, 
waiting  should  be  given-for  six  months  Question  put. 
or  a  year — rather  than  the  tenants  should  _,,     _          ,.  .,  ,       .        «^«    i.t 

be  driven  out.     He  was  somewhat  sur-  ^^^^^^^''T^.TJ^'^/^H^^^^^ 

prised  at  the  opposition  that  had  been  ^6:  Majority  133.-(Div.  List,  No.  341.) 

offered  to  the  Amendment,  which  he  re-  Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

garded  merely  as  a  proposal  to  supply  Motion  made,  and  Question,   '*  That 

an  unsuspected  omission.     As  he  had  the  Bill  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow, 

Baid,  the  Government  did  not  know  of  at  Two  of  the  clock,"— (i/r.  Gladstone,) 

the  gap  which  it  proposed  to  fill  up ;  and  —put.  and  agreed  to. 
if  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 

opposite  (Mr.  Gibson)  knew  of  it,  it  ap-  n  rrjp  q  t  rn  TiTQ 

peared  as  if  he  accepted  the  other  clauses  QUESTIONS. 

of  the  Bill  with  the  knowledge  that  it  — wc»k)*«>— 

would  be  in  the  power  of  the  landlords  AFGHANISTAN— DEFEAT  OF  THE 

to  defeat  the  intentions  of  the  Govern-  AMEER'S  FORCES 

ment. 

Mb.  plunket  said,  he  wished  to  Sia  STAFFORD   NORTHCOTE :   I 

say  a  word  or  two  of  a  clause  to  which  ^^s®»  ^^^*  ^^^  ^^^  purpose  of  asking  Her 

the  House  would  certainly  attach  much  Majesty's    Government,  Whether  they 

importance.     On  that  side  of  the  House  ^^^®  received  any  information  with  re- 

the  proposal  had  taken  everyone  by  sur-  ^pect  to  a  report  stating  that  there  has 

prise,  and  had  been  wholly  unexpected  ;  ^®®^  *  h^itle  in  Afghanistan,  and  that 

and  that  would  also  be  the  feeling  in  ^^®  forces  of  Abdurrahman  have  been 

Ireland,  not  only  of  the  landlords,  many  defeated  by  Ayoub  Khan  ? 

of  whom  would  be  ruined  by  the  clause,  Me.  GLADSTONE  :  Yes,  Sir ;  that  is 

but  also  of  other  creditors  when  they  »  ^^^t.    We  have  received  a  telegram 

heard  what  had  been  done.     Whatever  ^^^^  afternoon,    dated  Simla,   July  28, 

might  be  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  in  ^nd  it  is  to  the  following  effect  :— 

fftYOor  of  the  tenant,  no  one  had  ever  **  Telegram  just  received  from  Chaman  says 

imagined,  and  no   suspicion   had   ever  that,  in  action  fought  yesterday  morning  at 

been  breathed,  that  a  clause  would  be  prez-i-Atta,  Ameer's  forces  were  totally  de- 

•a_j        j-Lii.!                  J-        £  feated,  18  guns  taken,  and  all  baggage.     The 

mfaoduced  absolutely  suspendmg  for  a  Khelat  Re^ment  and  Kandahar  ho^  went  over 

definite  time  those  remedies  that  by  law  to  Ayub.     Gholam  Haider  has  fled  towards 

belonged  to  every  landlord.     The  chief  Kabul.    Sirdar  Shamsuddin  still  in  Kandahar 

argument  in  favour  of  the  proposal— he  with  400  men  of  Kabuli  regiments  and  some 

might  say  the  only  argument  of  his  P^^^®-" 

ri^t  hon.  and  learned  Friend  opposite  That   is   an  important  engagement,  so 

the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland — was  far  as  the  Candahar  coimtryis  concerned. 

that  it  would  be  in  the  discretion  of  the  I  will  only  add  that  the  Anglo-Indian 

Clouzt  to  g^ive  effect  to  the  application,  force  in  the  neighbourhood  of  that  coun- 

or  to  refuse  it.     But  the  Court  would  try  is  very  considerable. 

yOL,  OOLXIV.    [thikd  sbries.]  D 
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of  the  oountrj.    It  was  a  property  of 
considerable   value,  and  to  make    the 
transfer  which  his  hon.  Friend  suggested 
would  have   a  very  important  bearing 
upon  the  proprietary  value  of  that  pro- 
perty.    It  would  place  it  under  a  dif- 
ferent system  of  management,  and  sub- 
ject to  different  rules,  and  it  would  in- 
volve   important    modifications  of  the 
arrangement  made  at  the  commencement 
of  the  reign.     He  was  bound  to  recom- 
mend to  the  House  that  thev  should  not 
initiate  or  entertain  a  subject  of  this 
kind,    which  obviously  required   some 
very  strong  evidence  of  public  interest 
in  order  to  make  out  even  a  primd  facie 
justification.     There  was  no  such  case 
here.     There  was  no  public  grievance. 
There  was  no    constant  inconvenience. 
The  small  and  momentary  question  as  to 
the  inconvenience  threatened  to  Mem- 
bers of  the  Legislature,  which  arose  on 
a  recent  occasion,  was  as  much  a  matter 
of  amusement  as  of  convenience,  and  it 
afforded  no  occasion  at  all  for  the  re- 
opening of  this  serious  question.     He 
could  not  help  hoping  that  his   hon. 
Friend  would  not  feel  disposed  to  press 
this  matter    on  the   attention   of   the 
House.     In  any  case,  he  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
must  press  it  strongly  on  the  House 
from  an  opposite  direction — that  no  step 
could  be  safely,  or  even  becomingly  or 
decorously,  taken  without  the  most  care- 
ful   preliminary    investigation,     which 
must  always  precede  a  serious  modifica- 
tion of  an   arrangement  having  refer- 
ence   to    the    property  of   the    Boyal 
Family. 

Me.  AETHUR  ARNOLD  begged  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment,  after  the 
statement  of  the  Prime  Minister.  It  was 
entirely  on  the  ground  of  good  adminis- 
tration that  he  had  brought  it  forward. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker 
dp  now  leave  the  Ohair,"  again  pro- 
posed. 

HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE  —  SUITORS' 
FUNDS  IN  CHANCERY. 

BBSOLunoir. 

Me.  S.  LEIGHTON,  in  rising  to  call 
attention  to  the  want  of  information 
with  reference  to  the  *'  suitors'  funds  " 
in  Chancery ;  and  to  move — 

"That  the  fatare  lists  of  imolaimed  money 
be  issued    with   cross   references  triennially ; 

Mr,  Oladttone 


stating  the  amotmt  of  fond  in  Gonrt ;  with  the 
namee  and  last  known  addreeeei  df  persona 
supposed  to  be  entitled;  together  with  uie  date 
of  the  last  decree,*' 

said,  there  was  a  large  amount  of  money 
belon^ng  to  many  persons  who  did  not 
claim  it,  because  there  was  no  sufficient 
publication  of  lists  of  names  of  those 
entitled,  who  were,  therefore,  kept  in 
ignorance  of  their  rights.  In  that  way 
the  spirit  of  the  Act  of  Parliament  on 
the  subject  was  violated,  and  so  much 
secrecy  was  maintained  that  persons 
were  not  able  to  claim  the  money  that 
was  due  to  them.  Lists  ought  to  be 
published  every  three  years.  They 
were  due  in  1873,  1876,  and  1879,  and 
the  fourth  was  due  in  1882.  But  only 
two  lists  had  been  published,  and  it  had 
required  much  pressure  to  obtain  these. 
It  was  said  to  be  the  fault  of  the  Snan- 
cial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  who 
would  not  provide  the  Accountant  Ge- 
neral with  the  staff  that  was  required  to 
get  out  the  lists.  Those  that  had  been 
published  were  not  as  useful  as  they 
miffht  be,  for,  although  they  professed 
to  be  alphabetical,  names  were  not  to 
be  found  under  their  initial  letters.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving  the 
Besolution  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'*  the  future  lists  of  unclaimed  money  be  issued 
with  cross  references  trienniaUy;  stating  the 
amount  of  fund  of  the  suitors*  fund  in  Chaaoery; 
with  the  names  and  last  known  addresses  of 
perdons  supposed  to  be  entitled  thereto ;  together 
with  the  date  of  the  last  decree,"— (Jfr.  StmmUf 
Leighton^ 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 

8 reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
iuestion." 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  would  admit  that  there  had 
been  some  delay  in  the  publication  of 
the  lists;  but  as  the  staff  of  the  Ac- 
countant General's  Office  had  been  in- 
creased, he  hoped  there  would  be  no 
ground  for  complaint  in  that  respect  in 
the  future.  With  regard  to  the  form  of 
the  accounts,  that  was  settled  by  Lord 
Cranworth,  when  Lord  OhanceUor,  and 
the  matter  was  in  the  hands  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  for  the  time  being.  Those 
who  were  responsible  for  lookbig  after 
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these  funds,  in  the  interests  of  suitors 
and  of  the  public,  were  of  opinion  that 
it  was  not  oesirable  to  make  some  of  the 
changes  suggested,  and  for  these  reasons 
it  was  his  duty  to  resist  the  Motion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  <<  That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

SUPPLY  — CrVTL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — eomidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  n. — Salaries  and  Expenses  of 
Civil  Depabtments. 

(1.)  £18,792,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Colonial  Office. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  wished 
to  ask  one  or  two  questions  of  the  nohle 
Lord  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury before  the  Vote  was  put.  Upon 
page  91  of  the  Estimates,  there  was  an 
item  of  £308  for  the  salary  of  the  Super- 
intendent of  the  Library.  A  good  many 
years  ago  Mr.  Woods,  who  had  been 
employed  in  Ireland  during  the  Famine 
years  of  1845, 1846  and  1847,  and,  hav- 
ing done  good  service  in  connection  with 
the  relief  works  there,  was  ofifered  by 
the  Colonial  Office,  at  the  instance  of  the 
Treasury,  the  post  of  Assistant  Librarian 
to  the  Oolonial  Office.  Mr.  Woods,  who 
was  in  charge  of  the  relief  branch  of 
the  Boards  of  Works  in  Ireland  during 
the  period  of  famine,  received  a  hand- 
some testimonial  when  he  left.  He  had 
conducted  the  drainage  and  other  opera- 
tions, not  only  with  satisfaction  to  his 
official  superiors,  but  to  the  numerous 
oonntrygentlemen  and  others  with  whom 
he  was  brought  into  communication.  By 
his  exertions  he  greatly  contributed  to 
the  success  of  the  relief  measures ;  and, 
in  oonsideration  of  the  services  which  he 
rendered,  the  Treasury  desirous  of  doing 
what  they  could  for  Mr.  Woods,  ofFered 
him  the  post  of  Assistant  Librarian  in 
the  Colonial  Office.  Upon  offering  it  to 
him,  the  Treasury  wrote  a  letter  to  Mr. 
Woods,  which  concluded  in  these  words — 


"Yoor  probable,  though  not  the  only  pos- 
■Ua,  advanoeoient  will  bo  to  the  post  of  Libra. 
ma,  with  a  nlarr  of  £600,  nsing  to  £800 
a-ywr.  Snoh  ia  the  position  we  have  to  offer 
yon." 

Some   yean    afterwards.    Sir    Charles 
Xrerdyaiif  the  Seoretazy  to  the  Trea- 


sury, declared  that  this  gentleman  had 
been  selected  out  of  regard  to  his  merits 
and  qualifications  with  the  intention  that 
he  should  obtain  better  and  earlier  pro- 
motion in  consequence  of  the  transfer. 
Later  on,  in  the  year  1870,  the  Earl  of 
Kimberley,  in  regard  to  this  particular 
appointment,  used  these  words — 

"Mr.  Woods  was  always  told  that  the 
superior  office  of  Librarian,  rising  from  £600  to 
£800  a.year,  would  still  remain  open  to  him." 

The  Librarian,   in  course  of  time,  re- 
tired, and,  instead  of  Mr.  Woods  being 
appointed    to    succeed,   the  office  was 
abolished,   together  with  that  of  As- 
sistant Librarian,  held  by  Mr.  Woods, 
and  Mr.  Woods  received  a  much  less 
pension  than  he  ought  to  have  been  en- 
titled to.     Mr.  Woods,  when  he  accepted 
the  offer  of  the  Treasury,  and  went  to 
the  Colonial  Office  as  Assistant  Libra- 
rian, did  not  obtain  any  immediate  ad- 
vantage ;  but  it  was  the  prospect  of  pro- 
motion, pointedly  and  repeatedly  held 
out  to  him,  that  induced  him  to  relin- 
quish his  post  at  the  Treasury  and  go  to 
the  Colonial  Office.    At  that  time  there 
was  a  Librarian  at  the  Colonial  Office  as 
well  as  an  Assistant,  and  the  salary  of 
the  Librarian  went  up  to  £800  a-year. 
When  the  Librarian  retired,  Mr.  Woods 
found  that  the  Treasury  would  not  keep 
faith  with  him  ;  and  he  found  that  in- 
stead of  being  appointed  to  succeed,  as 
he  had  been   distinctly  promised,  the 
office  was   nominally  abolished.      Mr. 
Woods  had  been  told  over  and  over 
again  that  he  might  look  for  the  promo- 
tion which  was  aamittedly  his  due.    To 
show  that  Mr.  Woods  was  not  alone  in 
his  view  of  the  matter,  the  words  of 
Lord  Carnarvon  might  be  quoted.     In 
1874  Lord  Carnarvon  was  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  and  in  a  letter  to 
the  Treasury  the  noble  Lord  said  that 
the  decision  of  the  Lords  Commissioners 
of  theTreasury,  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Woods, 
placed  that    gentleman  in   a  different 
position  from  that  which  he  had  been 
led  to  expect,  both  in  regard  to  employ- 
ment and  salary.     Lord  Carnarvon  fur- 
ther requested  the  particular  attention 
of  their  Lordships  to  the  distinct  expec- 
tation  of  promotion   held  out   to  Mr. 
Woods  when  he  relinquished   a  good 
position  at  the  Treasury  in  order  to  enter 
the  Colonial  Office    as    sub-Librarian. 
Mr.  Woods  was  over  and  over  again  led 
to   expect  that  whenever   the  post  of 
Librarian  became  vacant  he  would  sue- 
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ceod  to  it.  The  end  of  the  matter  was 
that  the  case  of  Mr.  Woods,  at  the  sug- 
gestion of  that  gentleman,  was  submitted 
to  arbitration.  But  the  arbitration  was 
of  a  purely  illusory  character,  because 
when  he  was  prepared  to  go  to  arbitra- 
tion, and  submit  his  case  to  Earl  Cairns, 
the  arbitrator  chosen,  the  Treasury  did 
not  allow  him  to  make  the  statement  he 
desired  to  make,  and  it  was  they  only 
who  submitted  a  case  for  the  adjudica- 
tion of  the  arbitrator.  Mr.  Woods 
naturally  objected  to  such  a  one-sided 
submission,  and  desired  to  withdraw 
from  the  arbitration  ;  but  the  Treasury 
obtained  a  decision  from  Earl  Cairns. 
The  reference  to  arbitration  did  not,  he 
(Mr.  O'Connor)  was  informed,  admit  of 
the  examination  of  witnesses  in  support 
of  Mr.  Woods*  case.  The  consequence 
was  that  this  gentleman,  after  having 
faithfully  served  the  public  for  a  great 
many  years,  and  having,  even  according 
to  the  testimony  of  the  Treasury  itself, 
served  it  well,  found  himself  debarred 
from  obtaining  the  post  of  Librarian  at 
the  Colonial  Office,  which  he  had  natur- 
ally thought,  from  the  statements  made 
to  him,  was  his  right.  Instead  of  ob- 
taining the  advantage  he  had  been 
taught  to  expect,  he  ibund  himself  pen- 
sioned on  a  much  smaller  scale  of  salary 
than  he  had  a  fair  claim  to  be  allowed 
to  go  up  to  ;  and,  at  the  present  moment, 
the  position  of  Mr.  Woods  was  this — he 
had  lost,  in  the  shape  of  salary,  more 
than  £1,000,  and  about  £120  a-year  in 
pension.  He  (Mr.  O'Connor)  wished  to 
add  that  he  had  no  personal  knowledge 
of  Mr.  Woods.  He  had  never  seen  him ; 
but  having  given  to  the  case  all  the  exa- 
mination and  attention  he  could,  from 
the  materials  supplied  to  him,  he  was 
bound  to  confess  that,  in  his  opinion,  a 
very  great  hardship  had  been  arbitra- 
rily inflicted  upon  Mr.  Woods,  and  that 
the  Treasury  ought  to  reconsider  their 
position  in  the  matter,  if  not  with  re- 
gard to  the  status  of  Mr.  Woods,  at  any 
rate  with  regard  to  the  amount  of  pen- 
sion. He  (Mr.  O'Connor)  did  not  pro- 
pose to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote ; 
but  he  would  ask  the  Treasury  whether 
they  would  consent  to  the  printing  of  the 
Papers  relating  to  Mr.  Woods'  case.  If 
the  Government  side  of  the  matter  was 
such  as  would  bear  investigation,  he  did 
not  see  why  they  should  object  to  the 
printing  of  the  Papers.  He  wished  fur- 
ther to  point  out  that  the  abolition  of  the 
Mr.  Arthur  0"  Comwr 


post  of  Librarian  waa,  mfter  all,  not  a 
genuine  abolition ;  because,  in  the  pre- 
sent Estimates,  he  found  the  post  re- 
vived under  the  title  of  "Superinten- 
dent of  the  Library."  He  did  not 
remember  that  the  item  appeared  in 
last  year's  Estimates ;  but  it  was  given 
now,  and  a  sum  of  £308  attached  to  it 
He  trusted  that  he  had  stated  the  case 
sufficiently  to  allow  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secrf'tary  to  the  Treasury  to  answer  it. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  happened  to  be  in  the  Colonial  Office 
at  the  time  Mr.  Woods  was  appointed. 
Some  Papers  had  been  missed  itom  the 
Colonial  Office,  and  they  had  app^ired 
in  one  of  the  morning  papers.  They 
were  documents  of  gpreat  importancCi 
and  in  consequence  of  what  had  oc- 
curred, it  was  considered  desirable  to 
remove  the  Assistant  Librarian  from  his 
post,  but  not  to  dismiss  him.  Mr.  Woods 
succeeded  as  Assistant  Librarian,  having 
been  transferred  to  the  Colonial  Office 
from  the  Treasury.  Certainhr,  one  of 
the  inducements  held  out  to  Idfr.  Woods 
to  make  the  change  was  that  he  would 
be  entitled  to  promotion  to  the  office  of 
Librarian  whenever  it  became  vacant. 
He,  therefore,  trusted  that  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Frederick  Caven- 
dish) would  look  into  the  case,  and  en- 
deavour, if  possible,  to  do  Mr.  Woods 
justice. 

LoED  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
I  was  not  aware  that  the  case  was 
coming  on  to-night,  or  otherwise  I  would 
have  refreshed  my  memory.  But  I 
think  I  can  say  enough  to  satisfy  the 
Committee  that  the  claims  of  Mr.  Woods 
is  not  one  that  the  Government  can 
entertain.  I  would  venture  to  say  that 
Mr.  Woods  has  been  treated  with  every 
consideration,  and  that  be  has  been 
granted  as  large  a  pension  as  his  ser- 
vices, under  the  circumstances,  entitle 
him  to.  His  claim  to  succeed  to  the 
post  of  Librarian  could  not  be  enter- 
tained, because,  if  acceded  to,  it  would 
establish  the  doctrine  that  the  office  was 
one  which  Her  Majesty's  GoYemment 
were  bound  to  retain  permanently.  Mr. 
Woods,  no  doubt,  considered  that  he 
had  a  grievance,  and  he  commenced 
legal  proceedings ;  but,  at  the  last  mo- 
ment, he  came  to  the  conclusion  that  it 
was  desirable  to  abandon  the  legal  pro* 
ceedings.  At  the  request  of  Mr.  Woods 
the  whole  case  was  referred  to  Lord 
Oaixns^not  only  as  to  his  legal  xight^i 
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but  as  to  any  equitable  right  he  might 
have  to  compensation.  The  case  was  put 
fully  before  Lord  Cairns,  who  decided 
that  Mr.  Woods'  claim  could  not  be  re- 
cognized; and,  under  these  circumstances, 
I  ao  not  think  that  the  case  ought  to 
be  re-opened. 

Sib  henry  HOLLAND  said,  that 
he  was  in  the  Colonial  Office  when  Mr. 
Woods  was  serving  in  the  Office.  He  was 
transferred  from  the  Treasury  to  the 

Sost  of  Assistant  Librarian,  and,  no 
oubt,  he  expected  to  have  been  made 
in  time  Librarian ;  but  he  never  could 
have  had  any  absolute  claim  to  such  ad- 
vancement. Lideed,  it  would  be  impos- 
sible for  the  Treasury  to  answer  for  the 
organization  of  any  office  for  all  time  to 
come.  The  hon.  Member  for  Queen's 
County  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor),  who 
brought  the  subject  forward,  said  the 
abolition  of  the  office  of  Librarian  at  the 
Colonial  Office  had  not  been  altogether 
hand  fide.  Now,  the  fact  of  the  matter 
was  this — the  whole  Office  was  re-organ- 
ized, and,  with  a  view  to  prevent  any 
increase  of  expenditure,  several  posts 
were  abolished,  among  which  was  that 
of  Librarian.  Anything  more  bond  fide 
it  was  impossible  to  conceive.  It  was 
found  quite  unnecessary  to  have  a 
Librarian  and  an  Assistant  Librarian, 
and  the  present  Superintendent  of 
the  Library  was  appointed  at  £300 
a-year,  rising  to  £500.  He  was  sorry 
that  Mr.  Woods  had  not  been  allowed 
to  go  before  the  arbitrator.  He  did  not 
think  that  that  gentleman  would  have 
been  able  to  prove  his  case ;  but  it  would 
have  been  more  consistent  with  the 
principles  of  justice  that  he  should  have 
been  allowed  to  appear  before  Lord 
Cairns,  and  state  the  nature  of  his 
grievance  personally.  If  Mr.  Woods  had 
had  that  opportunity  afforded  to  him  of 
folly  explaining  his  case  to  an  impartial 
arbitrator,  they  would  probably  have 
heard  no^  more  of  the  matter. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  remarked,  that  from  all 
he  could  gather  in  reference  to  the  case, 
Mr.  Woods  seemed  to  have  been  very 
badly  treated.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Memb^  for  Queen's  County  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  had  already  read  a  few  words 
from  a  speech  of  Lord  Carnarvon,  when 
Golonial  Secretary,  when  the  case  was 
brought  before  the  House  of  Lords  by 
Lord  O'Hagan.  Lord  Carnarvon  dealt 
with  the  case  upon  its  merits,  and  justice 
and  the  noUe  Lord  said  that  in  1859 


Mr.  Woods,  who  had  been  at  the  Trea- 
sury for  some  years,  was  transferred  to 
the  post  of  Assistant  Librarian  at  the 
Colonial  Office  with  the  distinct  expec- 
tation that  he  would  succeed  in  due 
course  to  the  office  of  Librarian.  Lord 
Carnarvon  added  that  he  had  acquiesced, 
although  reluctantly,  in  the  decision  at 
which  the  Treasury  had  arrived  in  re- 
ference to  the  claims  of  Mr.  Woods; 
but  he  thought  that  that  gentleman  had 
taken  an  inadvisable  course  in  taking 
legal  proceedings  against  the  Govern- 
ment. The  fact  was  that  Mr.  Woods 
submitted  his  claim  to  the  Treasury,  and 
finding  that  he  could  get  no  redress,  he 
published  the  correspondence.  It  was 
always  considered  that  a  public  officer, 
however  harsh  the  decision  against  him 
might  be,  should  submit  without  placing 
his  grievances  before  the  general  public 
by  publishing  the  correspondence.  It 
appeared  that  in  this  case  the  Govern- 
ment consented  to  an  arbitration ;  but 
the  arbitration  was  of  a  thoroughly 
illusory  character,  because  the  person 
most  interested  in  the  matter  did  not 
obtain  leave  to  state  his  case  before 
the  arbitrator.  He  (Mr.  Biggar)  had 
never  in  his  life  heard  of  a  more  ab- 
surd arbitration.  Only  one  partv  was 
allowed  to  appear  and  be  heard  before 
it.  If  the  Treasury  really  wished  that 
justice  should  be  done,  they  should 
have  allowed  Mr.  Woods  to  appear  be- 
fore Lord  Cairns  and  state  his  case ; 
and  if  the  decision  of  Lord  Cairns,  after 
having  fully  heard  the  case,  had  then 
been  against  him,  no  doubt  Mr.  Woods 
would  have  been  satisfied.  It  was  not 
possible  that  he  would  be  satisfied,  or 
would  believe  that  he  had  not  been  un- 
justly treated,  when  he  found  that  the 
Government  refused  to  submit  anything 
to  the  arbitrator  beyond  their  own  ver- 
sion of  the  case.  It  certainly  seemed 
to  him,  if  the  case  had  been  properly 
represented,  that  Mr.  Woods'  applica- 
tion for  a  fresh  hearing  should  be  ac- 
ceded to,  and  that  the  case  should  be 
re- opened  by  a  fair  and  impartial  tri- 
bunal, before  which  both  parties  could 
be  heard 

Me.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  very 
much  regretted  to  hear  the  statement 
which  had  been  made  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  The  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Midhurst  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  objected  to  the  state- 
ment he  (Mr.  O'Connor)  had  made  that 
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the  abolition  of  the  office  of  Librarian  at 
the  Colonial  Office  had  not  been  hondfid$. 
He  had  not  made  the  observation  with 
any  desire  to  be  ofifensive,  and,  as  ex- 
ception was  taken  to  it,  he  regretted 
that  he  had  made  use  of  it.  All  he  now 
asked  for  was  that  the  Government  would 
consent  to  print  the  further  Papers  which 
four  years  ago  were  ordered  by  the 
House  of  Lords  to  be  printed.  The 
House  of  Lords  consented  to  print  them 
in  the  year  1877 ;  but  when  he  applied 
to  the  House  of  Lords  for  a  copy  of  the 
Papers  he  was  informed  that  the  entry 
in  the  Votes  was  a  Parliamentary  fiction, 
and  that,  in  point  of  fact,  the  Papers 
never  had  been  presented.  He  believed 
they  had  been  printed  for  the  official 
purposes  of  the  Colonial  Office,  so  that  it 
would  not  be  difficult  to  furnish  copies 
of  them  if  the  Government  would  con- 
sent to  their  being  printed.  He  merely 
asked  now  that  the  Treasury  should  con- 
sent to  the  production  of  the  Papers,  and 
he  had  no  intention  of  objecting  to  the 
Vote.  With  regard  to  wnat  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish)  had  said  as  to  the 
unreasonableness  of  the  expectation  that 
any  particular  post  should  be  retained 
for  the  benefit  of  a  particular  individual, 
a  careful  perusal  of  the  Estimates  for  the 
present  year  would  show  that,  in  many 
cases,  existing  offices  were  kept  open  for 
certain  officers.  Here  and  there  a  note 
would  be  found  appended  to  a  Vote 
stating  that  **  this  post  will  be  abolished 
on  the  retirement  of  the  present  officer," 
or  words  to  that  effect.  All  he  would 
say  in  regard  to  the  abolition  of  the 
office  of  Librarian  at  the  Colonial  Office 
was,  that  however  unnecessary  the  post 
was  a  year  ago,  or  10  years  ago,  it  was 
equally  unnecessary  when  Mr.  Woods 
was  first  appointed.  If  the  Government 
thought  at  that  time  that  in  considera- 
tion of  the  past  services  of  Mr.  Woods 
he  should  have  a  claim  to  the  office  of 
Librarian,  when  it  became  vacant,  they 
would  be  equally  justified,  when  the 
post  became  vacant,  in  fulfilling  their 
promise,  and  allowing  Mr.  Woods  to 
hold  the  office  until  he  had  attained  the 
maximum  amount  of  pay  he  was  led  to 
believe  he  would  ultimately  reach.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  by  the  course  pursued 
by  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Woods  had  been 
deprived  of  salary  to  the  extent  of  £  1 ,  000 ; 
and  the  pension  upon  which  he  had  been 
retired,  having  regard  to  the  rate  of  pay 

Mr.  Artkur  ff  Connor 


he  ought  to  have  reoeived,  was  about 
£120  a-year  lower  than  that  which  he 
would  have  received  if  he  had  been 
allowed  to  go  up  to  the  maximum 
amount  of  salary  he  was  induced  to  be- 
lieve ho  would  reach.  He  would  agpain 
press  the  Government  to  print  and  dis* 
tribute  the  Papers  relating  to  the  case. 
Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
I  am  sorry  that  I  cannot  accede  to  the 
request  of  the  hon.  Member.  The  case 
has  already  been  fully  investigated.  Mr. 
Woods  took  legal  proceedings  in  order 
to  assert  his  rights ;  and  he  was  subse- 
quently, as  a  matter  of  favour,  allowed 
to  go  before  an  arbitrator.  The  case 
has,  therefore,  been  fully  gone  into,  and 
I  do  not  think  it  necessary,  or  desirable, 
to  re-open  it. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(2.)  £16,077,  to  complete  the  som  for 
the  Privy  Council  Office. 

(8. )  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,365,  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  neoenary 
to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  ooune 
of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slit 
day  ot  March  1882,  for  the  Salariee  imd  F.irp«n«^ 
of  the  Office  of  the  Lord  Priyy  SeaL" 

Mr.  DILLWYN  objected  to  the  Vote, 
because  he  believed  that  the  Office  of 
Lord  Privy  Seal  was  a  sinecure.  He 
had  objected  to  the  Vote  in  other  years, 
and  had  divided  the  Committee  against 
it;  but  ho  should  not  take  a  division 
this  year,  because  he  did  not  wish  to 

Sut  the  Committee  to  the  trouble  of  a 
ivision.  He  had  often  entered  his  pro- 
test against  the  Vote ;  and,  if  he  took 
a  division,  it  would  only  be  entering 
another  protest,  and  wasting  the  time  m 
the  Committee,  without  obtaining  any 

Sractical  result.  He  was,  however,  in- 
uenced  on  this  occasion  in  not  taking  a 
division  by  this  consideration — that  uie 
Minister  who  now  held  the  Office  had 
been  apiK)inted  because  he  was  tho- 
roughly conversant  with  Irish  affairs, 
and  everybody  knew  there  was  a  g^reat 
pressure  upon  the  Irish  Office  at  the 
present  moment.  Lord  Carlingford,  the 
present  Lord  Privy  Seal,  was  eminently 
fitted  to  assist  the  Irish  Office  in  the 
legislation  now  proposed  for  Ireland; 
and,  under  these  circumstances,  he  (Mr. 
Dillwyn)  would  content  himself  with 
entering  a  protest  against   the  Yote,' 
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without  putting  the  Committee  to  the 
trouble  of  a  division. 

Sir  QEOEGE  CAMPBELL  wished 
to  have  an  explanation  upon  a  much 
smaller  matter.  He  saw  that  the  follow- 
ing note  was  appended  to  the  Vote : — 

**  The  Assistant  Clerk  also  draws  a  pension  of 
£79  6«.  8^.  per  annum  from  the  Superanuation 
Vote,  as  late  second  class  clerk  in  the  Office  of 
Works.  His  salary  has  been  raised  from  £106 
to  £160  per  annum." 

He  thought  it  was  wrong  that  this  sort 
of  thing  should  he  allowed.  If  they 
had  a  gentleman  who,  on  account  of  his 
age,  had  heen  superannuated  in  another 
Department,  he  did  not  see  why  he 
should  be  employed  in  the  Office  of  Lord 
Privy  Seal,  nor  could  he  imagine  why  it 
should  have  been  found  necessary  to 
raise  the  salary  of  such  an  officer.  He 
certainly  thought  the  matter  required  a 
little  explanation. 

Lord  FEEDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
The  gentleman  referred  to  in  the  ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
(Sir  George  Campbell)  was  removed 
from  the  Office  of  Works,  where  he  re- 
ceived a  higher  salary  than  that  which 
he  receives  in  the  Privy  Seal  Office,  and 
it  was  felt  right  that  he  should  receive 
compensation  for  the  loss.  He  has  ac- 
cordingly been  awarded  the  sum  stated 
in  the  vote.  The  transaction  was  com- 
pleted shortly  before  the  present  Go- 
yemment  came  into  Office. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O^CONNOR  regretted 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
Dillwyn)  should  be  prepared,  now  that 
the  liberals  were  in  Office,  to  take  a 
very  different  course  from  that  which 
he  took  in  the  year  1879,  when  the 
Liberals  were  out  of  Office.  As  he  (Mr. 
O'Connor)  was  not  influenced  by  any 
such  considerations,  he  was  indisposed 
to  allow  the  Vote  to  pass  without  chal- 
lenging it.  The  arguments  which  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Calne  (Lord 
Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  two  years  ago 
brought  to  bear  against  the  retention  of 
the  Office  of  Lord  Privy  Seal  had  re- 
mained unanswered  up  to  the  present 
da^.  The  noble  Lord,  on  that  occasion, 
pointed  out  that  the  continuance  of  this 
Office,  instead  of  assisting  the  Public 
Business,  really  obstructed  it.  That  was 
to  say,  that  it  acted  as  an  unnecessary 
check  upon  the  transaction  of  useful 
Public  Business.  No  doubt,  it  might  be 
desirable  occasionally  to  have  a  Member 
of  die  ICnigtry  whose  time  would  not 


be  wholly  occupied  with  Departmental 
work ;  but,  in  this  particular  instance, 
that  idea  was  altogether  illusory,  the 
fact  being  that  the  majority  of  noble 
Lords  who  had  held  the  Office  of  Lord 
Privy  Seal  had  not  been  remarkable  for 
the  assistance  they  had  contributed  to 
the  work  of  the  Government.  It  had 
been  abundantly  proved  that  a  consider- 
able amount  of  positive  delay  in  the 
transaction  of  Public  Business  was  occa- 
sioned in  consequence  of  the  necessity 
of  having  certain  documents  stamped  in 
the  Privy  Seal  Office  before  being  passed 
by  the  Great  Seal.  At  the  time  of  the 
last  discussion,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said  that  the  Office  was  a 
very  ancient  one,  and  that  it  had  been 
handed  down  through  a  great  number 
of  Cabinets.  That,  however,  was  about 
the  only  argument  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman advanced.  The  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke)  said  he  was  bound  to  admit 
that  the  Office  was  a  sinecure,  and  that 
it  ought  to  be  abolished.  The  hon. 
Baronet,  in  the  division  which  followed, 
accordingly  voted  in  favour  of  its  aboli- 
tion ;  and  he  (Mr.  O'Connor)  hoped  that 
on  this  occasion,  if  the  hon.  Baronet 
was  in  the  House,  he  would  vote  for  its 
abolition  now.  He  was  glad  to  see  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr. 
Courtney)  was  in  his  place,  because  he 
also  voted  in  1879  for  the  abolition  of 
the  Office,  on  the  ground  that  it  was  a 
sinecure.  And  not  only  did  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment take  that  course,  but  he  was 
supported  by  another  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite,  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral (Sir  Henry  James),  who  also  voted 
for  the  abolition  of  the  Office.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  (Mr.  O'Connor) 
thought  he  was  justified  in  the  deter- 
mination he  had  come  to  of  taking  a 
division  upon  the  Vote.  He  desired, 
however,  to  offer  a  slight  hint  as  to  the 
division,  because  he  thought  it  would  be 
unjust  to  nominate  as  a  Teller  in  sup- 
port of  the  Vote  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Haverfordwest  (Lord  Ken- 
sington), who  acted  as  one  of  the  Trea- 
sury Whips,  that  noble  Lord  having 
voted  in  favour  of  the  abolition  of  the 
Office,  as  a  sinecure,  on  the  previous 
occasion.  He  thought  the  noble  Lord 
could  hardly  **  tell "  for  the  Government 
now  in  support  of  the  Vote,  seeing  that 
he  had  voted  for  getting  rid  of  the  Office, 
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as  a  sinecure,  only  two  years  ago. 
Moreover,  he  (Mr.  O'Connor)  believed 
that  the  majority  of  hon.  Members  who 
sat  below  the  Gangway  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House  not  only  spoke,  but 
voted  in  favour  of  abolishing  the  Office 
of  Lord  Privy  Seal.  Ho  would  not 
detain  the  Committee  longer ;  but  he 
would  certainly  not  only  object  to  the 
Vote,  but  take  a  division  against  it. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  wished  to  make  one 
observation  upon  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County  (Mr. 
O'Connor).  The  hon.  Member  asserted 
that  he  (Mr.  Dillw3m),  when  the  Con- 
servatives were  in  Office,  always  divided 
the  Committee  against  this  Vote,  but 
that  he  took  a  different  course  now  that 
the  Liberals  were  in  power.  He  could 
assure  the  hon.  Member  that  he  had 
divided  against  the  Vote  time  after 
time  when  the  Liberals  were  in  power, 
as  well  as  when  the  Conservatives  were 
in  Office,  and  he  should  do  so  in  future, 
whenever  a  division  was  taken.  He 
thought  he  had  explained  the  reason 
why  he  did  not  take  the  initiative  on  the 
present  occasion. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: 
Noes  44  :  Majority  100.- 
No.  342.) 


— Ayes  144  ; 
— (Div.  List, 


SiE  WILFRID  LAWSON  rose  to 
Order.  He  had  been  informed  that 
two  hon.  Members  who  entered  the 
Lobby  had  not  been  counted. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  the  Tellers 
had  done  their  duty,  and  counted  all 
they  could. 

(4.)  £101,933,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Board  of  Trade. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  he  had  a 
question  to  ask  the  Government  with  re- 
spect to  the  Vote.  He  wished  to  know 
what  arrangements  had  been  made  for 
filling  up  the  very  important  office  of 
Chief  of  the  Statistical  Department  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  that, 
as  he  understood,  the  arrangements  were 
incomplete ;  and  he  was,  therefore,  un- 
able to  answer  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  thought 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  E.  StanhopeJ 
was  clearly  entitled  to  an  answer. 

Mr.  a.  MOORE  said,  he  had  given  No- 
tice of  an  Amendment,  which  he  trusted 
it  would   not   be  neoessary  to  move. 

.  Mr.  ArOmr  ffOomm 


There  had  been  a  prolonged  debate  at 
an  earlier  of  the  Session  on  the  subject 
of  the  importation  of  oleomargarine  and 
other  butterine  substances;  and  the 
question  had  been  brought  forward  in 
consequence  of  the  figures  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  showing  an  enormous  increase 
in  these  importations.  It  was  not  his 
intention  to  detain  the  Committee  at 
that  hour  in  discussing  a  matter  which 
had  already  been  fully  g^ne  into  on  a 
previous  occasion ;  but  he  would  men* 
tion  that  when  he  drew  the  attention  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  officials  to  the  fact 
that  these  products  were  coming  into 
the  country  in  great  quantities,  and 
that  no  cognizance  was  taken  of  them 
in  the  Statistical  Department,  he  had 
not  received  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  a  very  satisfactory  answer.  Per- 
haps, therefore,  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  upon  this  Vote,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  able  to  reply  more 
completely.  The  fact  was  that  there 
was  an  enormous  quantity  of  the  sub- 
stances in  question  coming  into  the 
country — some  in  the  form  of  oil,  and 
some  in  the  form  of  butter,  while  there 
was  no  record  of  the  entries,  except 
under  terms  that  were  quite  delasive. 
They  were,  in  fact,  entered  either  as 
butter  or  lard.  What  he  desired — and 
what  he  believed  hon.  Members  wonld 
regard  as  a  matter  of  very  great  im- 
portance —  was  that  the  Department 
should  furnish  the  fullest  information 
possible  with  respect  to  these  imports, 
which  were,  after  importation,  scdd  as 
butter;  and,  therefore,  he  trusted  the 
right  hon.  (Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  would  be  able  to 
furnish,  upon  this  subject,  a  satiafaotoiy 
explanation,  which  would  preclude  the 
necessity  of  his  moving  the  Amendment 
to  which  he  had  referred. 

Viscount  SANDON  wished  to  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  ooold 
furnish  full  information  as  to  what  had 
been  done  with  respect  to  Mr.  Oiffenf 
He  was  informed  that  that  gentleman 
was  still  partially  engaged  at  the  Board 
of  Trade.  When  he  (Viscount  Sandon) 
left  the  Office,  he  had  made  a  propoeal 
to  the  Treasury  that  Mr.  Giffen's  posi- 
tion should  be  very  considerably  im- 
proved. He  had  felt  the  advantage  of 
that  gentleman's  talents  to  the  paUiOi 
and,  therefore,  desired  they  ahoull  be 
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retained  in  the  Public  Service ;  and, 
considering  the  increase  of  his  duties, 
and  the  heavy  responsibilities  that  at- 
tached to  him,  he  had  proposed  to  place 
him  in  the  position  of  Assistant  Secre- 
tary. The  change  of  Government  then 
took  place,  and  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  felt  it 
would  not  be  right  to  commit  the  coun- 
try to  that  large  change  at  a  time  when 
he  was  leaving  Office.  A  Minute  had 
been  made  to  that  effect.  He  had  no 
doubt  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  would  be  in  a  position  to  state  to 
the  Committee  good  reasons  for  not  ac- 
ceding to  the  proposal  with  regard  to 
Mr.  Qiffen.  He  hoped  also  that  some 
information  might  be  given,  if  possible, 
about  the  changes  which  were  to  be 
made  as  to  a  Department  of  Agriculture 
and  Commerce.  He  knew  the  subject 
was  full  of  difficulties;  but  he  should 
be  glad  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  state  what  was  the  scheme  of 
the  Government  with  regard  to  it.  He 
could  not  but  impress  upon  the  Com- 
mittee the  great  importance  and  use  of 
the  Statistical  Department. 

Mb.  chamberlain  said,  with  re- 
gard to  the  last  question  of  the  noble 
Viscount  (Viscount  Sandon),  the  Prime 
Minister  had  some  time  ago  stated  that 
it  was  then  impossible,  on  account  of 
the  pressure  of  public  affairs,  either 
for  himself  or  his  Colleagues  to  give 
that  consideration  to  the  subject  which 
it  required;  but  he  proposed  to  consider 
it  during  the  Becess,  and  to  take  action 
with  regard  to  it  on  a  future  occasion. 
With  regard  to  Mr.  Giffen's  position  at 
the  Board  of  Trade,  he  rather  regretted 
the  remarks  of  the  noble  Viscount,  be- 
cause he  had  referred  to  matters  which, 
he  considered,  were  of  a  confidential  cha- 
racter, and  quite  apart  from  the  subject 
of  the  Vote.  He  believed  the  noble 
Viscount  would  see  that  there  was  some 
inoonyenience  in  referring  to  the  mat- 
ter, because  there  arose  at  once  a  con- 
flict of  testimony  on  the  subject.  He 
was  compelled  to  say  that  he  differed 
from  the  view  of  the  case  which  had 
been  taken  by  the  noble  Viscount,  and 
would  add  that  his  view  was  not  that 
taken  by  Mr.  Giffen  himself.  Mr. 
GHlffen's  impression  with  regard  to  the 
matter  was,  that  he  had  received  a  dis- 
tinct promise  from  the  noble  Viscount 
that  hie  position  at  the  Board  of  Trade 
•hoold  be  improved ;  and  he  seemed  very 


much  aggrieved  by  the  fact  that  the 
noble  Viscount  had  left  Office  without 
carrying  out  the  pledge  which  he  con- 
sidered had  been  given.  When  Mr. 
Giffen  made  that  statement,  he  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  considered  it  his  duty  to 
ask  the  noble  Viscount  privately  whe- 
ther he  had  given  such  a  pledge ;  and  the 
noble  Viscount  stated  that  he  had  not 
done  so,  or,  at  all  events,  that  he  did  not 
recollect  it.  He,  therefore,  considered  it 
impossible  to  pursue  the  matter  any 
further.  Mr.  Giffen  had  only  expressed 
his  view  of  the  affair,  and  the  noble 
Viscount  was,  of  course,  entitled  to  state 
his  recollection  with  regard  to  it.  All 
that  he  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  knew  officially 
with  reference  to  the  matter  was  that 
undoubtedly  an  application  had  been 
made  by  Mr.  Giffen  to  the  noble  Viscount, 
who  referred  it  to  the  Treasury,  and  that 
it  was  refused  by  that  Department  under 
the  late  Government.  The  present  Go- 
vernment, therefore,  had  simply  to  con- 
sider whether  they  should  do  something 
which  their  Predecessors  in  Office  had 
distinctly  refused  to  do.  They  had  not 
finally  decided  that  they  would  not  do 
what  was  asked  of  them.  The  matter  was 
still  under  consideration,  because  he  felt, 
especially  after  the  experience  which  he 
had  had  of  Mr.  Giffen's  value,  that  it  was 
of  importance  to  the  Public  Service  that 
his  services  should  be,  if  possible,  re- 
tained. He  was  in  communication  with 
the  Treasury  upon  this  subject  when 
Mr.  Giffen  had,  as  he  believed,  some 
offer  made  to  him  which  he  said  would 
greatly  improve  his  position,  and  which 
he  felt  himself  justified  in  accepting;  and, 
accordingly,  he  asked  him  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain) to  accept  his  resignation.  When 
a  Question  was  asked  in  the  House 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Sheffield  (Mr.  Stuart  Wortley),  he  stated, 
in  reply,  that  Mr.  Giffen  had  resigned 
his  position  in  the  Service  in  order  to 
better  his  prospects.  Subsequently  to 
that  changes  were  contemplated  in  the 
Office,  which  would  throw  additional 
work  on  the  Statistical  Department,  and 
he  had  then  made  another  attempt  to 
retain  Mr.  Giffen' s  services,  and  had  so 
far  succeeded  that  Mr.  Giffen  had,  at  all 
events,  temporarily  withdrawn  his  re- 
signation, and  his  final  position  with 
respect  to  the  Department  would  not  be 
determined  until  the  question  of  a  Minis- 
try of  Commerce  and  Agriculture  was 
decided. 
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Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentloman  was  about 
to  enter  upon  another  subject,  and  as 
reference  had  been  made  to  the  Treasury 
in  connection  with  this  matter,  he  wished 
to  express  his  opinion  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  wrong  in  saying 
that  the  apph'cation  with  regard  to  Mr. 
Oiffen  was  distinctly  refused  by  the  late 
Government.  The  matter  came  before 
him  at  the  close  of  the  late  Administra- 
tion, and  the  directions  he  had  given 
were  simply  founded  on  the  desire  to 
leave  the  question  open  for  their  Suc- 
cessors. He  had  not  expressed,  on  the 
merits  of  the  case,  any  opinion  against 
the  promotion  of  Mr.  Giffen. 

ViscouxT  SANDON  wished  to  make  an 
explanation  in  reference  to  the  remarks 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade.  As  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said,  he  had 
spoken  with  him  (Viscount  Sandon)  on 
the  subject ;  and  he  had  told  him  that  he, 
as  his  Successor  in  Office,  was  perfectly 
free  to  take  whatever  course  that  was 
best  with  respect  to  it.  All  that  hap- 
pened with  regard  to  the  Treasury  was 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  late  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  said  he  did 
not  like  to  bind  his  Successors  by  a 
change  which  would  involve  consider- 
able re- organization  in  the  Department. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  the  two  ac- 
counts of  the  transaction  tallied  perfectly 
well 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  he  was 
sorry  in  any  degree  to  differ  from 
the  noble  Viscount  opposite  (Viscount 
Sandon) ;  but  he  could  not  admit  that 
the  two  accounts  actually  tallied.  He 
was  afraid  that  the  resignation  of  Mr. 
Giffen  was  largely  due  to  his  disap- 
pointment, owing  to  a  promise  which 
was  not  fulfilled.  He  would  not  enter 
into  any  discussion  of  the  statement  of 
the  noble  Viscount  that  he  had  not  given 
any  such  promise.  It  was  there  that  the 
difficulty  arose.  The  noble  Viscount  had 
brought  the  matter  before  the  Treasury 
in  the  time  of  the  late  Government ;  but 
he  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  must  remind  the 
noble  Viscount  that  Mr.  Giffen*s  case 
was  brought  before  him  12  months  before 
the  late  Government  went  out  of  Office. 
There  was,  consequently,  plenty  of  time 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Department ;  and 
he  could  not  imderstand  why  the  matter 
had  been  left  open  to  be  dealt  with  by 
the  present  Qovermnent. 


ViscorxT  SANDON  said,  he  had  done 
everything  in  his  power  to  cany  out  the 
proposal  with  regard  to  Mr.  GKffen ;  but 
it  must  be  remembered  that  the  Board 
of  Trade  could  not  influence  the  Trea* 
sury  in  matters  of  expenditure.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  had,  no  doubt,  by  that 
time  discovered  that  in  such  matters 
he  had  rather  hard  masters  in  the 
Treasury. 

Mr.  OTWAT  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  interfere  in  the  controversy  between 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
and  the  noble  Viscount  the  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Viscount  Sandon);  but  it 
appeared  to  him  that  Mr.  Oiffen  had,  st 
any  rate,  resigned  under  the  manage- 
ment of  the  noble  Viscount,  and  with- 
drawn his  resignation  under  that  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  was  an  un- 
fortunate thing  that  the  country  should 
lose  the  services  of  an  official  when  they 
became  most  valuable ;  and  he  would  be 
glad  to  know  whether  it  was  in  conse- 
quence of  a  refusal  to  make  a  reason- 
able advance  on  the  salary  enjoyed  by 
Mr.  Giffen  that  he  offered  to  resign  and 
deprive  the  country  of  his  services. 
The  country  would  lose  the  services  of  a 
very  able  and  valuable  man  through 
what  he  could  not  help  calling  the  penu- 
rious conduct  of  the  Treasury  in  not 
giving  proper  salaries  to  their  servants. 
What  had  they  done  within  the  last  10 
minutes?  He  did  not  know  whethw 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  took  part  in  the 
division  which  had  taken  place  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Office  of  Lord  Privy  Seal; 
but  here  they  had  been  g^nting  money 
for  an  Office  which  had  been  declared 
by  a  responsible  Minister,  when  out  of 
Office,  to  be  a  sinecure,  although,  now 
that  he  was  in  Office,  that  responsible 
Minister  voted  for  it — they  had  been 
voting  money  for  a  sinecure  Office,  and 
now  they  were  going  to  lose  the  serrioes 
of  such  a  man  as  Mr.  Giffen,  because 
they  would  not  make  the  addition  to  his 
salary  which  his  long  service  demanded. 
That  might  be  a  very  g^ood  sport  to  the 
Committee ;  but,  out-of-doors,  it  was 
looked  on  as  a  very  serious  matter.  He 
considered  it  most  inconsistent  to  vote  a 
sum  of  money  for  an  Office  that  was.^- 
clared  to  be  a  sinecure;  and,  at  tfib^ 
same  time,  to  refuse  to  treat  public  ser- 
vants of  value  with  that  consideration 
which  their  services  deserved. 
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Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  they  were 
all  delighted  to  hear  from  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  that  he  had  good 
hopes  of  being  able  to  retain  the  ser- 
vices  of  such  a  valuable  man  as  Mr. 
Giffen;  but  it  should  be  remembered 
that  this  gentleman's  resignation  did 
not  take  place  under  the  rigime  of  his 
noble  Friend  (Viscount  Sandon),  but 
under  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Chamberlain).  The  noble  Yis- 
count  had  explained  that  during  the  time 
he  had  held  Office  he  had  done  his  best 
to  induce  the  Treasury  to  make  an  addi- 
tion to  Mr.  Giffen's  salary,  but  without 
success.  It  was  no  secret  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  Ministers  often  made  at- 
tempts of  that  kind,  which  did  not 
succeed.  The  noble  Yiscount,  how- 
ever, had  done  his  best ;  and  then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  come  into 
Office  and  had  made  similar  efforts. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  as  much 
influence  with  the  Treasury  as  the  noble 
Yiscount;  and  yet  he  did  not  seem  to 
have  been  any  more  successful ;  there- 
fore, it  could  not  be  said  that  the  resig- 
nation was  due  more  to  the  action  of 
the  noble  Yiscount  than  to  that  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  (Mr.  J.  G. 
Talbot)  was  not  going  into  the  vexed 
question  between  different  Members  of 
me  Liberal  Party,  whether,  in  Office, 
they  should  continue  to  vote  as  they  had 
done  out  of  Office.  The  matter  was  one  of 
good  taste,  and  for  their  own  consciences. 
mx,  Gtiffen  was,  undoubtedly,  a  most 
valuable  public  servant ;  and  if  his  ser- 
vices could  be  retained,  they  ought  to 
be,  even  at  the  expenditure  of  a  little 
money  by  the  Treasury. 

liOED  FREDEEICK  CAYENDI8H 
said,  that  the  case  of  the  Lord  Privy 
Seal  and  that  of  Mr.  Giffen  stood  upon 
a  totally  different  footing,  and  should  be 
dedded  each  on  its  own  merits.  The 
Oommittee  should  avoid  the  danger  of 
infusing  too  much  personal  matter  into 
the  discussion.  When  an  increase  of 
aalary  was  given  to  a  gentleman  in  Mr. 
Qiffen's  position,  they  must  expect  to 
see  a  large  demand  made  for  similar 
development  in  the  case  of  the  other 
oflftoials  of  the  Department,  and  the 
Under  Secretaries  at  the  Board  of  Trade 
were  numerous.  It  was  only  a  very  few 
years  since  Mr.  Giffen  was  appointed  at 
,  a  salary  higher  than  that  which  had 
I  been  received  by  his  predecessor.  An 
hon.  Member  had  asked  what  arrange- 


ment had  been  come  to,  and  that  ques- 
tion had  already  been  answered.  All 
the  questions  which  had  been  raised 
would  be  most  carefully  considered  by 
the  Cabinet  during  the  Recess.  It  was 
probable  that  great  changes  would  have  to 
be  made ;  and  if,  in  the  process  of  mak- 
ing them,  it  was  found  that  the  position 
of  Mr.  Giffen  could  be  improved,  he  was 
sure  that  it  would  be  done.  He  should 
be  very  glad  if  some  arrangement  could 
be  made  by  which  the  services  of  Mr. 
Giffen  could  be  retained. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF 
wished  to  know  what  were  the  duties 
of  the  Translator  to  the  Board  of  Trade  ? 
From  a  document  published  by  the 
Chambers  of  Commerce,  it  appeared 
that  the  translation  of  the  French  Treaty 
was  withheld  in  consequence  of  the  ex- 
pense to  which  it  would  put  the  country. 
\Yell,  seeing  that  they  had  a  Translator 
at  a  salary  of  £400  a-year,  he  thought 
the  cost  of  the  translation  need  not  have 
been  very  great  if  the  Translator  had 
done  his  duty.  What  were  the  duties 
of  the  Translators,  if  they  were  not  to 
translate  documents  in  the  interest  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  ? 

Mr.  chamberlain  :  The  duty  of 
the  Translator  to  the  Bocurd  of  Trade  is 
to  translate  all  such  foreign  documents 
as  are  required.  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff) 
that  the  Translator  is  fully  employed. 
As  to  the  question  of  butterine,  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Clonmel  (Mr. 
A.  Moore),  the  Board  of  Trade  have  no 
control  over  the  classification  the  Cus- 
toms adopt  of  the  imported  articles  re- 
ferred to.  The  moment  I  saw  the  nature 
of  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend,  I  com- 
municated with  the  Customs  on  the  sub- 
ject ;  and  I  have  received  a  reply  from 
them  which,  I  am  afraid,  will  not  be 
satisfactory  to  the  hon.  Member,  but 
which  I  am  bound  to  put  before  the 
Committee.  Oleomargarine,  they  say,  is 
an  oil,  and  when  imported  in  large  quan- 
tities in  that  form  is  classed  under  the 
head  of  animal  oil,  and  not  butterine. 
When,  however,  it  comes  over  in  the 
more  finished  form  of  butterine,  which 
is  either  animal  fat  alone  or  animal  fat 
mixed  with  a  smaller  or  greater  pro- 
portion of  pure  butter,  then  it  is  classi- 
fied as  butter,  and  the  Customs  say  they 
do  not  think  it  would  be  practicable  or 
expedient  to  alter  the  classification.  In 
the  first  place,  they  say  it  would  be  ex- 
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tremely  difficult  to  diBtinguiBh  between 
pure  butter — real  butter — and  the  artifi- 
cial compound.  I  do  not  think  they  say 
the  analysis  would  be  impossible,  but 
that  it  would  be  expensive  and  difficult. 
Then  they  say  that  all  the  butter,  and 
butterine  products,  are  perishable,  and 
that  if  they  are  detained  for  any  length 
of  time  for  purposes  of  analysis  they 
may  be  rendered  valueless.  And,  lastly, 
they  say  that  as  there  is  nothing  either 
in  appearance,  taste,  or  smell  to  distin- 
guish butter  from  butterine,  if  a  test 
were  adopted  e^orj  consignment  of 
the  article  called  butter  which  came 
through  the  Customs  would  have  to  be 
tested,  which  would  entail  enormous 
labour  and  expense.  I  have  said  this 
will  not  be  satisfactory  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and  I  must  confess  it  is  not  satis- 
factory to  myself.  I  cannot  but  be- 
lieve that  we  might  be  able  to  hit 
upon  some  means  of  distinguishing,  with- 
out incurring  the  difficulty  and  expense 
which  the  Customs  suggest.  I  hope  the 
time  will  come  when  the  Board  of  Trade, 
which  has  to  do  with  commercial  matters 
in  this  House,  and,  above  all,  with  sta- 
tistical matters  concerning  the  commerce 
of  the  country,  will  have  control  over  the 
statistics  of  the  country.  In  the  mean- 
time, what  I  propose  to  do  is  to  com- 
municate again  with  the  Customs,  and 
suggest  that  they  should  appoint  some- 
one to  meet  some  representative  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  in  order  to  revise  this 
classification,  and  see  if  some  better  plan 
could  not  be  adopted. 

Mr.  R.  H.  PAGET  said,  that  as  to 
the  difficulty  suggested  in  the  matter  of 
analysis,  he  believed  it  to  be  simply  with- 
out foundation.  It  was  one  of  the  easiest 
things  in  the  world  to  distinguish  be- 
tween spurious  butters  and  real  butters. 
The  simple  test  of  the  application  of  heat 
would  at  once  show  which  was  the  real 
and  which  was  the  spurious  article.  The 
answer  which  had  been  given  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  from  the  Customs 
was  one  of  the  ordinary  red-tape  replies, 
suggesting  considerable  difficulty  and 
declaring  theimpossibility  of  any  change. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  remain  satisfied  with  the  first 
rebufi*  he  received  from  another  Depart- 
ment. The  question  was  one  of  great 
importance,  as  it  afifected  the  health  of 
the  whole  community.  It  was  impos- 
sible to  exaggerate  the  importance  of  it. 

Mr.  Ohamhmrlain 


Batter  came  into  oonaumptioa  in  ereiy 
family  in  the  Kingdom  ;  and  thaj  had 
reason  to  know  that,  thongh  oleommr- 
earine  might  not  be  bad  or  deleterious 
m  itself,  it  was  mixed  with  spariooa  and 
injurious  matter,  which  conld  easily 
spread  broadcast  all  kinds  of  fearfd 
diseases.  Parliament  should  not  remain 
content  unless  this  matter  were  taken 
up  and  treated  as  a  matter  of  great  im- 
portance. 

Mr.  a.  MOOHE  said,  he  was  obligid 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pkesi- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade  for  the  kind 
answer  he  had  given.  It  was  dear  that, 
whatever  difficulty  existed,  it  was  not  of 
the  making  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  but 
of  a  Department  which  was  not  alto- 
gether amenable  to  that  Hoase.  If  large 
quantities  of  this  oleomargarine  were 
coming  into  the  country  in  iron  casks, 
there  could  be  no  excuse  for  the  Costoms 
not  making  a  distinction  between  that 
and  other  oils.  He  saw  the  difficnltj 
of  dealing  with  a  beautifully  made-up 
butter,  because,  in  opening  and  testing 
it,  it  might  perish ;  but  he  would  make 
this  remark— ^that,  owing  to  the  Dutch 
law — and  it  was  from  Holland  that  the 
best  qualities  came— every  ponnd  was 
sold  under  its  own  name,  altnough  next 
day,  perhaps,  it  was  sold  in  London 
under  another  name.  He  did  not  con- 
sider the  answer  the  hon.  Member  had 
received  was  satisfactory,  although  he 
did  not  blame  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Yi.ctcouKT  SAN  DON  asked  whether  he 
would  be  in  Order,  at  this  point,  in  re- 
ferring to  British  seamen  at  Pemam- 
buco? 

Lord  FEEDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
No. 

Mr.  BIGG AE  thought  the  answer 
given  by  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  the  hon.  Member  oppoute 
(Mr.  A.  Moore)  was  very  unsatisfactoiy. 
There  was  a  large  quantity  of  stuff  im- 
ported into  Ix)udon  from  various  places 
under  the  name  of  ''  butter."  Some  of  it 
came  from  France,  and  a  large  quantity 
was  imported  from  Holland  in  casks  and 
fancy  packages.  It  would  not  keep  more 
than  a  day  or  two,  and  unless  it  was 
used  at  once  it  became  thoroughly  rancid 
and  unsaleable.  The  Customs  would 
not  examine  the  stuff  for  the  protection 
of  the  public,  lest  some  of  it  should  get 
spoilt.  There  were  three  kinds  of  this 
material ;  one  was  a  kind  of  butter, 
another  was  a  mixture  of  butter  and 
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animal  fat,  and  the  third  was  animal 
fat  by  itself.  What  could  be  more  easy 
than  for  the  authorities  to  say  that  in 
the  bill  of  lading  it  should  be  specified 
whether  the  article  imported  was  or  was 
not  animal  fat,  a  mixture  of  butter  and 
animal  fat,  or  butter  alone  ?  The  cask 
in  which  the  stuff  came  should  be 
branded,  so  as  to  show  what  it  con- 
tained ;  and  in  that  case  they  would  not 
hare  tallow  sold  for  butter,  as  was  often 
the  case  at  the  present  time.  This  matter 
was  most  important  for  two  reasons — 
first  of  all,  because  it  was  dishonest  and 
unfair  to  the  consumer  to  make  him  pay 
the  price  of  butter  when  the  article  he 
was  supplied  with  was  really  not  butter 
at  all.  In  the  next  place,  it  was  unfair 
to  agriculturists  who  had  to  compete 
in  the  market  with  pure  butter.  The 
agriculturist  would  get  a  much  higher 
price  in  the  market  for  his  genuine 
manufactured  article  had  he  not  to  com- 
pete with  a  spurious  imitation.  The 
Committee  should  insist  far  more  strongly 
than  it  had  done  on  the  Ooyemment  pro- 
tecting the  consumers  and  producers  of 
bntter  in  the  United  Kingdom.  The 
greatest  facilities  were  offered  to  the 
manufacturers  of  this  artificial  and  adul- 
terated stuff;  and  the  agriculturists 
were  allowed  to  suffer  a  reduced  price 
of  the  real  article,  as  well  as  restrictions 
placed  on  the  importation  of  cattle.  The 
Ooyemment,  he  thought,  ought  to  do 
two  things.  First,  they  should  throw 
all  the  obstacles  they  could  in  the  way 
of  the  importation  of  this  counterfeit 
butter;  and,  in  the  next  place,  they 
should  exert  themselves  to  see  that  the 
poor  of  London  were  not  imposed  upon, 
and  that  the  stuff,  if  sold  at  all,  should 
be  Bold  under  its  proper  name.  The 
Committee  knew  very  well  that  during 
three  or  four  months  of  the  year  nine- 
tenths  of  what  was  sold  in  London  as 
batter  was  not  butter  at  all.  It  was 
almost  impossible,  in  point  of  fact,  for 
good  and  pure  butter  to  be  obtained  re- 
tail in  London  in  the  spring  and  winter 
months ;  and  the  Government  were  not 
doing  their  duty  in  trying  to  screen  a  lot 
of  people  who  were  of  the  vilest  descrip- 
tion, and  who  did  enormous  injury  by 
their  conduct. 

8iB  HERBERT  MAXWELL  urged 
tiie  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  not  to  be  deterred 
from  a  consideration  of  this  subject  by 
the  arguments  that  protection   should 


be  given  to  the  consumers  in  this  country. 
He  was  quite  aware  that  Protection  had 
an  ugly  sound  in  the  ears  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  ;  but  he  trusted 
that  the  day  was  not  far  distant  when  it 
would  have  a  far  more  ugly  sound.  The 
principal  reason  urged  by  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  for  not  going 
further  into  the  matter  at  present  was 
the  difficulty  of  detecting  the  difference 
between  the  spurious  and  the  real  article; 
but  he  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell)  believed 
researcheshad  been  made  into  the  matter, 
and  he  was  told  by  men  of  science  that 
the  two  substances  were  chemically 
identical,  or  nearly  so,  but  that  it  was 
quite  possible  for  experts  to  detect  the 
difference.  He  was  told  that  when  in  a 
state  of  liquefaction  by  heat  the  real 
article  went  into  a  state  which  was  quite 
unattainable  by  the  spurious  article,  and 
that  if  it  was  placed  on  a  hot  plate,  and 
subjected  to  a  certain  degree  of  heat,  an 
amount  of  granulation  was  produced 
which  could  not  be  got  rid  of,  and 
which  was  apparent  to  the  eye  of  the 
expert.  He  thought  the  excuse  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  unworthy 
of  the  great  Department  he  represented. 
He  sheltered  himself  behind  the  tech- 
nical difficulty  of  ascertaining  the  dif- 
ference between  the  two  articles.  That 
was  not  worthy  of  him  or  his  Depart- 
ment. Difficulties  were  meant  to  be  over- 
come ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  fully  alive  to  the  necessity  of  over- 
coming this  difficulty  that  would  be  done. 
Viscount  FOLKESTONE  said,  it  had 
been  asserted  by  the  answer  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  read  from  the 
Customs  Department  that  it  was  diffi- 
cult to  distinguish  between  butter  and 
butterine ;  but  he  (Viscount  Folkestone) 
wished  to  point  out  that  even  if  there 
was  that  great  difficulty,  that  very  diffi- 
culty was  in  favour  of  the  Motion  of 
which  Notice  had  been  given,  because 
if  the  detection  of  the  difference  was 
difficult  to  experts  who  had  some  know- 
ledge of  the  matter,  it  would  be  far 
more  difficult  for  consumers,  who  simply 
went  into  the  market  to  buy  butter,  to 
distinguish  between  butter  and  but- 
terine, and  they  would  be  all  the  more 
open  to  fraud  from  those  who  passed 
off  the  adulterated  article.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  quickly 
do  what  he  had  said  he  would  do — 
namely,  devise  some  plan  by  which  it 
would  be  possible  for  Custom  House 
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officers  to  distinguish  between  the  two 
articles,  so  that  the  consuming  public 
might  know  what  they  were  getting. 

Mr.  DUCKHAM  thought  the  farmers 
of  England  had  a  right  to  ask  for  some 
measure  for  placing  the  spurious  article 
in  its  proper  name  before  the  public. 
The  analytical  chemist  was  employed  to 
detect  the  adulteration  in  milk,  coffee, 
and  other  articles  of  consumption,  and 
surely  he  could  detect  the  spurious  ar- 
ticle which  was  sold  in  the  name  of  but- 
ter. He  had  seen  advertisements  in 
different  papers  of  butter  which  was 
called  ** Prime  American"  at  6d,  or 
Sd.  per  lb.,  when  he  had  seen  that  in 
America  butter  was  quoted  at  If.  6d, 
and  Is.  Sd.  per  lb.  It  must  be  obvious 
Uiat  this  was  an  imposition  on  consumers 
in  this  country;  and  he  thought  that 
whatever  the  article  was,  it  should  be 
called  by  its  proper  name,  and  not  be 
brought  into  competition  with  our  own 
article  under  a  false  name. 

Mr.    CHAMBERLAIN:    The    hon. 
Gentleman  is  wandering  far  away  from 
the  question.     The  only  question  is  as 
to    the    statistics    prepared  under  the 
authority  of  the  Board  of  Trade;  and,  in 
reference  to  that,  I  have  given  a  reply 
which  I  am  glad  to  find  is  satisfactory 
— namely,  that  I  will,  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment,  endeavour,  with  the 
Custom  House  officers,  to  devise  means 
by  which  the  classification  may  be  al- 
tered and  the  importation  of  these  things 
kept  separate  in  the  Eetum.    Then,  my 
hon.  Friend   (Mr.  Duckham)  raises   a 
totally  different  question — namely,  the 
desirability  of  taking  care  that  the  re- 
tailer shall  sell  these  things  under  their 
right  name.   Everything  that  legislation 
can  do  to  secure  that  has  been  done 
already.      My  hon.  Friend  points  out 
that  the  chemist,  the  expert,  and  the 
analyst   are  employed  now  to  analyze 
milk ;  but  the  same  analyst  may,  under 
the  same  circumstances  and  under  the 
same  responsibility,  analyze  these  ar- 
ticles; and  there  have,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  been  a  certain  number  of  convic- 
tions of  retailers  for  soiling  butterine  as 
butter.     If  my  hon.  Friend  has  any  rea- 
son to  believe  that  butter  is  being  sold 
under  a  false  name  in  any  case,  all  ho 
has  to  do  is  to  go  to  the  county  autho- 
rity and  the  law  will  give  him  a  remedy. 
Mr.  BIQGAR  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  had  evaded  the  real  point  of 
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the  case.  It  was  not  conteiided  that  the 
law  was  not  sufficiently  strong  to  pat 
down  this  system  of  selling  adulterated 
articles,  but  that  the  Government  had 
not  put  the  law  into  operation.  It  was 
all  very  well  to  say  that  a  few  ooniio- 
tions  had  taken  place ;  but,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  for  months  in  London  such  a 
thing  as  pure  butter  was  hardly  to  be 
obtained.  It  was  very  well  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  enforce  laws  when  it  suited 
their  own  purpose,  and  at  other  times, 
because  it  conflicted  with  something 
they  called  Free  Trade  not  to  do  so. 
He  did  not  pretend  to  be  a  Protectionist 
himself;  but  he  would  protect  consumers 
from  spurious  goods. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN  eznlained  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (mi,  Biggar) 
was  entirely  mistaken,  for,  whatever  the 
intentions  of  the  Gt>vemm6nt  might  be, 
they  had  no  power  in  the  matter.  The 
execution  of  the  law  was  left  to  the  local 
authorities,  and  not  to  the  Gx>Temment ; 
it  rested  entirely  with  them,  and  not 
with  the  Central  Department. 

Sir  HERBERT  MAXWELL  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  either  mis- 
taken the  point  he  brought  forwa^,  or 
the  point  raised  by  the  hon.  Member 
below  him  (Mr.  A.  Moore).  His  own 
remarks  were  addressed,  not  to  die 
local  traffic — not  to  the  sale  by  the  re- 
tailers— but  to  the  importation  of  aa 
article  which  was  admittedly  brought  to 
this  country  for  the  purpose  of  admtera* 
tion.  There  was  no  known  use  for  the 
substance  known  as  oleomargarine,  ex- 
cept that  of  being  mixed  with  genuine 
butter,  or  else  being  turned  into  the 
article  known  as  butterine.  Those  were 
the  two  solo  uses  for  it.  Oleomargarine 
was  coming  into  this  country  in  landy 
increasing  quantities ;  and  all  he  auced 
was  that  the  Board  of  Trade  should 
show  how  much  of  the  stuff  was  intro- 
duced, and  in  what  proportion  it  was 
increasing. 

Mu.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  would 
not  venture  on  such  a  slippery  ground 
as  butter  or  oleomargarine ;  but  he 
wisliod  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  a 
question  with  regard  to  fees  for  profes- 
sional orders.  Ue  saw  that  there  was 
an  amount  of  £1,400  a-year  realized  by 
those  foes.  The  Chief  Secreta^  for 
Ireland  some  time  ago  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House  a  Return  which  showed 
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among  other  things  that  the  Office  of 
Public  Works  in  Ireland,  when  it  granted 
a  ProviBional  Order,  only  charged  the 
absolute  expenses ;  but  the  Board  of 
Trade,  for  Provisional  Orders  which  af- 
fected Ireland,  charged  a  fee  of  £35 
each  towards  the  expenses,  when  the 
draft  order  was  deposited,  and  from  that 
sum  of  £35  a  fee  of  £10  10«.  was  paid 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  to  counsel  for 
settling  the  Order,  so  that  it  would  ap- 
pear that  the  Board  of  Trade  made  a  profit 
of  £24  lOf.  on  every  Provisional  Order 
passed  affecting  Ireland.  He  wished  to 
ask  whether  it  would  not  be  possible  for 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  follow  the  same 
plan  in  regard  to  Orders  affecting  Ireland 
as  that  followed  by  the  Office  of  Public 
Works  in  Ireland  ?  Then,  on  page  102, 
the  Oommittee  would  find  a  perfectly 
new  matter  introduced  into  this  Yote, 
amounting  to  £3,100,  which  consisted 
of  fees  to  Beceivers  of  Wreck  and  the 
Coastguard,  with  travelling  and  inci- 
dental expenses  under  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Act  of  1854.  1854  was  some 
time  back,  and  there  never  had  been 
Buoh  a  charge  as  this  on  the  Estimate 
for  these  Services.  The  expenses  con- 
nected with  the  Beceiver  of  Wreck's 
duties  had  always  been  defrayed  from 
the  proceeds  of  wrecks,  and  a  Eetum 
furnished  to  the  House  pursuant  to  Act 
of  Parliament  in  connection  with  the 
Mercantile  Marine  Fund  showed  that  the 
proceeds  of  the  sale  of  wreck  within  the 
year  was  £3,329 ;  while  the  fees  and 
commissions  received  by  the  Receiver  of 
Wreck  amounted  to  £3,273,  making  a 
total  of  £6,602,  which  wont  to  the  re- 
muneration and  contingent  expenses  of 
the  Beceiver  of  Wreck.  He  believed  that 
last  Session  an  Act  was  passed  entitled 
'<  The  Merchant  Shipping  Fees  and  Ex- 
penses Act,"  by  which  the  application 
of  the  proceeds  of  wreck  to  the  payment 
of  the  Beceiver  of  Wreck  was  sanc- 
tioned ;  and,  that  being  so,  he  could  not 
see  the  necessity  of  throwing  the  ex- 
pesiees  connected  with  these  Services  on 
this  Yote.  On  the  the  first  page,  £3,100 
were  put  down  as  among  extra  receipts. 
That  was  the  same  sum  as  was  charged 
against  tl^e  public  on  page  1 02,  so  that 
the  public  were  not  at  any  loss  on  ac- 
eount  of  this  innovation ;  but,  whatever 
might  be  put  down  as  extra  expenses  on 
the  first  page  of  this  Vote,  the  introduc- 
tion at  a  later  page  to  a  charge  of 
£8,100  saddled  this  Vote  with  a  per- 
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manent  charge  of  that  amount,  which 
could  never  be  got  rid  of  until  the  offi- 
cers receiving  the  money  were  pensioned. 
Hitherto,  the  wreck  had  paid  its  own 
expenses,  and  the  account  nad  year  by 
year  diminished,  and  the  fees  might  be 
expected  to  dwindle  down  to  what  was 
just  enough  to  cover  the  expenses.  He 
thought  it  was  very  bad  policy  to  intro- 
duce a  sum  like  this  as  Exchequer 
Extra  Beceipts ;  and  he  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment might  have  some  explanation 
respecting  it  beyond  anything  that  he 
was  able  to  suggest  or  conceive. 

Mr.  CHAMBEBLAIN  said,  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  O'Connor)  had  asked  two 
separate  questions.  The  first  was,  why 
the  charges  in  connection  with  Provi- 
sional Orders  differed  from  those  which 
were  made  in  reference  to  Public  Works 
in  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOB  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  excuse 
him  while  he  explained  what  the  real 
point  was.  His  statement  was  that, 
according  to  the  Official  Beturns  fur- 
nished by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, the  Board  of  Trade  paid  a  fee  of 
£10  10«.  to  the  counsel  consulted  in 
regard  to  the  issue  of  a  Provisional 
Order ;  but  the  Board  previously  levied 
a  deposit  of  £35  ^m  the  promoters,  so 
that  they  made  a  profit  of  £24  10«.  out 
of  every  Provisional  Order  that  was 
issued,  whereas  the  Irish  Board  of 
Works  charged  nothing  beyond  the 
absolute  expenses. 

Ma.  CHAMBEBLAIN  said,  he  did 
not  know  how  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
O'Connor)  got  his  information  that  the 
Irish  Board  of  Works  did  not  charge 
anything  beyond  the  actual  expenses. 

Mr.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOB  re- 
marked, that  it  was  so  stated  in  a  Be- 
turn  presented  to  the  House. 

Mr.  CHAMBEBLAIN  said,  the  hon. 
Member  assumed  that  because  the 
Board  of  Trade  paid  £10  10«.  as  a  fee 
to  counsel,  that  was  the  whole  cost  to 
the  Board.  The  hon.  Member  seemed 
to  forget  that  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
all  their  office  expenses  to  pay  in  addi- 
tion to  the  fees  to  counsel.  There  was 
no  legislation  so  cheap,  so  convenienti 
or  that  gave  rise  to  so  little  dissatisfac- 
tion subsequently,  as  this  system  of 
legislation  by  Provisional  Orders.  The 
greatest  care  was  taken  to  see  that  the 
Orders  were  drawn  up  so  as  to  g^ve  as 
little  trouble,   and  inflict  as   small  an 
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amount  of  injustice^as  possible ;  and  he 
did  not  believe  that  the  charges  made 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  had  ever  been 
considered  excessive  by  those  in  whose 
service  the  Provisional  Orders  were 
issued.  In  regard  to  the  second  point, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  attach 
too  much  importance  to  what  was,  after 
all,  a  mere  change  in  the  mode  of  present- 
ing the  accounts.  The  object  of  the 
change  was  to  give  to  the  Ilouse  of 
Commons  more  and  more  detailed  infor- 
mation ;  and  the  plan  had  been  adopted, 
for  the  first  time  that  year,  of  show- 
ing in  the  Votes  the  exact  amount  of  the 
fees  charged.  There  was  no  fear  that 
the  fees  would  continue  to  be  charged 
long  after  the  work  ceased,  because  they 
were  apportioned  to  the  work,  and  all 
the  money  received  was  paid  into  the 
Exchequer. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR,  in  re- 
gard to  the  first  point  raised  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  wished  to  remind  him 
that  if  the  Board  had  office  expenses  in 
connection  with  Provisional  Orders  be- 
yond the  sums  paid  in  the  shape  of  fees 
to  counsel,  so  also  had  the  Department 
of  Board  of  Works  in  Ireland.  All  he 
contended  was,  that  if  the  Board  of 
Works  could  furnish  a  Provisional 
Order,  when  petitioned  for,  at  the  abso- 
lute expense  they  had  been  put  to  in 
connection  with  it,  the  same  course 
might  be  taken  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
in  similar  cases.  In  regard  to  the 
second  point,  he  wished  to  point  out 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  al- 
though, unquestionably,  they  had  now 
in  the  Board  of  Trade  Vote,  at  page  102, 
a  detailed  account  such  as  had  never 
been  supplied  before,  yet  it  was  not 
a  question  of  the  sum  of  money  abso- 
lutely paid  as  fees  which  had  been  intro- 
duced at  all.  The  sum  put  down  was  a 
good  round  sum  of  £2,200  for  the  Ee- 
ceivers,  and  another  sum  of  £800  for  the 
Coastguard.  He  understood  that  that 
was  not  a  varying  sum,  but  a  permanent 
charge.  Personally,  he  thought  that 
that  was  a  very  unsatisfactory,  and  even 
dangerous  way  of  giving  the  informa- 
tion. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  said,  he  was  very 
much  surprised  that  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Queen's  County  (Mr. 
O'Connor)  had  raised  that  debate.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  gone  at  considerable 
length  into  a  matter  of  aocount,  and  had 
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attacked  what  had  eonatantlj  been 
pressed  upon  the  Government  by  Com- 
mittee of  Supply — namely,  that  in  mak- 
ing payments  they  should  set  forth  what 
the  payments  were  for,  and  if  they  had 
receipts  that  they  should  give  them  a 
statement.  He  believed  that  that  was 
the  best  course  of  checking  the  pablio 
expenditure.  It  was  the  course  aoopted 
in  regard  to  many  other  accounts,  and  he 
hoped  it  would  be  universally  adopted. 
Certainly,  if  the  Government  oonstitated 
a  number  of  new  offices,  and  suddenly 
saddled  the  public  with  a  new  charee, 
there  would  oe  ample  justification  for 
attacking  them;  but,  in  this  case,  the 
charges  complained  of  were  simply  fees 
that  were  payable  on  a  certain  transac- 
tion being  completed,  and  the  Committee 
had  before  them  not  the  fees  actually 
payable  in  the  course  of  the  year,  but 
an  estimate  of  them  given  in  a  round 
sum.  He  should  like  to  have  some  in- 
formation from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  in 
reference  to  one  of  these  items — ^namely, 
a  salary  of  £1,000,  advancing  to  £i,SOO, 
to  one  of  the  Assistant  Secretaries,  who 
also  received  £500  a-year  for  perform- 
ing the  work  of  auditor  in  connection 
with  the  Metropolis  Water  Act  of 
1871.  He  had  no  doubt  that  the  duties 
performed  were  highly  important,  and 
he  believed  there  was  a  charge  made 
upon  the  Metropolitan  Water  Companies 
to  provide  the  remuneration ;  but  he 
wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
how  far  the  duties  this  gentleman  had  to 
perform  under  the  Metropolitan  Com- 
panies Water  Act  interfered  with  the 
duties  he  was  called  on  to  fulfil  as 
the  salaried  officer  of  a  Public  Depart- 
ment ?  As  the  sum  paid  by  the  llWo- 
politan  Water  Companies  was  large,  he 
presumed  that  the  work  rendered  was 
substantial ;  and  he  should  like  to  know 
whether  the  extra  work  was  done  during 
the  time  which  ought  to  be  devoted  to 
the  Public  Service  ?  He  hoped  to  hear 
some  explanation  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  the  ar- 
rangement to  which  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Eylands)  referred  was  undoubtedly 
an  anomalous  one  ;  but  it  was  one  which 
bad  been  in  existence  for  a  good  many 
years,  and  it  had  been  brought  before 
the  Committee  each  year  since  it  had 
been  entered  into.  He  could  not  go 
back  to  the  time  the  appointment  was 
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first  made,  or  state  the  reasons  for  it, 
because  he  was  not  in  the  House  at  the 
time.  He  could  only  say,  in  regard  to 
the  way  in  which  it  worked  now,  that 
he  believed  a  great  deal  of  the  work  was 
done  out  of  office  hours,  and  in  no  way 
interfered  with  the  work  done  for  the 
Crown.  Mr.  Stoneham,  who  performed 
the  two  duties,  was  a  very  valuable  offi- 
cer, and  fully  worth  the  whole  of  the 
sum  he  received  from  the  State  for  the 
work  rendered  to  the  Department. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
moved  that  the  Chairman  report  Pro- 
ffress.  It  was  then  half-past  1  o'clock 
in  the  morning,  and  it  would  be  neces- 
sary for  the  House  to  meet  again  at  2 
in  the  afternoon.  He  was  sure  that  the 
Government  would  not,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, desire  to  continue  the  Com- 
mittee 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN  assented. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Sir  Walter  B» 
Barttelot,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morroWf 
at  Two  of  the  dock. 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow,  at 
Two  of  the  clock. 


SUMMARY  PROCEDURE   (SCOTLAND) 

AMENDKENT  BHiL.— [iiorrf*.]— [Bill  216.] 

{The  Lord  Advocate.) 

COMMITTBE. 

Bill  eoneidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1  and  2  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Application). 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M'Lasbn)  moved,  as  an  Amendment,  in 
page  2,  to  insert  at  the  end  of  the 
dause — 

''The  provisions  of  the  Summary  Jurisdic- 
tion Acts  shall  also  apply  to  prosecutions  under 
the  Tweed  Fisheries  -  Acts  :  Provided  always, 
That  it  shall  be  in  the  option  of  the  prosecutor 
to  proceed  either  under  the  forms  of  the  Tweed 
Fisheriea  Acts,  or  under  the  forms  of  the  Sum- 
mary Jnrisdiction  Acts.*' 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  words  inserted 
accordingly. 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Lord  Advocate, 
ftorther  Amendment  made,  in  page  2, 


line  21 ,  by  leaving  out  from  "  this  "  to 
"1864,"  and  inserting  **  the  Summary 
Jurisdiction  Acts." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Eegulation  of  expenses). 

Mb.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  said,  the  scale 
of  fees  allowed  by  one  of  the  clauses 
was  so  low  as,  perhaps,  to  amount  to  a 
discouragement  of  prosecution,  and  there- 
fore to  interfere  with  the  course  of  jus- 
tice. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M'Laben)  explained,  that  when  the  Bill 
was  introduced  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
some  objections  were  made  to  the  scale 
of  fees,  and  a  slight  increase  was  made, 
and  since  then  he  had  not  heard  that 
any  complaint  was  made  that  the  fees 
were  too  low. 

Clause  agreed  to, 

Eemaining  clauses  agreed  to,  with 
Amendments. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

WILD  BIRDS  PROTECTION  ACT,  1880, 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— [Lorrf#.]— [Bill  226.] 

(Jfr.  Courtn0f^J) 
SECOND   BEADmO. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

Mb.  COUETNEY  said,  the  BiU  was 
intended  to  legalize  the  sale  of  certain 
birds  in  the  United  Kingdom,  which, 
notwithstanding  that  the  birds  had  been 
lawfully  killed  here  or  had  been  killed 
abroad,  could  not  now  be  sold  under  tho 
Act  of  last  year.  He  trusted  the  House 
would  agree  to  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  **  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — 
(^Mr,  Courtney,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

LUNACY  LAW  AMENDMENT  (re-eom, 

mitted)  BILL.— [Bill  192.] 

{Mr,  DiUwyny  Sir  Oeorge  Balfour,  Mr.  Btt^amin 

T.  Williams.) 

COMMITTEE. 
OBDEB  DISOHABQED.      BILL  WITHDBAWN. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mb.  DILLWYN,  in  moving  that  the 
Order  be  discharged,  said,  he  believed 
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there  were  some  points  in  the  Bill  which 
the  Home  Office  did  not  oontider  would 
work  Batisfactorily.  He  therefore  begged 
to  move  that  the  Order  be  discharged. 
At  the  same  time,  as  the  Department 
had  expressed  a  general  approval  of  the 
measure,  he  hoped  that  at  the  earliest 
possible  date  the  matter  would  be  taken 
in  hand  by  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Order  discharged ;  Bill  withdrawn, 

HoufH)  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
Y)eforo  Two  o  clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Fridat/,  29M  Jufy,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— FiViir  Heading— 
Leases  for  Schools  (Ireland)  *  (1 88) ;  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  •(187). 

Second  Heading — Public  Loans  (Ireland)  Remis- 
sion* (176). 

Committee  —  Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Act 
(1877)  Amendment*  (164). 

Committee — Report — Uniyersities  of  Oxford  and 
(Cambridge  (SUtutee)*  (178) ;  Turnpike  Acts 
Continuance*  (170) ;  Patriotic  Fund*  (183) ; 
Customs  (Officers)  *  (168). 

Third  Readinff — Universities  (Scotland)  Regis- 
tration of  Parliamentary  Voters,  &c.  *  (173) ; 
British  Honduras  (Court  of  Appeal)  *  (167) ; 
Pedlars  (Certificates)  *  (163) :  Metallic  Mines 
(Gunpowder)  *  (169) ;  Seed  Supply  and  other 
Acts  (Ireland)  Amendment*  (177),  and 
patted, 

MINISTERS  STIPENDS,  &c.  (SCOTLAND). 
ADDBE88  FOB  A  BETURN. 

The  Eabl  of  MINTO,  in  rising  to  call 
attention  to  the  positioD  and  proBpects  of 
the  Question  of  reform  of  tne  Law  of 
Teinas  in  Scotland ;  also  to  moye  for  a 

'*  Return  for  each  county  in  Scotland  of  the 
name  of  every  parish  in  which  an  augmentation 
was  made  of  ministers  stipend  and  of  allowances 
for  communion  elements  respectively  during  the 
period  that  has  elapsed  since  the  20th  March 
1876;  also  the  name  of  eudi  parish  in  which 
there  are  unexhausted  teinds,  and  the  amount 
applicable  to  the  augmentation  of  ministers  sti- 
pends, &c.  in  each  such  parish  (in  continuation 
of  former  Return,  No.  242,  1876,'*) 

wfid,  my  Lords,  I  am  always  reluctant  to 
occupy  even  a  few  minutes  of  your  Lord- 
ships time  in  this  House ;  but  the  aban- 
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donment  by  Her  Majesty's  Qorgriuugnt 
of  a  somewhat  important  BiU,  under  tiie 

r'essure  of  strange  influences,  oiightiiot, 
think,  to  be  passed  over  quite  witiioat 
notice.  I  shall  not  enter  upon  the  gene* 
ral  subject  of  Teind  Law,  and  beg  only 
to  mention  that  Teind  Law  oonstitates  a 
part,  and  a  yery  ugly  part  too,  of  the 
Land  Laws  of  Scotland,  and  that  in  ersvy 
transaction  relating  to  the  buying  or  sell- 
ing of  land  careful  investigations  reqnire 
to  be  made,  sometimes  with  very  unesr- 
tain  results,  relative  to  the  state  of  the 
teinds  on  the  property  concerned,  and  in 
the  parish  in  which  it  is  situated.  I 
must  also  mention  that  teinds,  in  the 
present  signification  of  the  words,  is 
something  very  different  from  tithes,  as 
formerly  understood.  In  point  of  fact, 
there  are  no  tithes  in  Scotland  now,  as 
they  were  commuted  into  a  rent-charge 
about  250  years  ago.  The  teinds  of 
Scotland  mav  now  be  concisely  and  cor- 
rectly described  as  being  that  portion  of 
the  gross  rental  of  Scotland  which  is 
appropriated  to  the  payment  of  the  sti- 
pends of  parish  ministers,  or  is  liaUe 
at  a  future  time  to  be  so  appropriated. 
In  the  early  part  of  this  Session  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  introduced  a  Bill 
called  the  Teinds  (Scotland)  Bill,  which 
was  read  a  second  time  some  weeks  later 
without  opposition.  The  Bill  sought  to 
place  on  a  clear  and  intelligible  basis 
the  liabilities  of  landed  property  in  re- 
spect of  teinds.  It  sought  to  place  the 
relations  of  proprietors  on  the  one  hand 
and  parish  ministers  on  the  other — 
namely,  the  payers  and  receivers  of  sti- 
pends— upon  an  easy  and  amicable  foot- 
ing. It  sought  to  put  an  end  to  the 
expenses  andlitigation  which  the  preseut 
law  promotes,  and  almost  necessitates. 
It  sought  to  effect  these  objects  by  the 
drawing  up  of  an  inventory  for  the  in- 
formation of  all  concerned,  as  an  autho- 
ritative exposition  of  the  state  of  teinds 
in  every  parish  of  Scotland.  The  Bill 
was  absolutely  and  carefully  unpolitical 
in  its  character,  and  was  totally  uncon- 
nected with  the  question  of  Establish- 
ment or  Disestablishment.  Perhaps  the 
best  exposition  of  the  purport  and  cha- 
racter of  the  measure  is  contained  in 
the  pointed  note  prefixed  to  the  Teinds 
(Scotland)  Bill,  which  I  shall,  therefore, 
read  to  the  House — 

"  The  Bill  has  been  prepared  at  the  reqnest 
of  a  number  of  landed  proprietors  renresent- 
ing  the   comities  of  Scotland.     Its  object  is 
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to  complete  tlue  valuation  of  the  tithes  of 
Sootland,  and  to  make  up  a  roll  of  tithes  in 
each  pariah  under  judicial  authority.  The 
want  of  such  a  roll  has  been  the  cause  of  a 
gpreat  amount  of  litigation  and  uncertainty  as 
to  the  extent  of  the  habilities  of  proprietors  of 
estates  to  the  Church.  The  BUI  does  not  provide 
for  commutation  of  tithes,  nor  does  it  increase 
or  lessen  the  liability. of  owners,  or  shift  the 
incidence  of  the  burden  of  the  tithes  in  any 
way.  It  is  purely  executive,  and  aims  only  at 
ascertaining  the  rights  and  liabilities  of  parties 
interested,  according  to  the  existing  law,  in  a 
more  summary  and  inexpensive  manner  than 
is  possible  under  the  existing  statutory  pro- 
cedure." 

Now,  I  venture  to  assert  that  the  only  two 
classes  of  men  who  are  directly  interested 
in  the  simplification  of  the  Teind  Laws 
were  virtually  a^eed  in  supporting  the 
principle  of  this  Bill.  But  it  has  always 
Been  said  in  Scotland  that  there  is  one 
powerful  class — the  Legal  Profession — 
who  are  interested  in  maintaining  the 
present  system  in  consequence  of  the 
harvest  of  litigation  that  it  engenders. 
Buty  in  point  of  fact,  the  most  zealous 
and  most  efficient  Teind  Law  reformers 
are  members  of  the  Legal  Profession  of 
all  grades — Judges,  Sheriffs,  agents,  soli- 
citors, are  all  of  one  mind  in  condemna- 
tion of  the  existing  law.  They  feel  it  as 
a  reproach  to  Scottish  law  that  so  bar- 
barous a  state  of  things,  and  so  ruinous 
to  their  clients,  should  be  suffered  to 
continue.  But  if  all  these  classes — 
heritors,  ministers,  and  lawyers — unite 
in  condemning  the  present  Law  of  Teinds, 
to  what  influence  is  the  obstruction  due 
which  has  proved  fatal  to  the  Bill  of  the 
Lord  Advocate  ?  The  answer  is  clear 
and  simple.  The  influence  which  has 
been  so  efficacious  was  a  purely  sectarian 
one.  The  word  has  been  passed  from 
high  sectarian  authority  that,  in  the 
interests  of  the  question  of  Disestablish- 
ment, all  legislation  for  the  reform  of 
the  Teind  Laws  must  be  opposed  at  all 
hazards.  The  worse  the  condition  of 
these  laws,  the  greater  will  be  the  un- 
popularity of  Church  institutions,  and  the 
greater  will  be  the  popularity  of  an  agi- 
tation for  Disestablishment.  Expensive 
litigation,  and  plenty  of  it,  between 
heritors  and  ministers,  and  between 
heritors  inter  «f,  seems  to  be  the  aim 
and  prayer  of  the  enemies  of  the  Church. 
The  spirit  which  animates  the  opponents 
of  all  reform  in  the  Law  of  Teinds  may 
be  aeen  in  the  following  resolutions  of 
the  United  Presbyterian  Synod,  agreed 
to  on  the  J  1th  July.    They  resolve — 


<'....  That  the  working  of  the  system  of 
the  Established  Church,  which  is  invariably 
wrong  in  principle,  ana  its  exactions  in  the 
matters  of  church  and  manse  rates,  augmenta- 
tions of  stipends  and  otherwise,  have  not  been 
more  offensive  or  injurious  for  a  generation  than 
they  are  at  present ;  and  that  disestablishment, 
and  nothing  short  of  it,  as  the  only  legislative 
redress  to  the  non-established  churches  and  great 
body  of  citizens,  and  the  sole  remedy  of  the  re« 
ligious  scandal,  ought  not  to  be  delayed  withoat 

urgent  cause That  they  have  learned  of 

the  withdrawal  of  this  objectionable  measure  (the 
Teinds  BUI)  on  the  4th  July.  That  they  have 
smce  heard  with  astonishment  of  a  proposal 
of  the  Lord  Advocate  to  re-introduce[the  Bill  on 
an  early  day.  That  they  resolve,  in  the  event 
of  an  attempt  to  resuscitate  the  Bill,  to  take 
such  steps  as  they  see  cause  for  its  prevention, 
and  for  raising  the  whole  (question  of  disestabUah- 
ment  in  connection  with  it.'* 

I  think  it  is  desirable  that  these  things 
should  be  known  and  appreciated  as  re- 
gards the  past;  but  1,  for  my  part, 
would  have  passed  them  over  in  silence 
had  it  not  been  my  belief  that  the  same 
influences  which  have  prevailed  this  Ses- 
sion against  the  cause  of  reform  will 
operate  with  even  greater  force  in  future, 
as  the  time  of  a  General  Election  ap- 
proaches. I  conclude  by  moving  for  the 
Jttetums  of  which  I  have  given  Notice. 

The  Earl  of  DALHOUSIE:  Mv 
Lords,  every  part  of  the  noble  EarlVi 
statement,  so  far  as  my  knowledge  goes, 
is  perfectly  and  entirely  accurate.  The 
Bill  introduced  into  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  dealing  with  the  subject  of 
teinds  is  a  useful  measure,  and  well  cal- 
culated to  effect  the  object  in  view.  In 
the  discussion  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament, so  far  as  I  am  aware,  no  suc- 
cessful attack  was  made  on  the  principle 
of  the  measure.  It  was  desired  ex- 
tremely by  the  landlords  and  clergy  of 
Scotland,  and  it  was  opposed  by  those 
who  are  very  zealous  for  the  immediate 
or  approximate  Disestablishment  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland.  The  Bill  was 
dropped  in  the  other  House  in  conse- 
quence of  pressure  of  Business,  and 
owing  to  the  opposition  it  received  from 
a  certain  section  of  the  Liberal  Party. 
There  is  no  chance  of  that  measure 
being  introduced  this  Session,  and  I  am 
not  able  to  make  any  promise  with  re- 
gard to  next  Session.  The  matter  is 
receiving  the  consideration  of  the  Go- 
vernment ;  but  they  were  unable  to  state 
when  ,the  matter  could  be  dealt  with. 
There  is  no  objection  to  give  the  Ketum 
moved  for. 

Motion  agreed  to. 


107        Palace  of  Wntmimkr—        {LOBDSl  PuUie  Impr§vmmt$.         108 


Address  for — 

"  Return  for  each  county  in  Scotland  of  the 
name  of  every  parish  in  which  an  augmentation 
was  made  of  ministers  stipend  and  of  allowances 
for  communion  elements  respectively  during  the 
period  that  has  elapsed  since  the  20th  March 
1876;  al^o  the  name  of  each  parish  in  which 
there  are  unexhausted  teinds,  ana  the  amount  ap- 
plicable to  the  augmentation  of  ministers  stipend, 
&c.  in  each  such  parish  (in  continuation  of  former 
Return,  No.  242, 1876."— (TAe  Earl  of  Minto,) 

PALACE  OF  WESTMINSTER— PUBLIC 

IMPROVEMENTS    NEAR    ST. 

MARGARETS  CHURCH. 

QUESTION.      OBSEBYATIONB. 

Lord  LAMINGTON,  in  rising  to  ask, 
Whether,  before  coming  to  any  deter- 
mination as  to  the  comtemplated  im- 
provements near  Saint  Margaret's,  Her 
Majesty's  Goremment  will  consider  how 
far  it  is  desirable  to  carry  out  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Committee  on 
Public  Buildings  of  1878  ?  said,  he  had 
put  this  Question  on  the  Paper,  because 
he  had  seen  in  the  public  journals  a 
statement  that  Her  Majesty  s  Govern- 
ment intended  to  give  the  not  very  large 
sum  of  £1,000  towards  the  improvement 
of  the  ffround  near  St.  Margaret's 
Church,  Westminster.  The  Metropoli- 
tan Board  of  Works,  it  was  stated, 
would  give  another  £1,000,  and  the  Go- 
vernment intended  to  appeal  to  the  pub- 
lic to  subscribe  the  other  £2,000  that 
would  be  required.  He  would  not  ask 
their  Lordships  to  express  an  opinion  as 
to  whether  this  was  a  very  dignified  mode 
of  proceeding  to  raise  £4,000  for  effecting 
improvements  near  the  Houses  of'  Par- 
liament. At  all  events,  the  circumstance 
of  the  Government  giving  £1,000  indi- 
cated that  they  took  an  interest  in  the 
improvement  of  the  ground  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  Houses  of  Parliament. 
When  he  brought  this  question  forward 
Ifiwt  year  Her  Majesty's  Government 
said  they  were  involved  in  so  many  wars 
that  there  was  no  money  available  for 
any  improvement  of  the  Metropolis. 
But  DOW  it  was  stated  that  owing  to  the 
policy  of  the  Government  there  was  pro- 
found peace  in  Afghanistan  and  South 
Africa ;  and,  therefore,  he  took  the  pre- 
sent opportunity  of  asking  the  Govern- 
ment whether  they  meant  to  do  any- 
thing in  the  way  of  giving  effect  to  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee  of 
1878.  In  the  opinion  of  that  Commit- 
tee, it  would  be  economical  to  borrow 
£l|500|000.    However,  he  would  leave 


that  part  of  the  Beport  alcme,  and  would 
only  ask  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment intended  to  take  down  the 
houses  at  the  end  of  Parliament  Street  ? 
The  approach  to  the  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment was  now  a  disgrace  to  the  country. 
Moreover,  to  leave  it  in  its  present  state 
would  load  to  increased  expenditure,  as 
the  Government  would  eventually  have 
to  pay  more  for  the  leases  of  the  houses. 
The  Government  could  vexy  well  afibri 
to  spend  £200,000  in  buying  up  the 
buildings,  and  they  had  better  do  it  at 
once,  because,  in  consequence  of  the 
policy  which  the  Government  had 
adopted,  they  might  possibly  be  en- 
gaged in  a  new  Transvaal  War  by  this 
time  next  year.  The  improvement  of  a 
great  Metropolis  was  a  question  worthy 
of  the  consideration  of  statesmen.  The 
French,  after  paying  some  milKards  of 
francs  to  the  Germans,  voted,  in  one 
year,  £1,000,000  sterling  for  the  im- 

Srovement  of  Paris,  and  in  Spain,  the 
Government  had  lately  expended 
£2,000,000  in  the  improvement  of  the 
capital.  He  trusted  Her  Majesty's  Gh>- 
vemment  would  be  able  to  hold  out  a 
hope  that  effect  would  soon  be  given  to 
the  recommendations  of  the  Committee 
of  1878. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said, 
that  he  never  knew  a  time,  since  he  had 
anything  to  do  with  public  life,  when 
this  question  was  not  under  the  con- 
sideration of  statesmen.  It  was  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Government  of 
which  he  was  formerly  a  Member;  it 
was,  doubtless,  under  the  consideration 
of  the  late  Government;  and  it  was 
under  the  consideration  of  the  present 
Government.  Therefore,  as  far  as  the 
consideration  of  statesmen  was  oon- 
cemed,  his  noble  Friend  had  no  reason 
to  complain.  He  understood  his  noble 
Friend  to  argue  that,  as  they  were  now 
in  a  state  of  profound  peace,  and  were, 
consequently,  relieved  from  a  large  war 
expenditure,  this  would  be  the  proper 
time  to  spend  some  £2,000,000  on  pub- 
lic buildings.  He  could  assure  hii 
noble  Friend  that  to  embark  in  the 
scheme  which  had  been  recommended 
would  be  to  ask  for  an  expenditure  that 
could  not  bo  counted  by  hundreds  of 
thousands.  The  whole  matter  had  al- 
ways been  one  of  very  great  diffiooltj. 
Individually,  he  did  not  like  any  mors 
than  his  noble  Friend  to  see  the  blook 
of  houses  in  Parliament  Street  \  but»  on 


109 


Water  Supply 


[July  29,  1881) 


{Metropolu). 


110 


the  other  hand,  there  were  a  yariety  of 
matters  to  be  determined  before  they 
were  palled  down.  The  most  important 
part  of  the  whole  subject  was  the  con- 
venience of  the  public  offices.  He  was 
afraid  lest  his  noble  Friend  should  be 
dissatisfied  with  the  only  answer  he  was 
able  to  give  him.  That  answer  was 
that  the  subject  was  really  under  the 
earnest  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment, which  would  in  a  very  short  time, 
owing  to  the  pressure  from  the  War 
Office  and  the  Admiralty  for  further 
accommodation,  have  to  decide  what 
scheme  should  be  adopted  for  the  ex- 
tension of  those  Offices;  and  that,  of 
course,  would  involve  deciding  whether 
to  act  on  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  of  1878. 

WATER  SUPPLY  (METROPOLIS). 
QUESTION.       0B8EBVATI0NS. 

Thb  Bishop  of  LONDON,  in  rising 
to  present  a  Petition  from  the  Nationcd 
Health  Societv;  and  to  ask,  Whether 
any  measures  nave  been  taken,  or  are  in 
preparation,  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment for  impi*oving  the  water  supply  of 
the  Metropolis  ?  said,  that  this  question 
was  one  that  very  much  affected  the 
welfare  of  the  Metropolis,  and  the  Peti- 
tion which  he  had  presented  expressed 
dissatisfaction  at  the  continued  delay  in 
reference  to  legislation  upon  this  subject. 
The  injuries  to  health  arose,  in  a  great 
degree,  from  the  intermittent  supply  of 
water  over  a  great  part  of  the  Metro- 
polis, by  which  water  was  wasted,  spoiled 
By  storage  in  dirty  cisterns,  and  the 
basement  of  houses  soaked  and  made 
unhealthy ;  and  the  Petitioners  expressly 
drew  attention  to  the  excess  of  fires  and 
consequent  loss  of  life  being  a  proved 
excess  of  two-thirds  beyond  the  insurable 
rate  in  towns  where  there  was  a  constant 
supply  of  water.  He  sympathized  very 
much  with  the  Petitioners,  inasmuch  as, 
from  his  experience  as  a  London  clergy- 
man, he  believed  that  an  insufficient 
supply  of  water,  such  as  existed  in  many 
parts  of  London,  was  injurious  to  the 
deanliness,  and,  consequently,  to  the 
temperance,  the  morals,  and,  in  the  last 
resort,  the  religion  of  the  population. 
The  working  classes  living  in  the  West 
of  London  were  particularly  ill-supplied. 
In  the  East  of  London  a  continuous 
supply  of  water  was  much  more  com- 
mon than  it  was  at  the  West   End. 


Their  Lordships  were  probably  not  aware 
of  what  the  habitations  of  the  labouring 
classes  were,  especially  in  the  Western 
part  of  London.  In  Westminster,  Soho, 
and  partially  St.  Pancras,  laboiuing 
men  and  their  families  inhabited,  for 
the  most  part,  single  rooms  in  houses 
of  considerable  size,  that  were  built 
at  the  end  of  the  17th  or  the  be- 
ginning of  the  18  th  century,  and  were 
originally  occupied  by  gentlemen;  and 
the  rent  was  about  5«.  for  each 
room.  He  had  visited  whole  streets 
of  such  houses,  going  from  house  to 
house,  and  his  experience  was  that 
water  was  only  supplied  to  them  for  an 
hour  or  half  an  hour  daily,  and  collected 
in  a  water  butt  in  the  basement,  from 
which  a  large  portion  of  it  escaped, 
rendering  the  underground  portion  of 
the  buildings  damp  and  unhealthy.  The 
families  living  in  the  different  flats  were 
obliged  to  carry  all  their  water  upstairs, 
and  when  a  woman  with  a  family  and  a 
baby  had  to  go  into  the  basement  and 
fetch  up  every  drop  of  water  that  was 
required,  they  might  be  sure  that  she 
would  do  witik  as  little  as  possible.  It 
was  distressing  to  see  how  a  family 
coming  up  from  the  country  gradually 
deteriorated  in  their  habits  of  cleanli- 
ness. Then,  it  was  hardly  necessary  to 
say,  a  dirty  room  was  but  a  poor  counter- 
balance to  the  temptations  of  the  public- 
house,  and  the  water  in  a  cistern  which 
might  not  have  been  cleaned  out  for 
years  was  not  a  very  inviting  draught. 
All  these  facts  were  well  known.  Com- 
mittee after  Committee  and  Commission 
after  Commission  had  sat  on  the  subject ; 
and  it  was  agreed  on  all  hands  that  the 
first  step  towards  an  improvement  in 
the  quality  and  in  the  distribution  of 
water  in  the  Metropolis  was  to  consoli- 
date the  various  agencies  of  supply.  It 
was  only  some  supreme  power  that  could 
effect  the  necessary  improvements  by  ob- 
taining water  from  better  sources,  and 
supplying  it  in  sufficient  quantities.  By 
giving  a  continuous  supply,  a  great 
waste  of  water  would  be  got  rid  of,  and 
this  should  lead  to  a  g^eat  reduction  in 
the  cost  of  supply.  There  would  be  a 
great  saving  also  from  the  better  means 
of  extinguishing  fires.  No  doubt,  when 
negotiations  were  entered  into  with  the 
Water  Companies,  the  scheme  prepared 
by  the  late  Mr.  Smith  showed  that  a 
very  large  sum  of  money  would  be  re- 
quired for  the  purchase  of  the  existing 
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le  Yestries  became  alarmed ; 
was  reconsidered,  and  then 
Bd  against.  Though,  how- 
st  would  be  very  great,  it 
»me  in  mind  that  the  longer 
was  deferred  the  greater 
5  cost  of  carrying  it  out.  In 
years  the  population  had 
J  560,000  in  the  districts 
he  Metropolitan  water  sup- 
ction  of  houses  was  still  enor- 
Basing.  In  Hammersmith 
for  instance,  it  was  computed 
uses  were  completed  every 
ith  of  the  Thames  four  were 
rery  day.  According  to  the 
moral,  the  chief  increase  in 
ion  occurred  in  the  outer 
I  town,  the  increase  in  that 
le  having  amounted  to  50 
iiile  in  the  inner  circle  it 
a  1 0  per  cent.  This  increase 
ition,  of  course,  necessitated 
I  supply  of  water  day  by  day, 
lal  machinery,  mains,  pipes, 
Now,  the  new  works  under- 
irVater  Companies  were  being 
exactly  the  same  principles 
railing  long  ago,  so  that  the 
le  old  systems  were  being 
pon  a  vast  scale.  When, 
e  matter  should  be  taken  in 
G-ovemment,  not  only  would 
'e  largely  increased,  but  all 
ely  done  by  the  Companies 
to  be  undertaken  de  novo, 
rcumstances  pointed  to  the 
avoiding  further  delay.  It 
1  that  the  valuable  property 
'  Companies  must  be  bought 
!e.  To  ascertain  what  price 
ven  recourse  might  be  had 
1.  This  initial  step,  he  might 
le  taken  without  the  inter- 
1  Act  of  Parliament.  If  the 
could  assure  the  House  that 
en  taken,  or  were  about  to 
improve  the  water  supply 
popolis,  the  announcement 
eived  with  very  great  thank- 
satisfaction  by  the  large 
'f  London,  who  were  suffer- 
the  present  arrangements 
r  supply  in  health,  comfort, 

•  OF  DALHOUSIE  said,  he 
'  the  right  rev.  Prelate  that 
naent  fully  recognized  the 
nportance  of  this  question. 
1  the  intention  of  the  Qo- 

^op  of  London 


vemment  to  introduce  into 
this  Session  a  Bill  dealing  with  the 
question  on  the  basis  of  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Select  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  which  sat  last 
year ;  but  the  state  of  Public  Biuiness 
had  made  it  impossible  for  the  (Govern- 
ment to  do  so.  Their  Lordships  would 
understand  that  in  dealing  with  a 
matter  of  this  kind,  in  which  large  pe- 
cuniary interests  were  involved,  it  would 
scarcely  be  prudent  to  proceed  unless 
with  some  reasonable  prospect  of  a  suc- 
cessful and  tinal  issue.  The  Gk>vem- 
ment  hoped  and  expected  to  deal  with 
the  matter  next  year. 

Eaul  FOETESCUE  said,  he  amed 
with  the  right  rev.  Prelate  that  delay 
was  most  undesirable,  and  was  of  opi- 
nion that  some  of  the  recommendations 
of  the  Committee  who  had  investigated 
the  subject  were  of  a  nature  to  cause 
delay,  sliould  the  Government  determine 
to  act  upon  them.  He  would  urge  the 
Government  to  proceed  with  this  matter, 
as  a  large  numoer  of  houses  were  con- 
stantly being  erected,  the  population 
growing  rapidly;  and  the  costs  resulting 
from  the  separate  and  independent  action 
of  the  Water  Companies  in  constructing 
mains  and  reservoirs  would  be  much 
larger  'than  if  the  works  were  done  by 
one  body  under  a  uniform  system.  He 
thought  that  the  Local  Government 
Board,  who  could  command  the  services 
of  thoroughly  competent  engineers, 
might  advantageously  take  the  initiative, 
and  begin  at  once  to  prepare  for  legisla- 
tion. He  could  confirm  what  had  been 
said  as  to  the  unsatisfactory  water-butt 
and  cistern  arrangements  in  very  many 
houses  which  were  let  out  in  tenements, 
and  there  could  be  no  doubt  whatever 
that  it  was  most  desirable  that  there 
should  be  a  constant  supply  of  water. 
By  various  Acts  of  Parliament  the  Com- 
panies, if  required,  were  bound  to  furnish 
a  constant  supply;  but,  owing  to  the 
want  of  unanimity  and  co-operation 
among  householders,  the  cases  were  very 
rare  where  a  constant  supply  was  ob- 
tained. The  question  was  one  of  the 
highest  importance,  both  as  regarded 
sanitary  matters,  fire,  and  intemperance, 
which  was  largely  increased  by  tbe  want 
of  pure  water. 

The  Earl  of  REDESDALE  (Ohaib- 
MAN  of  Committees)  said,  he  desired  to 
point  out  that  if  any  nuisance  existed  in 
consequence  of  a  short  supply  of  water. 
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the  sanitary  authorities  of  the  district 
could  take  cognizance  of  it.  In  many 
cases  the  owners  of  houses  did  not  take 
proper  care  that  the  occupiers  obtained 
a  supply  of  water.  The  Companies  were 
bound  to  supply  water,  and  if  they  did 
not  the  sanitary  authorities  should  in- 
terfere and  compel  them  to  do  so.  The 
condition  of  the  cisterns  was  also  a  mat- 
ter for  the  sanitary  authorities,  and  did 
not  concern  the  Water  Companies,  who 
were  frequently  blamed  indiscriminately 
for  things  for  which  they  were  not  re- 
sponsible. 

T  (JfiKEY  —  MIDH AT  PASHA  —  FULFIL. 
MENT  OF  SENTENCE. 

QUESTION.      OBSEEVATIONS. 

LoBD  STEATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL, in  rising  to  ask  the  Government, 
Whether  their  influence  at  Constanti- 
nople is  being  exercised  to  arrest  pro- 
ceedings in  the  case  of  Midhat  Pasha  ? 
said,  he  hoped  that  in  the  absence — 
which  he  regretted — of  the  noble  Earl  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
acme  Member  of  the  Government  would 
beable  to  give  an  answer  to  his  Question. 
No  doubt  all  the  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment knew  what  answer  to  give,  be- 
cause the  Prime  Minister  really  decided 
these  matters,  and  his  Colleagues  must 
be  in  possession  of  his  views.  The  fate 
of  Midhat  Pasha  was  a  question  in  which 
the  people  of  this  coimtry  took  g^eat  in- 
terest. There  was  no  doubt  that  he  had 
not  had  a  fair  trial,  and  obstacles  were 
put  in  the  way  of  his  defending  himself. 
There  was  little  doubt  that  Abdul  Aziz 
had  put  an  end  to  his  own  life ;  and  he 
thought  that  the  public  law  of  Europe, 
about  which  so  much  had  been  said  of 
late  years,  should  be  put  in  motion  on 
his  behalf.  It  might  be  said  that  public 
law  would  be  an  obstacle  to  exercising 
influence  to  arrest  proceedings  in  the 
case;  but  if  that  were  so,  public  law  had 
been  set  at  nought  by  every  Ambassador 
whom  the  Queen  had  employed  at  Con- 
stantinople recently. 

LoBD  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY  said, 
he  regretted  the  course  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  taken,  as  damaging  to  his 
coiisistency,  since  he  usually  respected 
the  Law  of  Nations ;  but  now  he  asked 
the  Gk>yemment  to  do  something  which 
was  quite  contrary  to  it.  He  was  not 
only  asking  them  to  obtain  a  commuta- 
tion of  tiie  sentmce  passed  on  Midhat 


Pflisha,  but  to  arrest  proceedings.    A 
month  ago  the  noble  Lord  intimated  that 
the  Foreign  Secretary  had  not  the  con- 
trol of  the  Foreign  Office,  but  that  the 
Prime  Minister  had ;    and  the   Prime 
Minister  had  stated  in  **  another  place  " 
that  this  was  a  case  in  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  not  the  right  to  interfere. 
The  noble  Lord  should  have  been  satis- 
fied with  that  answer.     When  Midhat 
Pasha  was  Grand  Vizier  he  was  respon- 
sible for  what  was  going  on  at  Constan- 
tinople ;  and  after  the  time  that  Sultan 
Abdul  Aziz  Khan's  death  took  place  he 
did  not  institute  any  inquiry  into  any  of 
the  circumstances  that  had  surrounded 
it.     No  doubt,  it  was  unfortunate  that 
in  the  recent  trial  the  Ottoman  Govern- 
ment   had    adopted   European    forms; 
and  it  would  have  been  better  if  the 
Turkish  Government  had  followed  their 
own  forms  of  trial  in  this  case.     How- 
ever, he  had  no  doubt  that  substantial 
justice  had  been  done  to  Midhat  Pasha. 
The   present  Question   was,   moreover, 
unnecessary,  because  the  sentence  had 
already  been  commuted,   and    Midhat 
Pasha  was  going  into  a  healthy  climate 
where  there  need  be  no  fear  on  account 
of  his  health.    Midhat  Pasha  was  a  good 
administrator  in  Bulgaria,  but  he  had 
been  too  much  praised  for  what  he  had 
done;    and,  on  the  whole,  he  was  an 
ignorant  rather  than   a  learned  man. 
However,   in  Midhat   Pasha's  present 
situation,  he  would  rather  not    make 
further  observations  upon  his  adminis- 
tration of  affairs.     There  was  no  ground 
for  any  alarm  in  regard  to  the  country 
to  which  he  was  banished. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEELEY  said,  he 
was  sorry  that  his  noble  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  was 
not  present  to  answer  the  Question  of  the 
noble  Lord.  As  to  the  actual  form  of  the 
Question,  he  agreed  with  his  noble  Friend 
opposite  (Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  that 
it  would  be  an  extraordinary  interference 
on  the  part  of  one  Government  to  exor- 
cise its  influence  upon  another  in  order 
to  arrest  proceedings  which  the  latter 
had  thought  it  necessary  to  take  in  re- 
gard to  an  accusation  against  a  subject 
of  that  Government.  But  probably  his 
noble  Friend  desired  to  know  what  course 
had  been  taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  the  whole  matter ;  and  what 
he  had  to  say  was  that  in  a  question  of 
so  much  delicacy,  involving  the  internal 
government  of  the  Porte,  and  touching 
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the  Sultan  himself,  Her  Majesty's  Gt>- 
yernment  had  not  thought  that  it  would 
be  desirable  to  exercise  any  direct  advice 
or  interference ;  but  feeling,  as  they  did, 
an  interest  in  this  matter,  they  had  been 
able,  through  Lord  Dufferin,  in  a  per- 
fectly private  and  unofficial  manner,  to 
express  their  wish  that  it  might  be  the 
pleasure  of  the  Sultan  to  deal  with  this 
matter  in  a  merciful  spirit.  He  was  not 
in  a  position  to  state  that  it  had  been 
officially  notified  that  the  sentence  passed 
upon  the  incriminated  Pashas  had  been 
commuted  ;  but  he  had  g^ood  reason  to 
believe  that  the  statement  in  the  news- 
papers alluded  to,  that  the  sentence  had 
been  commuted  to  banishment  to  Arabia, 
was  true. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEELEY  intimated 
that  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  was 
expected  from  the  other  House  in  a  few 
minutes. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY :  If 
I  may  ask  a  question  about  a  Bill  which 
is  not  yet  before  the  House,  I  should 
like  to  know  whether  the  Bill  will  bo 
printed  and  circulated  to-morrow.  It 
would  be  a  great  convenience. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  he 
was  not  certain,  but  he  thought  it  might 
be  circulated  to-morrow  evening. 

House  adjourned  during  pleasure. 

House  mum^d  at  Eleven  o'clock. 

The  Lord  Thurlow — Chosen  Speaker 
in  the  absence  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
and  the  Lord  Commissioner. 

LAND   LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons;  read  1*;  to  bo 
printed;  and  to  be  read  2*  on  Monday  next: 
{The  Lord  Ptivy  Seal).     (No.  187.) 

LEASES  FOR  SCHOOLS  (IRELAND)  BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  facilitate  leases  of  land  for  the  erec- 
tion thereon  of  schools  and  buildings  for  the 
promotion  of  public  education  in  Ireland — Was 
presented  by  The  Lord  0*Haoan  ;  road  1".  (No. 
188.) 

House  adjourned  at  Eleven  o'clock,  to 
Monday  next,  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
h'riday,  2%th  July,  1881. 


^^  Earl  of  Kimbirley 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

MINUTES.]  —  Select  CoMMimB  —  JSigMre— 
SUtioncr>'  Office  (Controller's  Beport)  [No. 
3561. 

Si'PPLY — considered  in   CommitUt — Gitil   Sbs« 
VICE   Estimates — Class    II. — Salaries    axd 
ExPEKBEs  OF  Civil  Dbpartmexts— Commit- 
tee K.P. 
Resolution*  [July  28]  reported, 

Pu  ULic  Bills — Second  JUading — SupOTumiuitioii 
(Post  Office  and  Works)  •  [228]. 

Committee — Petroleum  (Hawkmg)  [222]  [Honss 
counted  out]. 

Third  JUading—IjBJid  Law  (Inland}  [226],  and 
passed, 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PEG- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— MESSRS. 
CROTTY  AND  MARSH,  PRISONERS 
UNDER  TllE  ACT. 

Mr.  O'SHEA.  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Irelandi 
Whether  Messrs.  Grotty  and  Marsh  are 
confined  in  Limerick  Gaol  on  suspicion 
of  haying  been  concerned  in  an  attack 
on  a  house  near  Tomg^ney  (Glare)  on 
the  29th  of  May;  and,  if  so,  whether 
representations  have  reached  him  to  the 
effect  that  Messrs.  Grotty  and  Marsh 
assert  that  they  can  prove,  by  the  evi- 
dence of  policemen  and  others,  that  they 
were  at  a  considerable  distance  from 
Tomgraney,  on  their  way  toNenaghFair 
with  cattle,  when  the  house  in  queetion 
was  attacked? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
there  seemed  to  be  reasonable  g^nnd 
for  the  suspicion  on  which  the  arrests 
were  made ;  the  evidence  that  had  been 
laid  before  him  confirmed  him  in  that 
view ;  and  when  the  time  came  to  re- 
consider the  matter,  if  there  were  any 
further  information  the  case  should  be 
inquired  into. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— IRREGULARITY 

IN  KILRUSH  WORKHOUSE, 

CO.  CLARE. 

Mr.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  fact  that  a  pauper  lunatic  in 
Kibush  TGlare)  Workhouse  has  ^een 
found  to  oe  pregnant ;  and,  whettjar  an 


/ 


117  Law  and  Justic^-^Summary    {July  29,  1881}     Jurisdiction  Act,  1879.      118 

inquiry  has  been  made  into  the  case  by 
an  inspector  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board;  and,  if  so,  whether  it  is 
intended  to  publish  the  Inspector's  He- 
port? 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0E8TER,  in  reply,  said, 
his  attention  had  been  called  to  the  fact 
mentioned  in  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  an  inquiry  had  been 
held  by  an  Inspector  of  the  Local  Go- 
yernment  Board ;  but  the  poor  woman 
was  so  imbecile  that  nothing  could  be 
made  of  her  statements.  The  nurse  in 
charge  of  the  ward  was  considered  to 
have  failed  in  attention  to  her  duties, 
and  she  had  been  discharged  by  the 
Local  Gt>yernment  Board.  He  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  publish  the  Heport 
of  the  Inspector,  the  substance  of  which 
had  been  communicated  to  the  local 
Ghiardians.  He  could  not  say  whether 
repoTtera  were  excluded  from  the  in- 
quiry. 


LAW  AND  POLICE— PRACTICE  OF 
CARRYING  FIREARMS. 

8iB  HENRY  TYLER  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  he  will  take  into 
consideration  the  question  of  dealing  by 
leg^ation  with  the  cases  of  burglars 
and  others  carrying  revolvers  or  other 
firearms  and  shooting  innocent  people, 
and  of  appropriately  punishing  such 
crimes  whether  attended  or  unattended 
by  fatal  results  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  Sir, 
I  answered  a  Question  similar  to  this 
earlier  in  the  Session.  I  learn  from  the 
police  that  the  practice  of  carrying  fire- 
arms is  not  very  frequent.  At  the  same 
time,  I  think  it  would  be  very  desirable 
to  provide  some  severer  punishment  for 
offences  committed  by  persons  carrying 
them.  In  any  amendment  of  the  Cri- 
minal Law  it  would  be  well  to  introduce 
sack  a  change. 

Sm  HENRY  TYLER  said,  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment had  not  taken  any  notice  of 
'the  last  part  of  the  Question,  with  re- 
gard to  appropriately  punishing  such 
crimes,  whether  unattended  or  attended 
by  fatal  results. 

Sm  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  Sir, 
what  I  meant  to  say  was  that  slight 
offences  committed  by  men  carrying  fire- 
anus  should  meet  with  severer  punish- 
ment than  crimes  committed  by  men 
Who  do  not  cany  firearms.  ^ 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE— SUMMARY  JURIS- 
DICTION ACT,  1879— FINES  AND  COSTS. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether,  in  view  of  cases  like  that  of 
the  ** lark's  nest"  recently  before  him, 
and  other  instances  in  which  defendants 
are  being  sent  to  gaol  for  non-payment 
of  fines,  he  will  consider  the  propriety 
of  calling  the  attention  of  justices  of  the 
peace  to  the  power  given  to  them  by 
"The  Summary  Jurisdiction  Act,  1879," 
to  afford  time  for  payment  by  instal- 
ments so  as  to  avoid  unnecessary  im- 
prisonment ;  and,  whether  he  will  cause 
an  inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  scales  of 
costs  and  fees  in  use  at  petty  sessions 
throughout  the  Country,  with  a  view  to 
their  revision  and  reduction,  and  thus 
prevent  the  disproportion  of  costs  to  the 
fine  inflicted,  which  occurs  in  many 
cases  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET:  Sir, 
I  doubt  whether  there  will  be  any  g^eat 
advantage  in  calling  the  attention  of 
justices  to  the  provisions  of  the  Sum- 
mary Jurisdiction  Act — they  are  per- 
fectly well  acquainted  with  them  ;  but  I 
agree  very  much  in  the  regret  that  the 
wise  provisions  introduced  into  the  Act 
by  my  Predecessor  are  not  carried  out 
so  beneficially  as  they  might  be  in 
many  cases.  In  many  cases,  as  every- 
body knows,  where  the  fine  is  under  5s, 
there  can  be  no  costs,  unless  the  justices 
specially  certify  them,  and  this  they  are 
too  frequently  in  the  habit  of  doing.  I 
have  pointed  out  to  them  that  this  is 
not  what  is  intended  by  the  Act ;  it  was 
intended  that  only  in  exceptional  cir- 
cumstances should  costs  be  given.  The 
reply  I  receive  is — *'  Oh,  but  we  impose 
a  small  fine  on  account  of  the  costs." 
In  my  opinion,  that  is  not  a  judicious 
proceeding  ;  it  gives  to  the  public  an 
unfair  impression  of  what  has  really 
happened.  It  appears  that  a  person 
has  been  fined  only  !«.,  when,  in  point 
of  fact,  he  has  had  to  pay  SOs. ;  there- 
fore, I  much  desire  that  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  with  reference  to  costs  were 
more  fully  carried  out.  The  second 
part  of  the  Question  opens  up  a  very 
difficult  matter.  I  have  very  often  much 
regretted  that  large  bills  of  costs  have 
attended  these  convictions,  especially  in 
the  case  of  poor  people ;  but  it  must 
be  remembered  that  our  present  system 
is  that  these  costs  defray  the  expenses 
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of  the  administration   of  justice   to   a       "  To  ask  the  Secretarv  of  State  for  the  Home 

great  degree ;  and  if  you  are  to  change  I>oi>ttrlinnit  whrther  the  police  we  ■UU  nn- 

♦ir.  ««c+^    ^u\>^^  ♦!,«  i/x,.«i   «»*v.r^«;*;^o  !»C'quaintc<l  with  the  intention  that  Mr.  Bimd- 

the  system,  either  the  local  authorities  ,^,  ^^j^  ^^^  circulaiod  printed  notices  conrening 

must   undertake   to    pay  the    expenses  a  nmss  meeting  in  Tmfalgar  Square,  to  be 

which    are    now  paid    by  fines,  or  the  huM<-n  at  ei^ht  o'clock  p.m.  on  Tuesday  next, 

Exchequer  must   bear    them,  and  both  '«>r  the  purooae  of  prote«ting  against  his  exda- 

of  these  are  serious  ])ropo8itions.  "^^  ^^"^  ^'*"  "'^""^  •  " 

SiE  E.    ASSHETON    CEOSS  :    Sir,  said,  he  wished  to  call  attention  to  the 

perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to  say,  as  I  fact  that  the  Question  had  been  altered 

had  the  honour  of  carrying  the  Bill  of  by  the  officials  of  the  Houae  in  such  a 

1879,  that  I  agree  with  every  word  of  way  as  to  make  it  absolute  nonsenae. 

the  right  hon.  and  learned  Ocutloman's  The  Question  was  made  to  read  whether 

answer  to  the  first  part  of  the  Question ;  the  police  were  '*  still  unacquainted  with 

what  he  has  said  is  in  entire  accordance  the  intention  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had 

with  the  object  with  which  the  Act  was  circulated  in  printed  notices."     He  did 

passed.  not  ask  about  that  "  intention."     What 

he  asked  was  whether  the  police  were 

ARMY— TIIE  OUDNAXCE  COMMITTEE.  »till  ignorant  of  the  fact  that  notices  had 

Mb  LEAMY  asked  the  Secretary  of  ^Sni'wiLLIAM  HAECOUKT  :  Sir,  I 

State  for  War,  If  he  has  any  objection  ^^^^^^^^^  ^^^  alteration  of  the  Qaerttea 

to  state  the  number  of  guns  examined  ^^  ^  ^ j^^^^      j  ^^^^  ^^^  ^    j^^^^^j 

by  the  Ordnance  Committee  since  1  St  referred  to,  and  it  does  not  appear  to  me 

January  last ;  the  branch  of  the  public  ^^     ^         '  ^^^  ^^^^^       ^^^^  ^    ^ 

service  for  which  those  guns  were  m-  ^^\^^^  iVprohibited  by  5ie  words  of  thi 

tended;    the  names  of  the  inventors;  ^^^^^^^    K^^^^  words  of  the  statnte  are 

and  if  any  of  the  guns  consisted  of  more  ^^^^^^^^  ^^  Tetitions  to   the   House  of 

than   one    chamber,     and,   if  so,   how  Commons,  and    they    would   also    ex- 

y.,  CHILDEKS  :  Sir,  the  hon  Mem-  ^  £e  '^^.^^^L^^^. 
ber  IS  mistaken  in  supposing  either  that         .^^  ^^  or  intimidating  the^House  of 

the  Ordnance  Committee  commenced  its  r«  «     rru*      ^  *•  «.  ««j  *u-.-    v     a 

J  ..     .     -r  1    .         au  i.  -4  •     'i.  Commons.  This  meeting  and  these  hand- 

duties  111  January  last,  or  that  it  is  its  ^^^^       ^^  ^^  j  ^^^^j^^  ^j  petitioning 

function  t«  examine  guns  indiscriim-  ^^  ^nionstrating  with  the  ^ouse    d 

nately.    Its  work  began,  as  I  have  al-  Commons,  or  proceeding  to  the  House 

ready  informed  the  House,  in  April,  and  ^^  Commons.  Ve  have  been  fumidied 

the  only  duty  of  the  Committee  is  to  ^    ^^^      ^^^  ,.j^j^  ^^^  instructions 

report  to  the  Secretary  of   State    on  /j^j^^  ,/  ^ssedly  been  given  on 

questions  of  ordnance  and  kindred  sub-  ^^^^  ^^^^^  ^     ^^^  conveners  of    the 

lects  especially  referred  to  them  by  him  ^^^^j      j^  ^-^^^^^  ^  ^^^  ^^^^  ^  ^, 

The  most  important  question  SO  referred  meeting     Thev  ezuress  a  desire  that 
to  them  is  that  of  the  muzzle  and  breech-         feet  ^rder  may  L  maintained,  and 

loading  guns  of  the  peatest  ca  ibrcs  ^j.ti^.ti    ^^ate  that  no  attempt  U  to  be 

ff  •    .,««  w  «.^  i  -^  ir  "^'^^f-  ^"'  ™ado  to^go  from  Trafalgar^^Square  to 

this  has  not  stood  in  the  way  of  some  .i     -rr  rn  tpu  i. v  •      -^ 

,       . ^  . .      -    ^  J     u     i.  t .  the  House  of  Commons.    That  beinff  so, 

less  important  references  and  about  14  ^       .  ^  l^j^  j        "^^ 

r£E„     f     .     ^"""^    ♦^^°"'  l«g^  authority  to  interfere    with  th. 
to  their  notice.    I  see  no  reason  to  tnve       ^  ..  yr  t  i_  j      i.  1.1.     m— . 

the  House  further  details  now,  when  the  f  f^*"**;    "  ^  .•""  *»^^  ^K**^"  ^1 

Committee  has  been  at  work  for  so  short  i'^"'  ??'^"«  ^^'^^  appropriate  or  . 

«  x:_^ .  1  ..f  T  i,^  iiJ       \  favourable  place  for  a  public  meeting, 

a  time;  but  1  nope,  in  movms:  the  next  ▼  'a*     i     t  j        a.    r-^rL 

Army  Estimates,  to  aflford  tL  House  i'''*^T.I*^»^"&''  >.««n    ^i 

, -.«A,i  :«Av« i.'l         au-       u-    i.  K.   ri,  ±owler:    Hear,   near! J     Ine 

useful  information  on  this  subject.  ^.^^^^  Alderman  opposite  and  tde  hon. 

,  ,    ,  and  learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr, 

^^^Jf  ^         7^"-  BRADLAUGH-  barton)  know  that  within  the  last  few 

TIIUEATEXED  MEETING  IN  years  frequent  meetings  have  been  held 

TRAFALGAR  SQUARE.  i^  Trafalgar  Square— whether  they  at- 

Mb.  W ARTON,  who  had  given  Notice  tended  them  or  not  I  cannot  say.  Ihaw 

of  a  Question  which  stood  on  the  Paper  witnessed  some  of  them,  although  ihsf 

in  the  following  terms : —  were  not  for  objects  with  livhifih  I  apo- 

Sir  ^ittimSarcouri 
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oially  sympathized.  Unfortunately,  there  NAVY— THE   DISASTERS  TO   THE 

has  grown  up  a  habit  of  holding  meet-  SHETLAND  FTSHERMEN, 

ings  there  which  I  wish  was  terminated.  y^^   GOURLEY  asked  the  Secretary 

I  need  hardly  say  that  every  precaution  ^o  the  Admiralty,  If  any  material  assist- 

will  be  taken  to  prevent  interruption  to  ^nce  has  been  or  is  to  be  sent  to  the 

tte  traffic,  and,  above  all,  to  restrain  any  Shetland  Islands  by  the  Admiralty  for 

disturbance  or  any  interference  with  the  ^y^^  purpose  of  relieving  the  widows  and 

access  to  the  House  of  Commons.  orphans  of  the  unprecedented  number 

of  fishermen  who  lost  their  lives  in  the 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION— REGIMENTAL  gales  of  the  20th  and  21st  instant ;  and, 

COLOURS.  whether  the  **  Eagle  "  revenue  cutter  is 

.*.«^.*^^^^  ^^-r^^rv^T      ,    •.  a  sailing  or  steam  cruiser;  and  is  the 

Sib  ALEXANDER  GORDON  a^ked  ^^ly  vessel    now    cruising    upon    that 

the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe-  station  ? 

ther  he  has  yet  consulted  the  Military  ^^  LAING  asked  whether  he  might 

Authorities  about  the  continued  use  of  ^e  allowed  to  supplement  the  Question 

''  Regimental  Colours,    as  promised  by  by  asking  whether  the  Government  would 

him  on  the  1 2th  August  last ;  and,  if  he  consider  the  propriety  of  giving  assist- 

can  give  to  the  House  his  opinion  on  the  j^^ce  in  the  form  of  money  ? 

subject?  Mr.    TREVELYAN:    Sir,   the    Ad- 

Mr.  CHILDE^:  Sir,  in  reply  to  my  miralty  has  not  sent  any  material  assist- 
hon.  and  eallant  Fnend,  I  have  to  say  ^noe  to  the  famiUes  of  the  fishermen 
that,  in  fulfilment  of  my  promise  given  ^i^^  i^gt  their  lives  in  such  a  melancholy 
at  the  end  of  last  Session,  and  renewed  manner.  It  appears  to  be  a  proper  case 
in  February  last,  the  Commander-in-  fo,.  ^  movement  on  the  part  of  the  gene- 
Chief  sent  to  all  general  officers  and  ^^l  public,  and  I  am  glad  to  see  that 
eolonels  commanding  battalions  in  the  ^hat  is  the  opinion  of  some  very  influen- 
UnitedKingdomaOircular  inviting  their  tial  gentlemen.  The  EagUi^  a  saiUng 
opinion  as  to  the  expediency  of  retainmg  cruiser  of  118  tons.  She  was  on  the 
one  or  both  of  the  regimental  colours,  ground  at  the  time  of  the  sudden  gale, 
and,  should  they  be  retained,  as  to  the  ^nd  has  been  directed  to  cruise  to  the 
expediency  of  taking  thexn  with  the  eastward  and  render  assistance  to  dis- 
regiment  on  active  service.  To  this  Cir-  abled  boats. 
cular  83   answers  have  been  received, 

and  after  carefully  weighing  them  the  la\v  AND   JUSTICE   (IRELAND)— THE 

Duke  of  Cambridge  has  decided  upon,  MAGISTRACY— THE  HIGH   SHERIFF 

and  I  have  approved,  a  General  Order,  qf  COUNTY  LOUTH 

which  will  recite  that  in  consequence  of  ^^   HEALY  asked*  the  Chief  Secre- 

the  altered  formation  of  attack  and  the  ^     ^  ^j^^  Lo^^  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 

extendedrangedffire,regimentalcol^^^  Whether  his  attention  has  been  caUed 

shall  not  m  future  be  taken  wi^  the  to  the  report  in  the  '' Dundalk  Demo- 

battahons  on   active  service.      When,  ^^^^,,  ^^  ^g^h  July,  of  a  police  prosecu- 

however,  a  battahon  goes  abroad  m  the  ^ion  for  assault  in  a  drunken  brawl  in 

ordmaprooui^ofrehef  they  will  wcom^  the  town  of  Louth  on  July  17th,  in 

jany  the  battalion,  but  be  left  with  the  ^y^j^  ^he  magistrates  considered  the 

iepot  which  has  to  be  formed  on  such  ^^^  ^^^  ^     ^%^   ^       whereupon  the 

oocamons  if  the  regiment  goes  on  active  bounty  Louth  High  Sheriff  is  reported 

service.  Except  m  this  respect  no  change    to  have  said 

will  be  made,  both  colours  being  re-  ,,„          v-  v    v    ,«.  *     ai.          j.        ^ 

",      J           OL.  J-                    J     ^  xu  He  was  high  sheriff  for  the  county  and 

tained  as  affordmg  a  record  of  the  ser-  responsible  for  the  peace  of  it.    He  was  jealous 

▼ioee  of  the  regiment,  and  furnishing  to  of  the  character  of  the  county,  and  did  not 

the  young  soldier  a  history  of  its  gallant  wish  it  to  be  proclaimed,  but  he  warned  those 

deeds.  At  reviews  and  occasions  of  cere-  present  that  if  his  servant  or  any  other  persons 

m<«T  Aey  wiU  be  ueuaUy  taken  with  :?~  Z'^oJ^^:!' ^^^'^^t^^^^ 

the  battalion.  proclaimed.    He  did  not  say  he  made  those 

Sib  ALEXANDER    GORDON  said,  observations  on  account  of  this  case.    The  case 

that  in  consequence  of  the  answer  of  the  j^*t  decided  may  or  may  not  be  the  cause  of 

right  hon.    Gentleman    he    would    not  these  remarks,  but  he  again  warned  the  people 

_^. J  ^-li.!.  au    T>       1   i^         A     J  •       •  *o'  their  own  sake  to  be  peaceable  and  not  to 

TCOOeed  with  the  Resolution  standing  m  oblige  him  to  take  steps  and  have  the  county 

lu8  name  wim  respect  to  this  subject.  proclaimed ;  '* 
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if  the  report  is  substantially  "correct, 
whether  it  is  the  fact  that  high  sheriffs 
can  have  counties  proclaimed  in  this 
way ;  if  not,  whether  he  can  reassure 
the  public  that  proclamations  are  not 
issued  without  due  consideration  and  on 
proper  representation ;  and,  whether  the 
Government  will  take  any  notice  of  the 
high  sheriff's  language  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  seen  the  newspaper  referred  to. 
The  hon.  Member  had  rightly  quoted  the 
statement  reported  in  the  paper ;  but  ho 
did  not  know  whether  it  was  a  correct 
report,  and  had  not  thought  it  necessary 
to  inquire.  He  could  only  say  that  he 
could  hardly  suppose  the  High  Sheriff 
spoke  of  proclaiming  the  county,  as  he 
certainly  must  have  known  he  had  no 
power  to  do  so. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— MESSRS. 
FLOOD,  PRISONERS  UNDER  THE  ACT. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  offence  for  which  the  Messrs. 
Flood  (since  released)  were  arrested  was 
on  suspicion  of  houghing  cattle ;  whe- 
ther it  is  true  that  the  County  Grand  Jury 
have  since  assessed  damages  on  three 
townlands  for  the  injury  to  the  cattle; 
whether  it  is  the  fact  that,  although  the 
Messrs.  Flood  live  in  Robertstown,  the 
adjacent  townland  to  those  on  which 
the  damages  were  levied,  the  Grand 
Jury,  whose  members  were  aware  that 
the  Floods  were  imprisoned  on  suspicion 
of  having  committed  the  outrage,  and 
with  all  the  information  and  evidence 
before  them,  did  not  levy  any  portion  of 
the  compensation  paid  for  the  cattle  on 
Robertstown,  the  townland  where  the 
Floods  reside ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
can  explain  this,  and  say  whether  any 
other  cattle  have  been  houghed  in  the 
district  except  those  for  which  the  Grand 
Jury  gave  the  compensation  above-men- 
tioned ;  and,  in  that  case,  to  whom  they 
belonged  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
the  men  named  had  been  arrested  on 
suspicion  of  maiming  cattle,  and  had 
been  since  discharged.  With  respect  to 
the  action  of  the  Grand  Jury,  he  could 
not  enter  into  a  discussion  on  a  matter 
over  which  he  had  no  power,  and  with 
which  he  had  no  concern.  No  cattle 
had  been  maimed  except  those  in  re- 


spect  of  which  compensation  wm  as- 
sessed. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  answered  his  Qaes- 
tion.  It  was  whether  the  Ghtind  Jnxy, 
knowing  all  the  facts,  did  not  -lery  the 
damages  on  the  district  in  which  the 
Floods  resided,  but  in  the  adjoining 
townships  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he 
thought  he  had  given  an  answer  to  the 
Question.  It  was  true  the  Grand  Joiy 
had  assessed  the  damage  in  the  manner 
stated ;  but  he  could  not  say  what  the 
Grand  Jury  knew. 

PROTECTIOX  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— RE. 
LIEF  FOR  FAMILIES  OF  PRISONEBS 
UNDER  THE  ACT. 

Major  NOLAN  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenont  of  Ire- 
land, If  he  will  give  directions  that  the 
families  of  persons  arrested  under  the 
Peace  Preservation  Act  should  reoeive 
outdoor  relief  if  in  indigent  drcnm- 
stances,  and  if  a  majority  of  the  g^nar- 
dians  are  in  favour  of  such  a  oouzie 
being  pursued  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
the  Local  Government  Board  had  iasoed 
an  Order  authorizing  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians in  Ireland  to  afford  ont-door  relief 
to  the  families  of  the  persons  referred  to. 

CO^OfERCIAL  TREATY  WITH  FRANCE 
(NEGOTIATIONS). 

Mr.  MONK  asked  the  Under  Seore- 
tary  of  State  for  Foreign  AfiEiairs,  Whe- 
ther any  further  communication  has  been 
received  from  the  French  Gx>Yernment 
as  to  the  proposed  new  CommeroisI 
Treaty  with  France  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
a  communication  was  received  from  the 
French  Government  on  the  subject  Isst 
Saturday,  and  a  fuither  communicatioiii 
to-day.  The  latest  Papers  will  be  con- 
sidered at  a  meeting  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission to  be  held  this  afternoon ;  bnt 
we  are  not  in  a  position  to  make  any 
statement  with  regard  to  the  present 
state  of  the  negotiations. 

YiscouNT  SANDON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affsixs, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  hsf 
made  no  communication  to  the  com- 
mercial community  of  Great  Britain  re- 
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Bpecting  the  new  French  TariflF,  and  the 
negotiations  for  the  French  Treaty,  be- 
yond inviting  by  public  advertisement 
the  evidence  before  the  Hoyal  Commis- 
flion  of  any  parties  interested  in  the 
trades  affected   by  the  French  Tariff; 
and,  whether  he  will  give  the  altered 
Hetum  which  he  has  placed    on   the 
Paper,  namely,  a  Hetum  of  the  names 
of   all  places,   under    the  heading    of 
Counties    in    alphabetical  order,   from 
which  communications  have  been  ad- 
dressed either  to  the  Foreign  Office,  or 
the  Boyal  Commissioners  for  the  French 
Commercial  Treaty,    or   the  Board  of 
Trade,  on  the  subject  of  the  new  French 
Tariff,  and  of  the  proposals  of  France 
for  a  new  Commercial  Treaty ;  giving, 
under  the  heading  of  each  place,  in  order 
of  time,  the  names,  and,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, the  trades  or  occupations  of  the 
persons  by  whom  such  communications 
were  addressed,  as  well  as  the  Depart- 
ment to   which  they  were   sent ;    and 
stating  in  each  case  if  such  persons  are 
representatives    of   any    public    body. 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  or  Trade  Society; 
and  a  list  of  all  the  witnesses  (with  their 
trades,  occupation,  and  addresses,  so  far 
as  they  are  known,)  who  have  been 
examined  by  Koyal  Commissioners  for 
the  French  Commercial  Treaty,  and  of 
the  Witnesses,  if  any,  who  offered  them- 
selves for  examination,  but  whose  evi- 
dence was  not  taken  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir, 
oommonications  respecting  the  new 
French  Tariff,  forwarding  documents 
connected  with  it,  have  been  made  from 
time  to  time  to  Chambers  of  Commerce 
and  to  Commercial  Associations  which 
have  addressed  the  Foreign  Office  on  the 
subject.  On  the  25th  of  March,  when 
the  disoussion  on  the  new  Tariff  in  the 
French  Parliament  was  approaching  its 
oondosion,  these  Chambers  and  Associa- 
tions were  informed,  confidentially,  of 
the  state  of  the  case,  and  asked  for  their 
observations  with  respect  to  it.  On  the 
81st  of  May  a  Circtdar  was  addressed  to 
all  the  Chambers  of  Commerce,  calling 
attention  to  the  appointment  of  the  Eoy^ 
Ckmunission,  and  stating  that  any  further 
statements  would  be  received,  and  that 
the  Boyal  Commissioners  would  confer 
with  any  delegate  who  might  bo  ap- 
pointed. The  Ketum  in  question  will 
M  given  as  far  as  possible ;  but,  as  any 
commonioations.  which  have  been  made 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  have  been  passed 


on  by  that  Department  to  the  Foreign 
Office  or  the  Royal  Commissioners,  it 
would  be  better  to  limit  it  to  communi- 
cations addressed  to  the  Foreign  Office 
or  Royal  Commission. 

SOUTH  AFRICA  — THE  TRANSVAAL- 
MURDER  OF  CAPTAIN  ELLIOTT  AND 
MR.  MALCOLM. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  What 
steps  Her  Majesty's  Government  intend 
to  take  in  order  to  bring  to  justice  the 
murderers  of  Captain  Elliott  and  Mr. 
Malcolm,  the  persons  accused  of  these 
crimes  havine  just  been  acquitted  against 
the  weight  of  evidence ;  and  to  punish 
those  who  are  responsible  for  the  mas- 
sacre of  Colonel  Anstruther's  detachment 
at  Brunker's  Spruit  ? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE  said, 
he  did  not  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  aware  of  what  was  being 
done  in  the  case  of  Dr.  Barber ;  but  it 
was  desirable  that  the  House  shotdd  be 
made  acquainted  with  what  was  intended 
in  that  case. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  been  requested  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  to  reply  to  these  Questions. 
With  respect  to  the  inquiry  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  he  had  to  request  that 
Notice  should  be  given  of  it.  With  re- 
gard to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, it  was  placed  on  the  Paper  at  a  late 
hour  last  night,  and  he  had  not  since 
had  any  opportunity  of  seeing  Lord 
Kimberley,  or  of  reading  the  Papers  in 
the  Colonial  Office  on  the  subject.  He 
would,  therefore,  ask  that  any  part  of 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  not 
covered  by  his  answer,  might  be  re- 
newed at  another  time.  A  brief  telegram 
from  Sir  Hercules  Robinson  had  been 
received,  which  stated  that  with  regard 
to  the  inquiry  into  the  murder  of  Captain 
Elliott,  the  Chief  Justice  and  the  At- 
torney General  both  stated  that  the  jury 
was  a  respectable  one.  That  was  all  that 
the  telegram  said  with  regcurd  to  the 
justice  or  injustice  of  the  verdict.  As 
to  Mr.  Malcolm's  case.  Sir  Herctdes 
Robinson  telegraphed  on  the  27th 
instant — 

"Persona  accused  of  Malcolm's  marder  ac- 
quitted. The  Chief  Justice  considers  that  the 
evidence  was  conflicting  on  many  material 
points." 

As  regards  the  massacre  of  Colonel  An« 
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Btruther's  detachment,  he  (Sir  Charles ' 
W.  Dilke)  was  not  in  a  position  to  state 
whether  any  further  stops  were  contein- 

Elated ;  but  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment 
ad  not  received  any  information  which 
indicated  that  the  transactions  were  of 
such  an  exceptional  nature  as  to  bring 
them  within  the  definition  of  acts  con- 
trary to  civilized  warfare. 

SiK  MICHAEL  HICKSBEACH  in- 
quired whether,  when  full  Eeports  were 
received  by  the  Government  in  reference 
to  the  cases,  they  would  be  presented  to 
the  House  ?  It  was  most  desirable  that 
hon.  Members  shotdd  know  in  what  way 
the  investigation  had  been  conducted, 
and  what  was  the  opinion  of  the  Go- 
vernment on  the  subject. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had  no 
doubt  that  such  Exports  would  be  re- 
ceived; the  first  duty  of  the  Government 
would  then  be  to  consider  the  Eeports 
very  carefully,  because  they  related  to 
matters  which  were  g^ave  in  themselves. 
He  did  not  know,  however,  that  any- 
thing had  happened  which  would  justify 
the  expression  of  any  opinion ;  and  he 
thouglit  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
Agree  with  him  that  it  would  be  prema- 
ture to  give  any  pledge  with  respect  to 
the  production  of  the  Papers  until  they 
had  been  received  and  considered. 

Sir  HENEY  TYLER  asked  whether 
any  information  would  be  given  as  re- 
gards the  massacre  at  Bmnker's  Spruit? 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
would  be  glad  to  answer  the  Question 
if  the  hon.  Member  would  give  Notice  of 
it;  and  he  repeated  that  the  Colonial 
Office  had  no  information  that  the  trans- 
actions referred  to  were  of  such  an  ex- 
ceptional nature  as  to  bring  them  within 
the  definition  of  acts  contrary  to  civilized 
w  arf ar 6 

Sir  STAFFORD  NOETHCOTE  said, 
he  hoped  that  information  in  regard  to 
the  murder  of  those  officers  would  be 
laid  before  Parliament  before  the  end  of 
the  present  Session ;  and,  further,  that 
the  House  would  also  be  informed  as  to 
the  steps  which  Government  intended  to 
take  in  reference  to  the  matter. 

AF(iHANrSTAX— DEFEAT  OF  THE 
A^[EEU*S  FORCES. 

Sir  HENEY  TYLEE  (for  Mr. 
Onslow)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  At  what  distance  from  the 
scene  where  the  recent  engagement  be- 
tween the  Amir  of  Afghanistan   and  • 
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Ayoob  Khan  has  been  fought  is  there 
any  considerable  force  of  Anglo-IndiaiiB, 
and  under  whose  command  r 

The  Makqubss  of  HARTINOTON: 
Sir,  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  asked  me 
to  answer  this  Question.  I  had,  per^ 
haps,  better  state  all  that  it  is  at  pre- 
sent possible  to  state  with  regard  to  the 
circumstances  which  have  oocnrzed  in 
Afghanistan .  The  only  official  telegram 
which  has  been  received,  and  which  hai 
not  been  communicated  to  the  Pteae,  or 
read  to  the  House,  is  the  following,  re- 
ceived late  last  night : — 

*'  From  Viceroy,  Simla,  July  28. 

**  Two  Sirdan  have  reached  Chaman  fron 
flccne  of  action,  which  laited  from  8  to  11  sjn. 
They  Bay  the  Cabuli  regiments  fought  at  flnt, 
hut,  after  action,  Khanahad  regiment  went  oner 
in  u  body  to  Ayooh.  The  other  three  diqpetMd 
and  fled.  They  heard  firing  in  C^dahar  dine- 
tion  last  night  and  again  this  morning.  G^eneial 
Ghalnm  llaidar  went  first  to  the  city  before 
starting  fur  Cabul.  They  estimate  the  lo«  at 
300  to  400  on  both  sides.'* 

With  reference  to  the  distance  from  the 
seat  of  action  of  the  force  of  An^o- 
IndianSy  I  may  say  that  the  head- 
quarters force,  under  the  conmiaiid  of 
General  Hume,  is  at  Quetta  and  in  the 
neighbouring  districts  of  Piahin  and 
Sibi.  That  division  amounts  to  a  force 
of  between  5,000  and  6,000  men ;  but, 
up  to  the  present,  I  cannot  say  what  ii 
the  exact  distribution  of  the  foroes.  The 
most  advanced  fort  which  has  been  coca- 
pied — I  am  not  certain  whether  it  is 
occupied  at  present  or  not,  but  I  think  it 
probably  is — is  Chaman,  about  85  miles 
from  Candahar ;  and  Karez-i-Atta,  where 
the  recent  action  took  place,  is  situated 
about  25  miles  beyond  Candahar.  I 
have  received  a  private  telegram  from 
the  Viceroy  stating  that  he  had  directed 
General  Hume  to  concentrate  all  the 
troops  at  his  command,  if  necessary,  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  Quetta,  so  as  to 
be  able  to  eopo  with  any  fresh  disturb- 
ance that  may  arise  there. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHUECHILL : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  what 
meaning  he  wishes  the  House  to  draw 
from  the  expression  he  made  use  of  last 
night — ''A  considerable  Anglo-Indian 
force  is  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the 
action.''  [Mr.  Gladstokb  dissemted.] 
I  do  not  know  whether  these  are  the 
Prime  Minister's  exact  words,  ^ess 
were  the  words  that  fell  from  him,  as  re- 
ported in  The  Timed  of  this  mocningi  and 
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I  want  to  know  the  exact  meaning  to  be 
put  upon  them  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  I  cannot  give 
any  meaning  to  the  words — I  never  used 
them.  I  certainly  did  not  say  that  there 
was  a  large  Anglo-Indian  force  in  the 
neighbourhood  where  the  action  took 
place.  What  I  said  was  ''  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  that  portion  of  Afghanistan 
— ^namely,  Candahar."  That  is  not 
where  the  action  took  place. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  to  state 
distinctly  what  impression  is  to  be  drawn 
from  the  expression  used  by  him  last 
night  with  regard  to  the  presence  of  a 
large  Anglo-Lidian  force  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  In  my  view,  the 
question  of  the  noble  Lord  has  been  an- 
swered by  the  telegram  just  read  by  the 
noble  Lord. 

GoLONBL  STANLEY  :  May  I  ask  the 
noble  Lord  a  question  with  reference  to 
the  answer  he  has  given?  He  stated 
that  the  troops  are  close  to  Quetta.  Are 
we  to  understand  that  in  consequence  of 
the  directions  given  to  General  Hume  to 
concentrate  the  forces  under  his  com- 
mand at  Quetta,  the  troops  are  to  be 
withdrawn  from  Pishin  and  Sibi  ? 

The  Marqubss  op  HARTINGTON  : 
I  cannot  give  any  further  information 
than  I  have  received.  A  division,  as  I 
have  stated,  under  General  Hume's 
command,  numbering  between  5,000  and 
6,000  men,  is,  no  doubt,  at  present  in 
occupation  of  various  positions  in  the 
distnot.  If  General  Hume  considers  it 
necessary  to  concentrate  the  whole  force 
at  Quetta,  it  wotdd  involve  withdrawal 
from  Pishin  and  Sibi. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  Would  the 
noble  Lord  make  inquiry  on  the  subject? 
Are  Pishin  and  Sibi  to  be  left  entirely  at 
the  mercy  of 

The  Makquess  of  HARTINGTON : 
Perhaps  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  finish 
his  question.     At  the  mercy  of  whom  ? 

Me,  E.  STANHOPE:  What  I  in- 
tended to  say  was  whether  they  were  to 
be  left  to  anarchy  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON : 
The  Viceroy  appears  to  have  considered 
that  any  excitement  in  the  district  which 
wa8  likely  to  follow  the  report  of  the 
victory  of  Ayoob  Khan  would  be  best 
met  by  the  concentration  of  the  forces 
under  General  Hume's  command.  It  is 
impoMible  for  me  to  state  at  this  moment 

YOL.  CCIiXiy.    [thirp  sbeies.] 


what  is  the  position  in  regard  to  Fiahin. 
No  doubt.  General  Hume  will  take  the 
measures  which  he  considers  bestadapted 
for  preserving  the  tranquillity  of  the  dis- 
trict now  occupied  by  British  troops. 

SiE  WALTER  B.  BARTTMiOT  :  I 
wish  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether  any 
application  had  been  made  by  the  Ameer 
for  the  assistance  of  British  troops  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON : 
Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Sib  henry  TYLER:  May  I  ask  the 
noble  Lord  a  Question,  of  which  I  gave 
Notice  at  the  commencement  of  the  Sit- 
ting, Whether  he  would  be  so  good  as  to 
inform  the  House  what  steps,  if  any. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  intend  to 
take,  and  what  attitude  they  propose  to 
adopt,  with  reference  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  defeat  in  Afghanistan — 
that  is  to  say,  what  is  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  as  to  supporting 
Abdurrahman  after  his  defeat  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
I  have  no  further  communication  to 
make  to  the  House.  No  doubt,  if  the 
Viceroy  considers  further  steps  necessary 
he  will  communicate  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government ;  but  until  I  have  received 
further  information  from  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  it  is  not  proposed  to  take 
any  further  steps. 

Lord  ELCHO  :  I  should  like,  if  my 
noble  Friend  will  excuse  me,  to  trouble 
him  with  one  more  question.  It  is  with 
reference  to  a  possible  contingency,  and 
the  course  the  Government  will  take. 
Supposing  Ayoob  E^han  gets  possession 
of  Candahar  and  the  Khojak  Pass, 
which,  as  everbody  knows,  is  a  most 
important  pass,  will  the  Government 
allow  the  pass  to  be  occupied  by 
Ayoob  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON : 
I  really  think  it  would  be  unnecessarv, 
and  probably  inconvenient,  that  I  should 
answer  the  question. 

INDIA— PENSIONS  FOR  EMINENT  SER- 
VICES—SIR FREDERICK  ROBERTS. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whe- 
ther, in  the  year  1869,  an  Act  was  passed 
to  enable  Lord  Napier  of  Magdala  to 
receive  the  full  benefit  of  the  salary  of 
Member  of  Council  for  the  Presidency 
of  Bombay,  or  as  holding  any  other 
office  in  India,  notwithstanding  his  being 
in  receipt  of  an  annuity,  and  notwith- 
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■tanding  other  Acta  of  Farliament ; 
if  he  can  state  why  a  similiar  indul- 
gence was  not  extended  to  Sir  Frederick 
Boberts  in  respect  of  the  annuity  granted 
to  him  for  his  services  in  Afghanistan  ; 
whether  a  sum  of  £2o,000  was  voted 
to  Sir  Qamet  Wolseley  for  his  services 
in  Aehantee;  whether  the  annuities  con- 
ferred on  Lords  Keane,  Gough,  and 
Hardinge,  and  Sir  H.  Eavelock,  ^ 
charged  on  Imperial  fievenues,  though 
granted  for  Indian  services;  whether, 
in  commemoration  of  the  famous  exploit 
of  General  Boberts,  a  bronze  star  is  to 
be  or  has  been  given  to  those  who 
took  part  in  it;  whether  it  has  been  held 
that  we  cannot  clearly  define  as 
Indian  object  the  purpose  of  the 
ghan  War,  and  that  in  consequenc 
grant  has  been  made  from  Imperial 
funds  towards  the  expenses  of  that  war; 
and,  whether,  faking  into  consideration 
the  foregoing  precedents,  and  also  the 
admittedly  composite  character  of  the 
campaigns  in  which  Sir  F,  Boberte  took 
part.  Her  Majesty's  Qoverment  will  re- 
consider their  decision  as  to  the  £12,500 
awarded  to  Sir  F.  Boberts,  and  grant 
him  either  from  Indian  or  Imperial 
funds  a  pecuniary  reward  more  in  con- 
sonance with  eucQ  precedents? 

The  Maequess  of  HAETINQTON  : 
It  is  true.  Sir,  as  stated  in  the  Question, 
that  an  Act  was  passed  to  enable  Lord 
Napier  of  Magdala  to  receive  the  full 
benefit  of  his  salary  as  a  Member  of 
Gonnoil,  notwithstanding  hia  being  in 
receipt  of  on  annuity.  It  is  also  true 
that  £25.000  was  voted  to  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley  for  his  services  in  Ashantoo. 
It  is  further  the  fact  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  held  that  the  Afghan 
War  cannot  be  considered  to  have  oeen 
undertaken  solely  for  Indian  purposes, 
and  that  it  was  just,  therefore,  to  make 
an  Imperial  contribution  towards  the 
expenses  of  the  war.  That  Imperial  con- 
tribution has  been  made  in  the  shape  of 
a  grant  of  £5,000,000.  It  has  never 
been  proposed  or  suggested  that  any 
further  contribution  shonld  be  made,  or 
any  division  of  the  detailed  expenditure 
of  the  war  should  be  made,  between 
the  Indian  and  Imperial  Governments. 
There  is,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  no  more 
reason  why  the  Imperial  Goveinmeut 
shonld  undertake  a  share  at  the  pay- 
ment of  the  officers  than  why  they 
should  undertake  to  pay  the  commis- 
sariat or  any  other  of  the  expenses  in- 
8ir  B.  Drummond  Wo^ 


volved.  The  hon.  Member  ukm  w! 
similar  Bill  was  not  introduoed  in 
case  of  General  Roberta  as  in  the 
of  Lord  Napier  of  Magdala.  I  may 
in  reply,  that  it  is  perfectly  certain 
such  a  Bill  could  not  have  passed  thrc 
this  House  without  considerable  o 
sition  and  delay.  The  ciicumsta 
would  have  been  in  that  respect  ' 
difi'erent  from  those  in  which  ] 
Napier's  Bill  was  passed ;  and  I  am 
prepared  to  say,  even  if  I  oould  1 
been  certain  that  the  Bill  would 
without  any  opposition,  that  I  shi 
have  been  prepared  to  introduce 
that  the  Council  of  India  would  ] 
been  prepared  to  support  me  in  ii 
ducing,  a  Bill  in  conformity  with 
precedent.  All  I  can  say  in  anave 
the  general  question  is,  that,  lookin 
the  precedents  which  have  been  i 
lished  in  the  Betum  recently  morec 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  it  appearei 
the  Government  that  the  services  of 
Donald  Stewart  and  Sir  Fredc 
Roberts  would  be  adequately  met 
conformity  with  former  praoedents, 
a  grant  of  £1,000  a-year  for  lifs, 
looking  to  the  exceptional  ciroumsta 
in  which  those  two  officers  were  pL 
by  their  being  at  the  time  in  high  o 
under  the  Indian  Government, 
thereby  disqualified  for  an  immed 
pension,  a  grant  of  £12,500  in  com 
tation  of  the  annuity  was  an  adeqi 
and  even  a  liberal  one. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOl 
begged  to  point  out  that  the  d 
Marquess  had  not  replied  to  that 
tion  of  his  Question  relating  to 
annuities  conferred  on  Lords  Eei 
Gough,  and  Hardinge,  and  Sir  Hi 
Havelock. 

The  MARflUEBs  of  HABTINGTOf 
believe  it  is  a  fact  that  the  annni 
referred  to  were  charged  on  Impc 
revenues.  I  have  not  made  any 
quiiy  into  the  circumstancea  in  vl 
these  annuities  were  granted ;  bat  ] 
not  see  anything  toindnce  me  to  moi 
the  general  reply  I  have  just  giren. 

BOARD  OF  WORKS  (IHELAHD). 
Mn.  E.  POWER  asked  the  Chief 
itary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  '. 
land.  How  it  was  that  Tk»  Timu  ( 
respondent  at  Dublin  had  been  i 
the  day  before  yesterday  to  furnish  I 
journal  with  the  substance  of  the  in 
mation  contained  in  the  49th  B^ioi 
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the  Irish  Board  of  Works,  irhioh  had 
only  reached  ttie  hands  of  Hon.  Afembera 
this  morning ;  whether  he  was  aware  of 
the  means  bj  which  that  person  had  ob- 
tained a  copy  of  the  £epoTt  in  queation; 
and,  if  not,  what  course  he  intended  to 
take  to  prevent  public  documents  of  this 
character  from  being  prematurely  pub- 
lished? 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0H8TEE.  in  reply,  said, 
that  this  was  the  first  that  he  had  heard 
of  the  matter;  he  had  not  seen  the  state- 
ment in  3%  Timtt  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member,  and,  therefore,  he  could 

five  no  explanation  of  the  matter.  The 
on.  Member,  howerer,  must  be  aware 
that  the  Irish  Board  of  Works  was  not 
nnder  the  control  of  the  Irish  Oovem- 
ment.  His  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  in- 
formed bim  that  a  proof  of  the  Heport 
in  question  had  been  in  the  Library  of 
the  House  of  Commons  for  sometime. 


ORDERS   OF  THS  BAT. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL.— [Btu.  226.] 
{Jtr.  QIaditeiu,  Mr.  Foritir,  Mr.  Bright.  Mr. 

AUomty  Otyurat  for  Irtlatid,   Mr.  Soliti'tor 

Otntntl/iH-  IrtlMid.) 

THIHD  BEASnrO. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." — {Mr.  Gladilone.) 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  rose  to 
move,  as  an  Amendment  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  Motion,  that  the  Bill 
be  re-committed  in  the  terms  of  the 
Notice  which  he  had  given  with  regard 
to  Olanse  35.  It  was  hardly  necessary 
that  he  should  do  more  on  that  occasion 
than  shortly  state  the  grounds  upon 
which  he  asked  for  the  re-committal  of 
the  Bill.  He  took  that  course  because 
he  was  desirous  of  inserting  in  the 
danse  to  which  he  referred  a  provision 
to  the  effect — 

"  FroTided  always.  That  lo  caao  at  any  time 
after  tho  eipration  ot  a  period  of  six  years 
fromt^e  passing  of  this  Act  a  Commisaion  shall 
luiTe  been  issued  by  Her  Usjesty  imdiir  Her 
Boyal  Sign  Manual  to  ascertain  and  report  whe- 
ther the  busineas  of  the  Land  Commission  makes 
it  raquisite  or  not  requisite  that,  after  thi 
~—> — a  of  the  said  period  of 
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two  other  ComniiMionen ;  and,  in  case  that 
CommiMion  shall  report  that  the  bumness  of  the 
Land  Commission  makes  it  requisite  that  there 
should  be,  in  addition  to  the  Judicial  Conimis- 
aioDcr,  one  or  two  other  CommiBsiDOerB,  and 
that  such  other  Commissioner  or  Commisaionerg 
should  be  appointed  for  a  period  to  bo  stated  by 
such  Commiaaion,  Her  Majesty  may,  by  War- 
rant under  the  Royal  Sign  Ilanual,  fnun  time 
1«  time  appoint  some  lit  person  or  fit  penons  to 
be  Buch  other  Commissioner  or  Cammianonen 
to  hold  office  during  tho  period  stated  in  such 
Report.  If  such  Commission  report  that  the 
business  of  the  Land  Commission  does  not  re- . 
quire  that  there  should  be  any  Commissioner  in 
addition  to  the  Judicial  Commissioner,  then 
upon  the  expiration  of  tho  said  period  of  seven 
yeais  after  ue  passing  of  this  Act,  all  the  juris- 
diction, powets,  privileges,  and  authority  by 
this  Act  conferred  upon  the  Land  Commission 
shall  thereaftor  be  exercisable  and  ecjoyabls 
by  the  Judicial  Commissioner  alone." 

On  a  former  ocoasion  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister  had  couT' 
teously  accepted  the  principle  of  that  Fro- 
viso.  Under  the  Bill,  as  it  now  atood, 
the  Oommissiou  came  to  an  end  in  seven 
years,  and  only  tho  Judicial  Commis- 
sioner retained  office,  wheieas  the  powers 
conferred  by  the  Bill  would  require  to 
be  administered  by  more  than  one  Com- 
missioner. Application,  consequently, 
would  have  to  be  made  to  Parliament 
to  wind  up  the  Gommiesion,  or  to  trans- 
fer the  powers  to  the  one  Commissioner 
left,  or,  again,  to  appoinl;  other  Com- 
missioners at  the  end  of  seven  years  to 
carry  out  the  duties  under  the  Aot.  Such 
a  state  of  things  would  lessen  the  weight 
that  would  be  attached  to  the  decisions 
of  the  Commission.  He  thought  there 
oould  be  no  doubt,  after  tho  discusaiona 
in  this  House  and  the  additions  made 
to  the  Bill,  that  that  Commission  would 
not  come  to  an  end  in  seven  years,  and 
that  important  interests  would  remain 
to  be  performed  by  the  Land  Commis- 
sion— duties  which  would  probably  re- 
quire the  attention — and  the  undivided 
attention — of  more  than  one  important 
officer.  He  ventured  to  think  that  in 
matters  of  this  kind  legislation  should 
not  be  enacted  more  often  than  was  no- 
cessary.  He  thought  that  if  legislation 
oil  this  subject  was  not  again  rendered 
necessary  at  the  expiration  of  seven 
years,  the  duties  sought  to  be  imposed 
on  the  Soyal  Commission  would  bo  dis- 
charged by  that  Commission  with  greater 
advantage  to  the  public,  with  greater 
security,  more  perfect  impartiality,  and 
more  satisfactory  results,  than  if,  at  the 
end  of  that  time,  they  h&i  to  resort  to 
F  2 
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Parliament  to  determine  whether  there 
was  sufficient  work  for  one  or  two  Com- 
missioners besides  the  one  Judicial 
Commissioner,  who  would  remain  under 
the  Aot,  or  whether  it  should  be  per- 
formed by  one  Judicial  Commissioner 
alone.  His  object  in  asking  the  House 
to  accept  this  proposal  was  to  secure 
stability,  and  also  permanence,  for  the 
work  sought  to  be  accomplished ;  for  it 
was  highly  desirable  that  there  should 
be  the  utmost  stability  in  all  the  ma- 
chinery of  the  Commission,  and  that  the 
decisions  of  the  Court  should  be  re- 
spected. It  appeared  to  him  that  if  the 
Court  came  to  an  end  within  seven 
years,  there  might  be  an  agitation  in 
the  country  and  discussions  arise  in  Par- 
liament which  it  would  be  most  desir- 
able to  avoid,  and  therefore  it  was  that 
he  now  moved  the  re-committal  of  the 
BiU,  so  far  as  the  35th  clause  was  con- 
cerned. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  words  ''  Bill  be  '*  to  the 
end  of  the  Qaeetion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"re-committed,  with  respect  to  Clause  35," — 
{Mr,  William  Henry  Smith,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  on  a 
former  day  the  Government,  perhaps 
unconsciously  influenced  by  a  desire  to 
reach  the  conclusion  of  the  Bill,  and  on 
that  account  having  satisfied  themselves 
with  a  less  minute  examination  of  the 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
than,  perhaps,  ought  to  have  been  made, 
expressed  themselves  favourable  to  a  pro- 
position of  this  kind ;  but  on  a  closer 
examination  of  the  matter  they  had 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  there  was 
a  flaw  or  defect  in  the  plan  which  would 
prevent  them  from  giving  their  assent 
to  it  as  it  stood.  The  machinery  of  the 
Boyal  Commission  would  be  put  in 
operation  under  the  clause,  and  the 
Commission  might  report  in  favour  of 
the  prolongation  or  renewal  of  the  func- 
tions of  one  or  more  of  the  lay  Commis- 
sioners. In  that  case,  the  arrangements 
would  be  made  complete  without  any 
reference  to  Parliament ;  and  he  did  not 
know  of  any  reason  why  they  should 
withhold  their  assent  to  such  an  arrange- 
inont,  or  why  they  did  not  make  pro- 
vision for  it.  But  there  was  another 
^r.  jr.  S,  Smith 


alternative  open.  It  was  that  there  would 
be  no  occasion  for  the  re-appointment  ot 
either  one  or  two  lay  Commissioners,  and 
in  that  case  the  plan  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  provided  that  the  business  of 
the  Land  Commission  should  be  handed 
over  entirely  to  the  Judicial  Commis* 
sioner.    There  was  involved  in  that  pro- 
posal a  principle  of  great  importance, 
and  one  to  which  the  Government  would 
not  ask  Parliament  to  five  its  sanction 
— ^namely,  that  the  final  appeal  in  those 
cases  should  be  confided  to  the  single 
hands  of  the  Judicial  Commissioner.  But 
it  might  be  said — "  Strike  out  that  por- 
tion of  the  proposal  and  retain  the  rest." 
If,  however,  they  were  to  do  that,  then 
the  proposal  became  entirely  inoomplete, 
because  it  might  happen  that  after  hav- 
ing authoriz^  the  Government  to  put 
into  operation  the  rather  cumbrous  ma- 
chinery of  a  Boyal  Commission,  it  would 
still  be  necessary  to  make  application  to 
Parliament,  in  order  to  provide  some 
assistance  to  this  Commission  in   the 
exercise  of  its  important  jurisdiction. 
Well,  certainly  the  Government  could 
not  ag^e  to  a  proposal  for  additional 
machinery  at  a  distant  period,  unless  it 
were  a  complete  and  satisfactory  pro- 
posal.   As  it  stood  it  would  be  unsatis- 
factory on  a  very  important  point,  and 
to  strike  out  part  of  it  would  make  it 
incomplete.    Therefore,  the  Government 
were  not  prepared  to  adopt  the  proposal 
on  either  view.     He  agreed  with  tiie 
observation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  Parliament  was,  and  probably  would 
continue  to  be,  amply  charged  with  Busi- 
ness, and  therefore  that  it  was  a  good 
thing  if  thev  could  dispose  at  once  of 
something  which  might  otherwise  remain 
and  occupy  time,  and  give  trouble  upon 
a  future  occasion.     He  could  not  say 
that  he  embraced  the  whole  of  the  pro- 
posal of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  subject,  for  ho  seemed  to  anticipate 
that  it  would   become  necessary,  pro- 
bably at  the  close  of  five  or  six  yean 
from  this  time,  to  adjust  the  powers  of 
the  Commission.     That  certainly  would 
be  a  very  formidable  affair  in  Parlia- 
ment, and  would  renew  all  the  discus- 
sions on  the  matter.    The  Government 
did  not  take  that  view.     On  tiie  con- 
trary, having  faith  in  the  provisions  of 
their  Bill  and  in  the  good  sense  of  the 
people,  they  thought  that  as  a  matter 
of  business  the  question  would  be  dis- 
posed of  without  a  great  amount  of 
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trouble.  On  the  grounds  be  bad  stated, 
tbe  Government  could  not  assent  to  the 
re-committal  of  the  Bill. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
the  Prime  Minister  stated  that,  in  the 
favourable  language  he  employed  a  few 
nights    ago,    he  was  influenced  uncon- 
sciously by  the  consideration  of  getting 
on  with  the  Bill.     He  was  afraid  the 
Government  had  been  unconsciously  in- 
fluenced by  a  good  many  considerations 
during  the  progress  of  the  Bill  in  Com- 
mittee.    He  did  not  know  what  the  un- 
conscious influence  might  be  at  the  pre- 
sent   moment ;    but  he    must  say  the 
objections  raised  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's proposal  were  not  very  formi- 
dable, and  he  should  have  thought  that 
the  Ghovemment  might  still  have  consi- 
dered it  possible  to  adopt  the  sugges- 
tion, and  allow  this  question  to  oe  at 
least  discussed.  They  would,  he  thought, 
act  wisely  to  go  into  Committee,  and  see 
whether  this  clause  would  be  adapted  to 
the  circumstances  of  the  case.  The  Prime 
Minister  admitted  that  it  would  be  highly 
desirable  at  the  expiration  of  seven  years 
to  renew  the  appointment  of  these  Com- 
missioners, and  that  the  clause  suggested 
would  meet  that  difficulty ;  but  the  Go- 
vernment were  now  going   to  make  it 
imperative  on  the  Government  of  the  day 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  on  the  subject.     The 
House,  he  thought,  must  be  aware  that 
when  a  Bill  was  brought  in  on  such  an 
interesting  and  important  subject  there 
was  a  tendency  on  the  part  of  t'ne  House 
to  enlarge  the  scope  of  the  discussion. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  the  course  pro- 
posed by  his   right    hon.   Friend   was 
wiser  than  that  contemplated  by  the 
Government. 

Mb.  SHAW  said,  he  did  not  think  it 
wise  to  occupy  time  now  in  an  endeavour 
to  save  the  time  of  the  House  seven 
years  hence,  because  it  w£is  manifest 
that  if  the  labours  of  the  Land  Commis- 
sion were  consummated,  no  Ministry  in 
power  seven  years  hence  would  have  the 
slightest  trouble  in  dealing  with  the 
question.  He  believed  before  three  years 
were  over  they  would  have  to  legislate 
on  this  question  of  a  Royal  Commission. 
The  business  of  settling  rents  would 
be  complete,  and  the  Commissioners 
would  have  nothing  to  do  but  to  carry 
on  the  process  of  purchasing  estates  from 
landlords  and  re-selling  them  to  tenants, 
and  it  would  probably  strike  Parliament 
tiiat  it  was  unnecessary  to  keep  up  this 


large  machinery  for  doing  what  would 
become  a  very  small  matter.  Why  post- 
pone for  seven  years  what  probably  they 
should  be  bound  to  do  in  two  or  three 
years  ?  This  Commission  might  be  amal- 
gamated with  some  other  Commission 
before  seven  years  were  over.  He  hoped 
the  third  reading  of  the  measure  would 
be  allowed  to  be  proceeded  with. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  proposed,  ''That  the 
Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time." 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL, 
who  had  given  Notice  of  his  intention  to 
move  the  following  Amendment : — 

<*  That  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  as  origin- 
ally introduced  and  as  amended  in  Committee, 
is  the  result  of  a  revolutionary  agitation,  en- 
courages the  repudiation  of  contracts  and 
liabilities,  offends  against  indiyidual  liberty,  is 
calculated  to  diminish  the  security  of  property, 
will  not  contribute  to  the  peace  or  prosperity 
of  Ireland,  and  tends  to  endanger  the  union 
between  that  Country  and  Great  Britain ;  " 

said,  he  was  sorry  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Westminster 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had  not  taken  Oie 
course  which  was  usual  when  a  Motion 
did  not  meet  with  any  amount  of  sup- 
port — namely,  to  withdraw  it,  because 
in  that  case  he  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
could  have  moved  his  Amendment.  He 
could  congratulate  the  House  on  having 
at  last  escaped  from  the  discussion  of 
the  intricate  and  complicated  details  of 
the  Land  Bill,  and  on  being  in  a  position 
to  take  a  comprehensive  view  of  the 
measure  before  it  went  to  **  another 
place."  Having  watched  the  progress 
of  the  Bill  through  Committee  with  as 
much  care  and  attention  as  was  in  his 
power,  and  having  offered  no  remarks 
on  the  second  reading,  he  would  now 
ask  the  attention  of  the  House  while  he 
communicated  to  them  some  of  the  re- 
sults of  his  observations,  and  made  a  few 
valedictory  comments  on  the  measure. 
They  had  been  told  in  all  the  Radical 
newspapers,  and  as  far  as  he  could  make 
out  by  every  Radical  orator,  that  this 
Bill  was  the  greatest  measure  which 
was  ever  submitted  to  Parliament,  and 
that  its  contents  and  its  career  were  sub- 
jects of  legitimate  pride  and  delight  to 
the  Liberal  Party,  to  the  Liberal  Govern- 
ment, and,  beyond  all,  to  the  Prime 
Minister.  He  did  not  think  he  was 
exactly  in  a  position  to  give  complete 
assent  to  that.  He  might  with  confi- 
dence lay  it  down  that  before  any  mea- 
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sure  oould  be  said  to  be  a  subject  of 
legitimate  pride  to  those  officially  con- 
nected with  it,  it  must  fulfil  one  of  three 
conditions  —  it  must  be  the  original 
design  of  its  author,  represent  the  rati- 
fication of  a  great  principle  for  which 
its  author  had  long  and  constantly  con- 
tended, or,  in  default  of  these  two  con- 
ditions, it  must  be  the  sure  and  certain 
moans  of  great  benefit  to  those  who 
would  be  affected  by  it.  He  would  just 
glance  at  the  Bill  from  those  throe 
points  of  view.  Was  this  Bill  the  ori- 
ginal design  of  the  Government  ?  Was 
there  anything  in  it  from  beginning  to 
end  of  which  the  Government  could  be 
said  to  be  the  inventors  and  patentees  ? 
The  Government  would  be  doing  very 
great  injustio  to  certain  parties  in  the 
House,  and  be  acting  in  an  unworthy 
manner,  if  they  made  such  a  claim. 
They  now  knew,  from  the  indiscreet 
revelations  of  the  Duke  of  Argyll,  that 
when  the  present  Government  succeeded 
to  Office  the  idea  of  an  Irish  Land  Bill 
had  never  entered  their  heads.  Either 
the  force  of  circumstances  or  their  own 
evil  destiny  compelled  them,  or  as  they 
thought  compelled  them,  to  deal  with 
the  Irish  Land  Question.  Searching 
about  for  a  programme,  which  they  were 
unable  to  draw  up  themselves,  they 
lighted  upon  and  adopted  the  programme 
of  the  Irish  Land  League,  and  they  de- 
termined to  enable  the  Irish  Land  League 
to  fulfil  its  promises  and  to  justify  its 
existence  to  the  Irish  people  by  con- 
ferring on  them  the  benefit  of  the  **  three 
F's."  This  much  was  certain,  that  if  there 
had  been  no  Land  League  there  would 
have  been  no  Land  Bill;  and  if  the 
Liberal  Government  had  not  adopted 
the  programme  of  the  Land  League,  the 
Land  League  would  not  have  allowed 
the  Government  to  pass  any  Bill  into 
law  at  all.  The  Irish  people  knew  per- 
fectly well  to  whom  they  might  ascribe 
that  Bill.  They  knew  that  its  author 
was  not  the  Prime  Minister,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian,  but  was  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell).  At  every  public  meeting  in  Ire- 
land resolutions  were  passed  to  that 
effect.  At  no  meeting  in  Ireland  worthy 
the  name  of  a  public  meeting  had  any 
resolution  been  passed  giving  the  Go- 
vernment the  smallest  credit  for  the 
Bill.  He  must,  however,  notice  that 
one  unfortunate  individual  whom  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Lreland  had  let  out 
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of  prison  did  preside  at  a  meeting  in 
that  country,  and  passed  a  vote  of  thanks 
to  the  Chief  Secretary.  That  was  the 
only  public  meeting  held  in  Ireland 
at  which  the  merits  of  the  Government 
had  been  recognized.  And  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr  Healy) 
told  the  Prime  Minister  the  other  day 
that  the  Irish  people  owed  him  no  grati- 
tude for  this  measure — [Mr.  ELsalt  :  I 
did  not  say  anything  of  the  kind.] — when 
the  hon.  Member  said  that,  he  spoke 
the  mature  and  intelligent  conviction  of 
the  Irish  people.  He  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  could  not  help  thinking  that 
when  the  Prime  Minister  witnessed  the 
reception  of  his  Bill  in  Ireland,  and  the 
comments  which  were  there  made  upon 
it,  he  would  be  heard  sadly  to  say,  Jloi  9g9 
tersicuhs  feeiy  tulit  dltir  h<mar$%.  He  did 
not  wish  to  dishearten  the  Government, 
nor  to  infuse  too  much  melancholy  into 
their  noble  minds.  There  was  one  mea- 
sure which,  no  doubt,  they  might  con- 
sole themselves  with  claiming  as  their 
own — he  alluded  to  their  Coercion  BilL 
But  while  the  Prime  Minister  and  his  Col- 
leagues could  never  hope  to  have  their 
names  coupled  in  Ireland  with  that  Land 
Bill,  they  would  be  eternally  identified 
with  the  suspension  of  liberty  and  Consti- 
tutional rights.  When  the  Bill  was  first 
brought  in  by  the  Prime  Minister  it 
embodied,  in  a  more  or  less  imperfect 
form,  the  doctrine  of  the  "  three  F*s," 
which  was  the  programme  of  the  Land 
League  and  its  tine  qud  non.  The  Be- 
presontatives  of  the  Land  League  in 
the  House  on  that  occasion,  and  on  the 
second  reading,  expressed  g^at  dis- 
satisfaction with  the  BiU  on  three  chief 
points.  They  denounced  the  Emigration 
Clause,  they  blamed  the  Bill  because  it 
contained  no  provision  with  respect  to 
existing  leases,  and  they  also  found 
fault  with  it  because  it  did  not  make 
any  arrangement  with  regard  to  arrears 
of  rent.  What  had  happened  ?  TheEmi- 

f ration  Clause  had  been  struck  out. 
''  No  !  "]  The  hon.  Member  was 
severely  accurate.  It  had  not  been 
struck  out,  but  it  had  been  reduced 
to  an  absolute  nullity — a  perfect  fiarce ; 
and  it  was  impossible  that  emigration 
could  take  place  worthy  the  name  of 
emigration  under  that  clause.  On  the 
other  two  points  the  Prime  Minister 
had  more  than  met  the  Irish  view.  He 
did  not  expect  him  to  admit  it;  that 
would  spoil  the  game;  but  he  had  no 
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hesitation  in  saying  that  the  Prime 
Minister  had  gone  heyond  their  highest 
hopes,  because,  after  that  Bill  became 
law,  every  lease  in  Ireland  would  be 
promptly  reviewed  by  a  Court  of  Jus- 
tice in  that  country,  and,  if  necessary, 
quashed.  Further,  all  tenants  in  Ire- 
land who  at  the  present  moment  were 
enjoying  fair  and  reasonable  leases 
would,  at  the  termination  of  those  leases, 
though  it  might  be  60  years  hence,  be 
placed  in  the  same  position  as  if  they 
had  never  had  a  fair  and  reasonable 
lease  at  all.  And  with  respect  to  arrears 
of  rent,  tenants  up  to  a  certain  figure 
who  had  been  wise  enough  to  refuse  to 

Eay  their  rents  were  to  have  them 
quidated  by  the  taxpayers  of  Great 
Britain,  and  those  who  had  been  foolish 
enough  to  pay  their  rents  were  left  to 
corse  their  stupidity  and  to  vow  that 
they  would  never  be  so  caught  aeain. 
He  said,  then,  let  him  who  deserved  the 
laurel  wear  it.  He  felt  it  his  duty  to 
offer  his  congratulations  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  on  the 
magnificent  results  which  hejiad  achieved, 
although  supported  by  only  a  small 
fraction  of  the  House.  He  wished  that 
the  hon.  Member  would  communicate  to 
him  the  secret  of  his  success,  and  he  would 
further  remind  him  of  the  views  which 
the  Prime  Minister  had  sketched  with 
respect  to  town  property  and  absentee 
landlords.  With  that  viita  of  splendid 
possibilities  before  him,  he  coiud  con- 
g^tulate  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  on  the  extended  field  of  use- 
fulness which  remained  for  him  as 
long  as  the  Prime  Minister  continued 
in  Office.  All  the  merit  which  the  Prime 
Minister  and  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  could  claim  in  the  matter  was 
that  by  their  Disturbance  Bill  of  last 
year,  and  the  violent  language  which 
the  latter  had  used  against  the  House 
of  Lords,  they  had  ^ven  the  signal 
which  had  invited  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  and  Mr.  Michael  Davitt 
to  commence  their  winter  crusade.  Cotdd 
the  Government,  then,  make  out  that 
that  Bill  affirmed  or  sanctioned  the  prin- 
ciples for  which  they  had  lone  con- 
tended? In  the  speeches  which  the 
Prime  Minister  delivered  in- 1870,  ho 
elaborately  and  painfully  argued  against 
and  controverted  every  leading  provi- 
flion  in  the  present  Bill.  To  destroy  the 
theory  of  the  **  three  F's,''  to  cut  the 
j^round  from  under  the  feet  of  its  advo- 


cates, was  then  the  right  hon.  (Gentle- 
man's great  object,  which  it  must  be 
admitted  he  attained  as  completely  as 
any  man  ever  attained  any  object  in  Par- 
liament before.  From  the  year  1870  to 
the  year  1880  the  Prime  Minister  and 
his  leading  Colleagues  sustained  the 
battle  agamst  the  '*  three  F's "  and 
against  the  Bill  of  Mr.  Butt,  which  em- 
bodied the  "  three  F's ; "  and  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
and  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
rose  to  heights  of  Parliamentary  elo- 
quence and  argument  on  that  subject  as 
high  as  it  was  possible  for  those  two  indi- 
viduals to  reach.  They  were  invariably 
supported  by  the  whole  of  their  Col- 
leagues, and  by  a  united  Liberal  Party. 
Moreover,  in  all  the  great  speeches 
made  by  the  Prime  Minister  beK>re  the 
late  Election,  and  which  must  be  deemed 
to  have  exercised  a  controlling  power 
over  the  issues  of  that  Election,  they 
found  no  shadow  of  a  trace  that  the  jus- 
tice of  the  **  three  F's  "  had  dawned  on 
his  mind.  If  that  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  Colleagues  were  to  abandon  the 
principles  of  Free  Trade  and  raise  the 
flag  of  Protection,  they  could  not  un- 
dergo a  greater  or  more  sudden  and 
startling  conversion  than  they  had  im- 
dergone  in  regard  to  the  Land  Question 
in  Ireland.  During  the  whole  course 
of  the  recent  protracted  debate,  neither 
the  Prime  Minister  nor  his  Colleagues 
had  attempted  to  disguise  that  conver- 
sion or  to  escape  from  the  embarrass- 
ment of  their  u>rmer  declarations.  It 
was  a  melancholy  fact,  which  must  fill 
anyone  who  reflected  on  these  matters 
with  gloomy  forbodinge.  Becollecting, 
as  he  did,  the  great  political  apostacies 
which  had  surprised  and  shocked  even 
his  contemporaries,  he  was  tempted  to 
ask  in  despair  whether  it  was  to  be  the 
inevitable  lot  of  public  men  to  be  com- 
pelled at  intervaLs,  and  at  short  inter- 
vals, to  repudiate  in  a  humiliating 
manner  the  creeds  by  which  they  had 
formerly  sworn  to  abide.  Would  the 
Bill  produce  any  benefit  to  Ireland  com- 
mensurate in  any  way  with  the  time  and 
labour  Parliament  had  devoted  to  it? 
No  doubt,  it  was  a  wise  maxim  not  to 
prophesy  unless  you  knew,  and  he  did 
not  intend  to  depart  from  it,  ("**  Oh ! "] 
He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockton 
(Mr.  Dodds),  would  not  interrupt  him, 
although  he  knew  it  would  be  a  great 
demand  to  make  on  that  hon.  Member. 
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The  Bill  was  the  result  of   agitation. 
That  was  not  of  itself  against  &e  Bill ; 
but  what  an  agitation  it  had  been ! 
It  had   been  an   agitation  to  transfer 
property  by  force    from  one    class  to 
another ;  to  bring  the  landlords  on  their 
knees,  by  fair  means  or  by  foul,  had 
long  been  the   undisguised    object    of 
the  Land  League.     The  agitation  had 
been  furthered  by  speeches  of  a  kind 
rarely  made   before,   even  in  the  his- 
tory   of   L*eland,    and    that    agitation 
had  reduced  the  Goyernment  of  Ireland 
to   impotence,  an  impotence   in  which 
they  were  still  grovelling.     It  had  been 
accompanied  by  incidents  of  a  kind  per- 
manently to  disgrace  our  boasted  civili- 
zation.    It  had  been  assisted,  whether 
intentionally  or  not  he  would  not  say, 
by  crimes  of  a  frightful  nature  against 
men,  women,  dumb  animals,  and  property. 
It  had  enabled  terrorism,  such  as  Ire- 
land had  been  merciftdly  preserved  from 
for    generations,   to    stalk    unhindered 
through  the  land.     It  had  been  acknow- 
ledged by  more  than  one  Irish  speaker 
that  it  had  reduced  society  in  Ireland  to 
chaos,  that  it  had  put  an  end  to  mutuul 
trust  between  individuals,  and  that  it 
had  stifled  for  a  time  the   feelings  of 
kindness,  charity,  and  inter-dependence 
which  ought  to  exist  between  man  and 
man  in  a  well-governed  State.     That 
was  a  terrible  parent  for  a  message  of 
peace ;  and,  looking  at  the  matter  in  the 
most  superficial  way,  he  doubted  whe- 
ther anyone  would  place  much   confi- 
dence in  the  child  of  such   a  father. 
What,  after  all,  was  the  principle  estab- 
lished by  this  Bill?    It  was   not  the 
adjustment  of  rents,  nor  the  perpetuity 
of  tenure,  but  it  was  simply  that  agita- 
tion, be  it  audacious  and  unscrupulous 
enough,  constant,  and  pertinacious,  would 
Buf&ce  for  the  destruction  of  almost  any 
of  the  institutions  of  this  country.     Par- 
liament, acting  on  the  advice   of  the 
Government,  and  following  their  lead, 
had  invited  the  Irish  tenant  farmers  to 
endeavour  to  set  aside  contracts  which, 
for  all  we  knew,  were  fair  and  reason- 
able.     Parliament    had    consented    to 
liquidate  the  liabilities  of  these  men, 
some  of  whom  we  knew  were  perfectly 
able  to  discharge  them,  and  who  had 
merely  taken  advantage  of  the  prevail- 
ing   disorder   to    fly    in    the    face    of 
honesty.     They  had  deprived  the  few 
for  the  benefit  of  the  many  of  privileges 
and  property  which  could  be  easily  ap- 
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predated,  and  they  had,  at  the  same 
time,  denied  the  claim  of  the  smaUer  to 
compensation.  They  were  withdrawing 
and  alienating  from  Ireland  tboae  who 
were  devoted  to  our  rule,  and  who,  more- 
over, were  the  only  channels  through 
which  a  higher  dvilixation,  a  mor^  ad- 
vanced prosperity,  and  a  nobler  morality 
could  descend  upon  the  masses  of  the 
Irish  nation.  A  profound  thinker,  for 
whom  the  Prime  Minister  had  great 
respect,  Sir  George  0.  Lewis,  many  yean 
ago  wrote  a  passage  which  coi^rmed 
this  view.  He  said  that  in  Ireland  im- 
provement and  civilization  must  descend 
from  above ;  they  would  not  rise  spon- 
taneously from  uie  inward  workings  of 
the  community.  And  what  were  the 
objects  of  this  Bill  ?  They  were  two- 
one  of  a  temporary,  and  the  other  of  a 
permanent  character.  To  buy  out  the 
Irish  landlord  was  the  great  object  of 
the  Bill.  They  had  been  told  on  autho- 
rity that  the  first  part  of  the  Bill,  com- 
plicated as  it  was,  was  only  a  moim 
virendi,  to  last  until  the  desirable  result 
of  buying  him  out  should  be  accom- 
plished. The  other  day  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister said  he  hoped  in  six  years'  time  to 
have  bought  out  £10,000,000  worth  of 
Irish  landlords.  [Mr.  Gladstokb  :  No- 
thing of  the  sort.]  Notwithstanding  that 
contradiction,  he  adhered  to  the  state- 
ment ;  but  he  was  of  opinion  that  it  was 
a  very  low  and  modest  estimate  to  make. 
Unless  the  circumstances  of  Ireland  were 
greatly  altered,  and  if  the  Land  League 
were  permitted  to  control  the  destinies  of 
Ireland,  it  would  notbe£  10,000,000,  but 
it  would  be  £40,000,000  or  £50,000,000 
worth  of  landlords  who  would  have  to 
be  bought  out.  Surely,  no  State  ever 
before  took  upen  itself  such  a  curious 
task.  AVho  were  the  Irish  landlords? 
They  had  lately  been  designated  as  the 
English  garrison.  He  quite  admitted 
that  the  times  were  not  ripe  for  English 
garrisons.  The  Irish  landlords  weze 
those  who,  for  many  generations,  in 
spite  of  the  greatest  trials,  had  man- 
fully upheld  the  Union  in  the  midst  of 
a  population  for  the  most  part  hostile  to 
it.  For  the  State  to  spena  its  substance 
in  buying  out  its  friends  in  order  to  de- 
liver over  Ireland  into  the  grasp  of  its 
enemies  was  surely  an  act  of  folly  of 
which  it  might  have  been  thought  not 
even  a  Radi^  (Government  couUL  have 
been  capable.  If  we  reoogniced  the 
uses  of  a  land-owning  dass  in  a  oountcy. 
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should  we  take  steps  to  preserve  them, 
or  kill  them  by  inches  and  cruelly  drive 
them  out?  The  Prime  Minister  ad- 
mitted that  in  1 870  he  made  an  enor- 
mous confiscation  of  the  property  of 
Irish  landlords;  but  in  1881  he  had 
Rone  further  and  deprived  the  Irish 
landlords  of  every  right  and  every  pri- 
vilege appertaining  to  the  ownership  of 
land,  except  the  right  of  collecting  rent. 
Nothing  else  was  left  to  the  landlord  if 
this  Bill  passed.  And  what  security 
could  be  given  that  the  liability  would 
be  discharged  by  Irish  tenants?  He 
assumed  that  the  Commission  would  be 
independent  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment, and  that  it  would  be  a  Court  of 
Justice.  Suppose  it  found  the  great 
majority  of  rents  were  fair  rents  in  the 
sense  of  the  Bill,  and  imposed  these 
rents  for  a  term  of  years  on  the  tenants, 
what  guarantee  could  be  ofiPered  that 
the  decisions  of  the  Court  would  be 
obeyed?  If  they  were  not  obeyed, 
would  they  be  enforced?  What  sign 
was  there  of  returning  peace  and  order 
in  Ireland  now  that  the  Bill  was  all 
but  law?  Had  not  Crown  counsel 
recently  demanded  the  adjournment  of 
Assizes  and  the  postponement  of  trial 
on  the  ground  that  the  trial  was  an 
abortive  mockery  ?  He  unhesitatingly 
said  that  there  was  no  precedence  for 
such  an  Act  in  the  whole  history  of  the 
Irish  Government.  Did  they  dream  that 
the  addition  of  the  Boyal  Assent  to  the 
sanction  already  given  by  Parliament  to 
the  measure  wotdd  bestow  upon  it  a 
Divine  energy,  which  at  present  it  did 
not  possess  ?  He  further  asked,  had  the 
landlords  of  Ireland  any  guarantee  that 
the  Legislature  had  now  taken  from  them 
all  that  it  meant  to  take,  and  that  what 
remained  to  them  of  their  property  would 
not  in  another  year  or  so  be  sacrificed  ? 
Would  the  Prime  Minister  be  prepared 
to  enter  into  a  solemn  pledge  in  the  face 
of  the  House,  and  with  the  concurrence 
of  the  Parliament  of  England — a  pledge 
of  such  a  solemn  nature  that  it  must  bind 
fbture  Parliaments — that  at  any  rate 
what  was  left  to  the  Irish  landlords 
should  be  absolutely  secured  to  them 
and  impregnably  fortified  ?  In  such  a 
state  of  things  as  now  existed  he  did 
not  see  how  any  capital  could  be  im- 
parted into  Ireland,  and  in  the  absence 
of  oapital  the  resources  of  the  country 
most  languish  and  wither  away.  How 
joonld  they  have  any  guarantee  that  the 


law  of  the  land  would  be  respected  f 
Let  them  not  talk  about  the  majesty  of 
the  law,  for  since  the  present  Govern- 
ment came  into  power  the  majesty  of 
the  law  had  been  as  defunct  as  were 
the  mummies  of  Bamesis  and  Pharaoh. 
He  feared  very  much  the  effect  of  the 
Bill  on  the  quick-witted  Irish  people, 
and  believed  that  it  would  be  to  the 
Union  what  the  wooden  horse  was  to 
the  city  of  Troy.  It  contained  within  it 
all  the  elements  of  destruction  to  States. 
In  it  and  by  it,  plunder,  rapacity,  dis- 
hon<  sty,  agitation,  mob-law,  all  received 
the  final  and  solemn  sanction  of  Parlia- 
ment. Originally  designed  by  the  Land 
League,  their  mortal  foe,  it  had  been 
joyfully  captured  by  the  Government 
and  incorporated  in  the  machinery  of 
State.  And  they  were  told  that  if  the 
door  of  the  law  was  not  wide  enough 
to  admit  the  measure,  the  bulwarks  of 
the  Constitution  would  be  levelled  and 
every  obstacle  swept  away.  Further- 
more, if  anything  was  required  to  make 
the  analogy  complete,  all  hon.  Members 
who  from  time  to  time  took  part  in 
those  prolonged  debates  and  proclaimed 
their  suspicion  of  the  monster  had  been 
seized,  and  enfolded,  and  strangled, 
like  so  many  Laocoons,  in  the  multi- 
tudinous folds  of  the  Prime  Minister's 
endless  eloquence,  and  had  been  de- 
nounced with  increasing  vehemence  in 
speech  after  speech,  as  men,  since  the 
days  of  the  Laocoon,  had  never  been 
denounced  before.  Well,  this  great  Bill 
was  not  yet  in  the  citadel.  It  had  still 
a  course  to  travel  before  it  received  the 
Royal  Assent ;  and  if  in  its  course  it 
happened  to  be  wrecked,  he  doubted 
whether  it  would  have  many  mourners 
in  this  country.  But  if  in  the  following 
conflict,  which  he  had  no  doubt  the 
Prime  Minister  would  immediately  pre- 
cipitate, any  institutions  succumbed, 
holding,  as  he  sincerely  did,  the  views 
of  the  measure  which  he  held,  he  still 
said  that  institutions,  however  ancient 
and  respected,  which  in  the  hour  of 
trial  were  not  capable  of  protecting  the 
country  from  imminent  peril  were, 
perhaps,  hardly  institutions  in  which 
they  ought  to  repose  very  great  con- 
fidence. He  greatly  regretted  that  he 
was  unable  to  submit  his  Amendment 
to  the  House.  He  believed  the  prin- 
ciple of  that  Amendment  was  recognized 
by  the  oracle  of  the  Tory  Party ;  but 
the  political  wisdom  which  was  sup- 
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posed  popularly  to  attach  to  the  prefix  | 
of  **  right  hon."  decided  that  the  Ameod- 
mont  was  inopportune.  Well,  it  was 
not  his  business  to  speculate  upon  what 
was  opportune  or  inopportune.  It  was 
enough  for  him  that  the  assertions  made 
in  the  Amendment  were  incontrovertible. 
The  Bill,  it  said,  was  the  result  of  agi- 
tation—  a  revolutionary  agitation.  It 
was  revolutionary,  because  it  had  been 
enthusiastically  propounded  that  the  Bill 
which  it  precipitated  was  the  first  rung 
in  the  ladder  leading  to  the  Olympus  of 
Irish  Independence.  The  Amendment 
further  stated  that  the  Bill  encouraged 
the  repudiation  of  contract  and  liabili- 
ties, offended  against  individual  liberty, 
and  was  calctdated  to  diminish  the  se- 
curity of  property.  Whether  it  would 
conduce  to  the  peace  or  prosperity  oi 
Ireland,  or  tend  to  endanger  the  Union 
between  that  country  and  Great  Britain, 
he  was  quite  content  to  leave  to  time  to 
show.  The  Prime  Minister,  in  intro- 
ducing the  Bill,  said  that  it  was  in- 
spired by  the  Divine  light  of  justice. 
Well,  the  opposition  to  the  Bill,  of 
which  he  did  not  think  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister woiild  make  any  complaint  cither 
as  having  been  unfair  or  unduly  obsti- 
nate, had  been  conducted  by  a  brighter 
light  than  that  of  justice — namely,  the 
light  of  freedom ;  that  freedom  which 
the  Coercion  Bills  and  the  Land  Bill  of 
the  Liberal  Party  had  altogether  blotted 
out  of  Irish  life. 

Mb.  GEOBGE  BUSSELL  said,  there 
was  a  Latin  proverb  which  urged  that  it 
was  not  for  the  eagle  to  catch  flies.     He 
trusted  that,  in  the  spirit  of  the  proverb, 
the  Head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  not  condescend  to  reply  to  the 
speech  which  had  just  been  delivered  by 
the  noble  Lord,  but  would  leave  to  men 
of  humbler  position  and  of  less  ability 
than  his  own  the  task  of  making  such 
criticisms  upon  it  as  they  thought  the 
occasion  required.     He  confessed  that, 
coming  rather  late  into  the  House,  he 
was,  and  he  remained  under  the  impres- 
sion, that  the  noble  Lord  was  about  to 
move  his  Amendment.      It  appeared, 
however,  that  that  was  not  so,  and  he 
could  only  say  that    the    speech   was 
strongly  and  strikingly  appropriate  to 
the  Amendment.     It    was,   in  fact,  a 
speech  conceived  with  a  view  of  bring- 
ing that  Amendment  before  the  House 
had  not  the  wisdom  which,  as  the  noble 
Lord  said,  was  supposed  to  attack  to  the 
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prefix  ''  right  hon."  prevented  him  ask- 
ing  the  judgment  of  the  House  upon  it. 
They  should,  therefore,  take  the  speech 
as  a  speech,  and  meet  it  aa  best  they 
could ;  and  he  was  pursuaded  he  was 
only  expressing  the  general  sense  of  the 
House  on  both  sides  and  in  all  qaarters 
— except,  perhaps,  in  that  exalted  spot 
where  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bridport  (Mr.  Warton)  kept  watch  and 
ward  over  the  Gonstitation — when  he 
said  that  there  was  one  common  feeling 
to  which  he  only  gave  very  feeble  ex- 
pression —  namely,   one  of  veiy  great 
regret  that  this  great  le^slative  per- 
formance of  the  Session  should  be  al- 
lowed, at  its  close,  to  degenerate  into 
a  farce — he  used  the  word  advisedly; 
for,   giving  the  noble  Lord  credit,  as 
they  all    did,    for  abundant    common 
sense,   they  could  not    think    that   in 
delivering  that  speech  he  was  actuated 
by  serious  motives.     It  was  out  of  all 
belief  that  his  speech  could  commend 
itself  to  the  moral  feelings  or  the  intel- 
lectual palate  of  the  House.  He  doubted 
whether  the  speech   commended  itself 
to  those  hon.  Gentlemen  with  whom  the 
noble  Lord  habitually  acted.     Even  the 
Members  for  Ireland  with  whom  the 
noble  Ijord  indulged  in  many  passages 
of  harmless  coquetry-^even  they  seemed 
tired  of  his  humour.     With  regard  to 
the  effect  which  the  noble  Lord  expected 
his  speech  to  produce  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  led  the  Opposition,  it  wts 
quite  superfluous  to  speculate ;  for  they 
all  knew  that  in  the  noble  Lord's  reU- 
tions  with  the  titular  heads  of  his  Partj 
was  reproduced,  in  a  political  form,  tha 
history  of  Eli  and  his  sons.    Injudicioui 
indulgence  in  the  days  of  early  youth  had 
produced  in  the  noble  Ijord  in  later  lifa 
an  impatience  of  all  control,  and  a  de- 
termination to  take  the  bit  between  tha 
teeth,  which  might  involve  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  stood  politically  in  ths 
parental  relation  to  the  noble  Lord  in 
consequences  hardly  less  disastrous  than 
those  which  devolved  upon  the  vener- 
able  hero  of   the  sacred  story.      He 
thought,  therefore,  that  in  thus  figuring 
before  the   House  of  Commons  at  this 
stage  of  the  Bill  the  noble  Lord  must  have 
been  gratifying  merely  his  own  taste  fbr 
genteel  comedy  and  light  farce.    Even 
his  political  enemies  on  this  side  of  tha 
House  would  abundantly  allow  that  the 
noble  Lord  was  a  first-rate  actor  of  third* 
rate  parts.    The  noble  Lozd,  howitVi 
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alas!  played  habitually  to  the  pit  and 
gallery;  he  meant  to  say  that  in  his 
performances  throughout  this  Session 
they  had  never  detected  an  appeal  to  the 
higher  political  sense  of  the  House. 
What  they  had  seen  had  led  to  the  be- 
lief that  the  noble  Lord  was,  perhaps, 
after  all,  wise  in  his  generation,  and 
was  preparing  himself  for  an  emergency 
whicn  might  come.  He  was  possibly 
looking  to  a  time — looming  in  the  dis- 
tance— when,  with  a  re-distribution  of 
seats,  the  very  few  sheep  of  Woodstock 
would  be  left  without  a  shepherd.  It 
was  against  such  a  dismal  day  of  retri- 
bution that  the  noble  Lord  was  prepar- 
ing himself,  and  making  friends  of  the 
Mammon  of  unrighteousness  in  some 
larger  and  more  turbtdent  constituency ; 
80  that  when  his  friends  of  Woodstock, 
in  a  Parliamentary  sense,  failed,  he 
might  be  received,  if  not  into  everlast- 
in^y  at  all  events,  into  more  enduring 
haoitations.  The  effort  of  the  noble 
Lord  against  a  Bill  carried  through 
with  such  unexampled  talent  and  per- 
severance, which  had  received  the  over- 
whelming assent  of  immense  majorities 
of  the  Souse,  was  ludicrous,  and  he 
had  almost  said  impertinent.  It  gained 
neither  in  decency  nor  in  acceptability 
when  it  emanated  from  the  Leader  of 
a  Party  which  in  its  corporate  capacity 
was  appropriately  sketched  in  one  of 
those  inspired  sentences  of  the  late  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  in  one  of  his  earlier  novels, 
when  he  spoke  of  ''a  contemptible 
dique  which  dined  together  and  called 
itself  a  political  party.'' 

OoLONEL  DAWNAY  said,  he  believed 
the  interests  of  the  tenants  would  be 
placed  in  a  more  precarious  position 
than  before  by  the  action  of  this  Bill. 
It  was  the  tlun  end  of  a  wedge  which 
was  intended  to  be  driven  into  the  heart 
of  England  and  Scotland.  He  was  in 
favour  of  reforming  the  Irish  landlords 
if  it  could  be  proved  that  they  injured 
Ireland ;  but  in  reference  to  this  Bill  he 
thought  the  landlords  had  as  much  jus- 
tice on  their  side  as  the  agitators.  As 
to  conciliating  Ireland,  he  believed  the 
measure  would  be  a  total  failure.  The 
loyal  Irish  needed  no  conciliation,  while 
the  disloyal  would  only  be  conciliated  by 
the  total  separation  of  Ireland  from 
England. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  (after  a  pause) 
aaid :  I  waited  until  you  rose,  Sir,  to  put 
the  Qaestion,  in  order  that  I  might  be 


certain,  negatively  at  least,  that  there 
was    no   intention  on  the  part  of  the 
Leaders  of  the  opposite  Party  to  enter 
into  this  debate.     There  is  nothing  that 
will  fall  from  me,  so  far  as  I  am  aware, 
that  will  give  them  occasion  to  change 
that  intention.     I  take  this  opportunity 
of  saying  that,  so  far  as  regards  them- 
selves, the  bulk  of  the  Party  who  act 
with  them,   although,  of  course,   it  is 
matter  of  serious  lamentation  to  us  that 
a  large  body  of  Members  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  many  distinguished 
Members,  decline  to  recognize  the  neces- 
sity of  the  provisions  that  we  have  pro- 
posed, yet,  as  to  the  mode  of  their  oppo- 
sition, I  am  bound  to  say  of  them,  and 
of  the  bulk  of  their  followers,  that  I  do 
not  think  we  have  smy  reason  to  com- 
plain.    There  are  one  or  two  more  or 
less  eccentric  and  outlying  individuals 
for  whose  actions  they    cannot  be  re- 
sponsible, and  it  is  not  necessary  for  me 
to  enter  into  criticisms  upon    conduct 
altogether  exceptional.     I  have  another 
duty  to  perform,  and  that  is  to  return 
my  thauKS  to  the  supporters  of  this  mea- 
sure.     I  am   thankful    to   reflect  that 
when  I  speak  of  supporters  I  am  able 
to  include  a  limited  though  very  impor- 
tant portion  of  the  Party  opposite.     The 
Gentlemen  representing  Ireland  as  Con- 
servative  Members  have,  in  most    in- 
stances, felt  it  their  duty  to  give  a  steady 
support  to  all  the  leading  provisions  of 
this   Bill.     I  am  informed  that  out  of 
103  Members  representing  Ireland  in 
the  division  on  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill  scarcely  more  than  seven  Mem- 
bers  took  part  in  the  division  against 
the  Bill.   In  the  division  against  the  1st 
clause,  which  in  its  permanent  operation 
may  be  found  to  be  the  most  important 
in  the  Bill,  four  Irish  Members  voted 
only  against  the  clause,  and  two  of  these 
were  Gentlemen  who  undoubtedly  voted 
against  it  because  they  thought  that  it 
did  not  confer  new  liberty,  but  limited 
liberty  already  existing ;  so  that  of  the 
103  Members  sent  by  Ireland  to  repre- 
sent her  interests  in   Parliament  only 
two  felt  it  to  be  their  duty  to  vote  against 
this  most  important   and  fundamental 
clause.     On  the  7th  clause — the  other 
great  pillar,  if  I  may  so  speak  of  the 
Bill,  and  the  one  which  in  the  present 
exigency ;  has  excited  the  greatest  inte- 
rest— not  more  than  six  Irish  Members 
recorded  their  judgment  against  it.     I 
I  think  that  every  dispassionate  man,  re- 
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viewing  tho  course  of  these  discussions, 
whatever  may  bo  his  own  personal  lean- 
ings and  convictions,  must  foel  that,  if 
we  be  indeed  a  representative  Assembly, 
this  division  of  Irish  opinion,  which 
scarcely  amounts  to  a  division— which 
leaves  us  at  liberty  almost  to  declare  it 
a  moral  unanimity  of  opinion— cannot, 
in  view  of  the  interests  of  the  country, 
be  considered  loss  than  a  most  significant 
and  gratifying  fact.  Passing  from  that, 
I  desire  to  return  my  respectful  acknow- 
ledgments to  those  other  than  Irish  Mem- 
bers on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House 
to  whom  we  owe  much  of  the  steady, 
patient  labour,  and  generous  and  en- 
couraging support  that  have  enabled  us 
to  bring  this  Bill  to  its  third  reading. 
I  desire  to  make  these  acknowledg- 
ments, first  of  all,  again  to  the  nume- 
rous and  well-instructed  Bepresentatives 
from  Ireland  who  have  so  considerately 
made  their  own  proposals,  and  so  loyally 
and  so  generously  helped  ours ;  and 
secondly,  to  that  mass  of  Members  who, 
reckoned  by  the  hundred,  and  well  en- 
titled by  their  knowledge  and  intelli- 
gence to  enter  into  the  discussions  on 
this  Bill,  have  yet  refrained  upon  almost 
every  occasion  from  entering  into  those 
discussions,  lest  unawares  they  should 
multiply  the  physical  obstacles  to  its 
passing,  and  thereby  prevent  the  at- 
tainment of  the  object  in  view.  My 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  George  Russell),  who 
spoke  with  much  ability  from  this  side 
of  the  House,  advised  that  I  should 
not  offer  any  reply  to  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill).  I  had  no 
intention  of  offering  to  that  speech  any 
detailed  reply,  nor  of  entering  into  any 
detailed  discussion  of  the  Amendment  of 
which  the  noble  Lord  has  given  Notice. 
The  terms  of  that  Amendment,  in  fact, 
enable  me  to  deal  with  it,  from  my  point 
of  view,  in  a  very  convenient  and  sum- 
mary manner.  It  contains  six  proposi- 
tions, some  of  them  negative  and  some 
of  them  affirmative,  and  my  humble 
method  of  dealing  with  those  proposi- 
tions is  to  take  all  the  negative  propo- 
sitions and  to  convert  them  into  affirma- 
tive propositions,  and  all  the  affirmative 
propositions  and  convert  them  into 
negative  propositions.  By  this  most 
expeditious  process  I  find  that  the 
noble  Lord's  Amendment,  so  modified, 
becomes  an  adequate  and  satisfactory 
exposition  of  my  own  views  on  this  sub- 


ject.    The  speech,  however,  of  the  no 

Lord  does  not  admit  of  being  dealt  w 

quite  so  briefly.    That  speech  ia  a 

presentative  speech — it  is  eminentlv 

preventative  of  the  opinions  and  id 

of  the  noble  Lord.    It  abounded  in 

clamatory  invective,  of  a  large  port 

of  which  I  had  the  honour  and  the  i 

tinction  of  being  the  subject.     There 

in  creation  small  animals  whose  offio 

is  to  bite,  and  who  are  able  to  prod 

a  sense  of  irritation  on  the  part  of 

person  bitten.      There  are   also   ot 

small  animals  whose  office  it  is  to  b: 

but  whose  victim  is  left  unconscxouBt 

.  he  has  been  actually  bitten.      I  m 

[  say  that,  so  far  as  comparisons  can 

i  made,  the   effect  of  the  speech  of 

noble  Lord  reminds  me  or  the  seoc 

rather  than  the  first  class  of  these  sn 

animals.     Now,  one  counsel  I  vent 

i  to  give  to  the  noble  Lord,  and  that  ii 

■  keep  himself  to  rhetoric,  of  which  he 

at  his  time  of  life,  no  inconsidera 

master ;  but,  above  all  things,  to  escli 

;  dealing  with  facts,  for  I  listened  cs 

I  fully  to  everything  in  his  speech  t 

!  purported  to  he  a  statement  of  fact,  i 

j  I  believe  I  am  literally  accurate  wl 

I  say  that  there  was  not  one  of  th 

which  would  be  sustained  in  their  ac 

racy — from  the  first  which  alleged  t 

the   **  three  F's "  were  the  ]^an  i 

scheme  of  the  Irish  Land  League, 

those  later  ones,   of  which  two  th 

were   concerning    myself,   the  first 

I  which  I  took  exception  to  when  it  ^ 

uttered,  and  the  second  of  which  ^ 

that  I  had  a  few  nights  ago  confes 

that  the  Act  of  1870  perpetrated  an  ei 

!  mous  act  of  confiscation ;  and,  therefc 

I  Sir,   I  beg  humbly  to  decline    be 

bound  by  any  one  of  the  Btatementi 

facts  made  in  the  speech  of  the  no 

Lonl.     I  would  again  counsel  the  nc 

Lord  to  keep  to  rhetoric.     If  he  d 

that  I  have  no  doubt  he  will  do 

tremely  well,   for  rhetoric  and   den 

mation    are    arts   in  which    it  is 

difficult  to  excel,  provided  you  reli< 

yourself  from  the  fetters  and  hindran 

which  are  imposed  upon  some  mc 

speech  by  a  slavish  adherence  on  tl 

part  to   accuracy  of   fact.     I   will 

speak  of  the  originality  of  this  meast 

nor  will  I  speak  of  my  own  consistezi 

in  regard  to  which  I  have  said  on  fon 

occasions  what  appeared  to  be  necessa 

I  should  be  doing  what  would  be 

excusable  at  this  stage  of  the  Bill  w 
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I  to  waste  the  time  of  the  House  by 
making  a  long  speecli.     There  is,  how- 
ever, one  point  to  which  I  should  wish 
to  bring  the  mind  of  the  House  for  a 
moment,  and  I  will  do  so  in  as  few  sen- 
tences as  possible.    It  is  alleged  in  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  that  the 
measure  has  been  the  product  of  re- 
volutionary agitation.    I  have  never  dis- 
guised from  this  House  that  it  is,  in  my 
opinion,  a  most  grave  and  serious  matter 
to  bring  into  a  Court  of  Justice  for  altera- 
tion and  re-consideration  private  contracts 
entered  into  by  private  individuals,  and 
I  am  prepared  fully  to  admit  that  the 
institution  of  a  Court  for  such  an  object 
is  an  exceptional  and  an  extreme  pro- 
ceeding.    I,  however,  entirely  deny  that 
the  ouier  main  provisions  of  this  Bill 
are  open  to  the  same  objection.     With 
regard  to  the  provisions  for  the  exten- 
sion of  the  tenant  right  and  for  the  pre- 
vention of  the  too  frequent  augmenta- 
tion of  rent,  there  is  nothing  extreme  or 
exceptional  in  the  Bill.      I    presume, 
therefore,  that  it  is  to  the  institution  of 
the  Court  for  the  purpose  of  fixing  the 
rent  that  the  noble  Lord  refers  when  he 
•ays  that  the  provisions  of  the  measure 
are  the  result  of  revolutionary  agitation. 
But  how  was  it  that  the  necessity  for  the 
institution  of  such  a  Court  was  made 
evident  ?    It  was  made  evident,  if  any- 
where, By  the  Beport  of  the  Richmond 
Commission,  which  was  concurred  in  not 
only  by  the  Liberal  minority,  but  by  the 
Conservative  majority,  who,  in  a  special 
sense,  represented  the  landed  interest  in 
'  Ireland,  and  who  felt  it  to  be  their  duty 
to  recommend  that  there  should  be  legis- 
lative interference  to  check  the  undue 
augmentation    of   rent.      That  recom- 
mendation is  the  foundation  of  the  pro- 
vision that  we  have  introduced  into  this 
Bill.     Does  the  noble  Lord  think,  when 
{he  representatives  of  the  landed  inte- 
rest found  it  necessary  to  go  to  such  a 
length    in    the   recommendations   they 
made,  that  even  if  it  had  been  our  dis- 
position to  have  stopped  short  of  that 
reoommendation,   it  would  have    been 
poeaible  for  us  to  do  so  ?    I  am  quite 
sore  his  intelligence  will  make  him  per- 
^ve  that  the  very  moment  that  recom- 
mendation went  forth  from  such  a  source 
it  became  absolutely  certain — which  I  do 
not  think  Qentlemen  opposite  will  deny 
-—that  any  measure  which  was  to  have 
a  chance  of  dealing  with  the  question  of 
lim4  in  Ireland  must  contain,   within 


whatever  limitations,  provisions  giting 
discretion  to  the  Court  with  respect  to 
contracts.      That    recommendation    we 
have  dealt  with,  I  believe,  in  the  spirit 
of  moderation,  and  we  have  certainly 
attached  limitations  to  the  provisions  in 
which  we  seek  to  give  effect  to  it.     In 
the  recommendation  itself  there  were  no 
words  which  conveyed  an  idea  that  it 
was  intended  that  the  application  of  that 
principle  should  be  other  than  universal 
and  perpetual.     The  Bill,  as  it  stands, 
however,  provides  that  the  application 
of  that  principle  need  not  be  universal 
or  perpetual.     No  holding  in  Ireland 
will  come  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Court  except  by  the  act  of  either  the 
landlord  or  the  tenant.     We  have  pro- 
vided that  it  need  not  be  perpetual,  be- 
cause there  are   various   contingencies 
contemplated  by  the  Bill  under  which 
the  tenants  in  Ireland    now    invested 
with  power  to  go  into  Court  may  come 
to  be  divested  of  that  power ;  and  there- 
fore it  remains  that  Parliament,  in  its 
consideration  of  this  most  important  re- 
commendation, has  not  accepted  it  in  a 
spirit  of  reckless  vehemence,  but  rather, 
while  leaving  it  in  all  the  force  which 
seems  necessary  to  meet  the  emergency 
of  the  case,  has  made  provision  to  keep 
within   the  limits  of  that  necessity  the 
action  of  a  principle  which  we  deem  and 
admit  to  be  exceptional.     Then,  again, 
there   was  the   difficult  subject  of  fair 
rent  which  we  had  to  deal  with.    I  think 
that  it  does  some  honour  to  the  House 
of  Commons — and,  certainly,  the  com- 
pliment I  feel  bound  to  pay  the  House 
in  this  respect  falls  with  full  force  upon 
hon.  Members  opposite — that  it  should 
have  entered  largely  into  a  discussion  of 
this  subject,  and  should  have  been  able 
finally  to  arrive  at  a  conclusion  in  re- 
ference to  it  without  having  exhibited 
sharp  and  painful  differences  of  opinion 
with  reference  to  it.     In  using  the  term 
**  fair  rent,"  I  believe  that  we  have  se- 
cured a  rent  that  will  really  be  fair  to 
all  parties.    I  believe  that  we  have  acted 
wisely  in   having   disembarrassed  our- 
selves of  the  difficulty  of  attempting  to 
guide  the  Court  in  arriving  at  a  conclu- 
sion as  to  what  a  fair  rent  should  be,  and 
in  leaving  the  whole  matter  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Court.     We  have  been 
able  to  take  that  course  safely  for  two 
reasons.     The  first  is  this,  that  in  Ire- 
land the  forming  of  an  estimation  of  fair 
rent  is  already  amatter  known  to  the  usage 
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of  the  country  and  its  Oourts.  In  IJlBter 
and  out  of  Ulster,  since  the  Land  Act. 
there  have  been  yarious  forms  of  pro- 
ceedings before  the  Courts,  which  haye 
indirectly,  but  substantially  and  effec- 
tually, raised  the  question  of  fair  rent. 
That  being  so,  and  it  having  been  found 
practicable  by  the  Courts  to  handle  that 
difficult  question  without  dissatisfaction 
or  palpable  injustice  to  either  party,  I 
believe  we  have  done  wisely  to  leave  the 
matter  in  their  hands ;  because  any 
efforts  of  ours  to  guide  them,  imperfect 
as  they  must  have  been,  would  only 
have  tended,  in  all  likelihood,  to  induce 
confusion  rather  than  to  facilitate  the 
working  of  the  Bill.  But  there  was 
another  reason  why  it  was  well,  as  I 
think,  that  we  should  not  attempt  to  de- 
fine scrupulously  a  fair  rent,  and  it  was 
this — that,  happily,  in  Ireland  a  fair  rent 
in  many  cases — I  do  not  now  enter  into 
the  question  whether  in  the  majority  of 
cases  or  not — but  in  many,  in  very  many 
cases,  a  fair  rent  is  a  thing  perfectly 
well  known  and  understood  by  practical 
experience.  There  is  no  district  in  Ire- 
land in  which  fair  rents  are  not  known, 
in  which  the  thing  meant  by  a  fair  rent 
is  not  practically  and  popularly  under- 
stood. That  being  so,  we  have  deemed 
it  better  rather  to  rely  upon  the  tradi- 
tions of  the  Court,  and  upon  the  know- 
ledge current  and  recognized  in  the 
country,  than  to  attempt  difficult,  not  to 
say  impossible,  definitions.  I  am  very 
glad,  if  I  understand  aright,  so  far  as 
regards  any  largo  body  of  Members  of 
this  House,  this  Bill  is  to  be  passed  un- 
contested into  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament. It  is  quite  needless  for  me — I 
think  it  would  be  very  bad  taste  on  my 
part — to  attempt  to  pronounce  on  the 
Bill  any  eulogy  whatever.  On  the  other 
hand,  I  must  be  pardoned  for  saying 
that  against  such  attacks  as  have  been 
made  upon  it  I  feel  it  needs  no  defence. 
Mr.  GIBSON :  It  is  not  my  intention. 
Sir,  to  enter  into  any  long  discussion  or 
minute  examination  of  the  details  of 
this  measure  or  to  review  its  history. 
Its  scope  and  its  character,  its  progress, 
and  the  various  debates  that  have  taken 
place  upon  it  have  been  amply  placed 
before  the  House  and  the  country.  The 
measure  has  been  described  by  the  Prime 
Minister  himself  on  more  than  one  occa- 
sion as  one  exceptional  in  its  character, 
and  it  is  absolutely  impossible  that  it 
can  be  measured  or  ju^ed  of  by  any 
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ordinary  standard  whateyer.  I  yentiiro 
to  think  that  never  was  sabmitted  to  this 
House  or  to  any  Parliament  a  measure 
of  so  absolutely  novel  and  startling  a 
character.  My  noble  Friend  the  lum- 
ber for  Woodstock  (Lord  Bandolpli 
Churchill),  in  a  speech  somewhat  nn- 
fairly  commented  upon  —  in  a  speech 
certainly  of  marked  aoility — stated  from 
his  own  point  of  view  what  he  oonceived 
to  be  the  circumstances  of  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  Bill.  I  say,  without  fear  of 
contradiction,  that  in  no  civilised  coan- 
try,  not  in  France,  Oennanyp  Belginm, 
or  the  United  States  of  America,  is  there 
any  Land  Law  having  any  similitude  to 
that  which  will  be  established  by  this 
Bill ;  and  anyone  who  looks  at  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill  and  the  ezpoaitioii 
that  has  been  given  of  its  pnnoiples 
must  recognize  its  sweeping  waraoter, 
for  it  includes  within  its  purview  ail 
tenants,  good,  bad,  and  indififerent,  and 
deals  out  the  same  standard  of  justbe  to 
all  landlords,  improving  or  the  rerene, 
all  landlords,  whether  they  haye  oharged 
little  or  whether  they  haye  oharged 
much.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
that  this  Bill  leaves  this  House  oanied 
by  a  moral  unanimity  —  [^Mr.  Glad- 
STOXK  made  an  inaudible  remark  acroM 
the  Table.]  I  have  not  the  aligfatart 
desire  in  any  particular  to  misrepresent 
anything  that  fell  from  the  Prime  IG- 
nister ;  but  I  think  it  not  unreaaonaUe, 
when  notice  is  taken  of  the  character  of 
the  divisions  on  the  Bill,  to  say  thiAi 
whether  or  not  there  will  be  a  diyisioB 
upon  the  third  reading,  many  Members 
thought  proper  to  record  a  protest  against 
principles  in  tliis  Bill,  and  that  they  have 
done  so  on  many  occasions.  Many  Mem- 
bers, I  have  no  doubt,  voted  for  the  BiU 
on  the  second  reading,  considering  that 
in  the  present  state  of  Ireland  some 
legislation  on  the  Land  Question  should 
take  place.  But  I  venture  to  think  that 
not  only  on  these  Benches,  but  among 
the  Members  whom  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman so  ably  leads,  there  are  some 
who  took  part  in  the  divisions  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  and  on  clauses 
that  were  challenged  who  felt  serious 
misgivings  as  to  the  principles  inyolveda 
The  present  position  of  the  Bill  is  not| 
in  some  particulars,  exactly  the  same  as 
when  examined  at  the  earlier  stages; 
but  I  am  bound  to  say,  when  we  come 
to  consider  the  changes,  they  can  be  re- 
garded from  many  different  points  of 
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view.  I  readily  admit  that  many  things 
that  were  so  indefensible  that  they  could 
not  be  argued,  and  were  not  argued — 
that  many  things  that  were  so  unintel- 
ligible that  they  could  not  be  construed — 
have  fallen  out  of  the  Bill,  and  that,  as  a 
matter  of  machinery  and  administration, 
the  Gk)yemment  found  it  necessary,  to 
insure  any  working  of  the  Bill  at  all,  to 
consent  to  alterations.  But  many  prin- 
ciples and  points  of  a  mischievous  cha- 
racter still  remain  unaltered  and  un- 
amended in  the  Bill,  and  I  regret  to 
say  that  the  catalogue  of  serious  and 
mischievous  points  and  principles  was 
enlarged  during  the  progress  of  the 
Bill,  and  notably  last  night.  I  am 
bound  to  say  I  think  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter himself  had  but  a  scant  amount  of 
sympathy  for  this  most  recent  Amend- 
ment, because  I  remember  that  he  left 
to  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland  the 
difficulties  of  the  task  of  explaining 
it  and  did  not  commit  himself  to  it. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  has  been  the  Mi- 
nister who  has  had  charge  of  the  Bill. 
He  has  had  the  advantage  in  that  over- 
whelming task,  in  addition  to  his  own 
genius,  his  own  enlightened  energy,  his 
own  infinite  resources,  and  that  versa- 
tility which  enables  him  in  debate  to  run 
''  "FTom  grave  to  gay  and  from  lively  to 
seyere,"  of  having  been  encouraged  by  a 
strong  and  obedient  majority  ready  to 
cheer  and  support  him  always — just  as 
much  when  he  is  wrong  as  when  he  is 
right.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
hig  speech  just  delivered,  has  selected 
one  or  two  points  for  which  he  appears 
specially  desirous  to  obtain  the  approval 
ofthe  House  and  the  country.  I  will  pass 
from  his  references  to  free  sale  without 
making  any  elaborate  examination  of  it, 
but  I  will  make  one  criticism  upon  it. 
Now,  at  the  end  of  two  months,  it  remains 
as  undefined  as  it  was  on  the  introduction 
of  the  Bill  what  it  is  that  the  tenant  is 
permitted  to  sell.  No  one  who  examines 
the  Bill  can  arrive  at  the  conclusion  that 
a  tenant  may  not  be  permitted  under 
the  operation  of  the  Bill  to  seU  a  very 
flubetantial  part  of  his  landlord's  pro- 
perty. In  the  very  clause  of  free  sale 
Bome  changes  which  had  taken  place 
haye  been  all  against  the  landlord's 
interest.  We  were  told  throughout  by 
the  Prime  Minister  and  his  Colleagues 
that  the  Bill  would  give  a  right  of  pre- 
Mnption  to  the  landlords.   I  am  disposed 


to  think  the  Bill  in  its  present  shape 
leaves  the  right  of  pre-emption  abso^ 
lutely  worthless.  The  way  in  which  the 
Bill  originally  proposed  that  a  fair  rent 
should  be  measured  dealt  with  details 
and  particulars  in  such  a  way  that  it 
was  speedily  pointed  out  that  it  would 
enable  the  landlord's  rent  to  be  eaten 
into  and  possibly  destroyed.  The  Go- 
vernment sought  to  meet  these  objec- 
tions by  leaving  the  whole  question 
absolutely  in  the  control  of  the  Court. 
The  Government  have  not,  however, 
adhered  to  their  second  proposal  in  its 
integrity,  and  have  assented  to  changes 
which  are  open  to  much  criticism. 
An  Amendment  was  introduced  at  the 
instance  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Dundalk  (Mr.  Charles  Bussell), 
which  re- introduced,  not  in  the  same 
form  as  originally  appeared  in  the  Bill, 
but  in  more  general  terms,  the  same 
possibly  misleading  principle,  and  di- 
rected the  Court,  in  measuring  the  fair 
rent,  to  have  regard  to  the  tenant's 
interest,  which  might  be  inflamed  by 
prices  forced  up  by  giving  the  pretium 
affectioniSfOT  by** land-hunger,"  of  which 
we  have  heard  so  much.  If  the  Court 
are  told,  without  qualification,  that  they 
are  to  have  regard  to  the  tenant's 
interest,  it  is  competent  for  the  Court, 
under  those  words,  to  arrive  at  every 
one  of  those  vicious  consequences  which 
had  been  apprehended  from  the  clause 
as  it  previously  stood.  The  way  in 
which  the  matter  was  sought  to  be 
dealt  with  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  was  entirely 
logical.  My  right  hon.  Friend  took  up, 
as  the  Prime  Minister  frankly  admitted, 
quite  a  reasonable  line.  As  late  as 
the  year  1878  a  Bill  was  introduced  by 
Mr.  Butt — a  master  of  this  question — 
Mr.  McCarthy  Downing,  who  was  as  well 
acquainted  with  it  as  any  Member  in 
this  House,  and  the  Member  for  the 
County  of  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw).  That  Bill, 
in  its  44th  clause,  laid  down  this  propo- 
sition, which  I  commend  to  the  attention 
of  the  House — and  remember  that  this 
was  the  proposition  of  the  Irish  tenants, 
repeated  from  year  to  year,  and  formu- 
lated by  their  most  able  advocates  in 
Parliament,  as  to  the  mode  of  fixing 
rents — 

"  In  fixing  the  rent  to  bo  specified  in  the  de- 
claration of  tenancy,  the  Chairman  shall  proceed 
in  manner  following — ^that  is  to  say,  the  rent  to 
be  fixed  shall  be  that  which  a  solvent  and  re- 
sponsible tenant  could  afford  to  pay,  fairly  and 
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vltlunit  coUiuioD,  for  ths  premitei,  «fUr  de- 
daoting  from  fach  leot  tne  additioii  to  the 
letting  tbIuo  of  the  premises  by  any  iniprove- 
menta  mude  by  thn  triiant  or  his  prtdpcessora  in 
title  in  nupeet  of  which  the  tenant  on  quilting 
his  farm  would  be  entitled  to  compeosalion 
nndcr  the  proi-isions  of  the  I*nd  Act. 
Well,  that  propoeai  was  prsBeuted  for 
coueideration  to  tbeHoune  b;  an  Amend- 
ment  which  stood  on  the  Paper  for  ireeliB 
in  the  name  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Leader  of  the  Oppoaition.  The  Qovem- 
ment,  however,  thought  it  right  iu  their 
wiadom  to  know  more  ahout  the  ques> 
tiou  than  those  who  had  studied  it  for 

Sara.  And  I  invite  the  attention  of  the 
ouse  to  the  fact  that  all  that  was  aeked 
was  the  adoption  of  that  proposition, 
etrengthened  and  derelopea  by  words 
taken  from  the  Qoventment  themselvee, 
and  possibly  by  the  addition  of  others 
which  would  have  made  it  more  de- 
finite. NeTerthelesB,  the  Govemmeat 
thought  proper  to  leave  the  matter  at 
large  to  Uie  Court,  with  the  addition  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dundalk,  and,  also  adopting 
an  Amendment  which  waa  brought  for- 
ward a  few  days  a^o,  they  put  into  the 
Bill  a  reference  to  improvements,  not  as 
framed  by  Mr.  Butt,  nor  ae  assented  to 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  County  of 
CJork,  nor  as  formulated  by  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,  but  in  a  crude  and 
undigested  state,  which  obviouely  re- 
quirod  revision  and  alteration.  This 
Fair  Rent  Clause  made  practically  no 
distinction  between  good  and  bad  land- 
lords, with  this  one  exception — that  a 
feeble,  petty  effort  was  made  by  the 
Prime  Minister,  by  taking  note  of  Eng- 
lish-managed estates,  to  save  the  Bill 
from  the  charge  of  making  no  discrimi- 
nation. That  little  proviso  never  was  of 
very  much  practioal  consequence.  It  was 
rendered  almost  worthless  because  of 
the  Amendment  which  had  been  accepted 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).  Then,  the  adi  ' 
aion  of  the  landlord  to  the  Court  wa 
first  denied,  but  had  afterwards  to  be 
oonceded;  but  it  was  not  conceded  frankly 
and  fully.  The  tenant  can  go  into  the 
Court  and  say,  "  Measure  me  a  fair 
rent."  But  the  landlord  must  formulate 
his  proposition  and  demand  an  increase. 
Common  justice  required  that  both  par- 
ties should  be  be  put  on  the  same  loot- 
ing. Let  each  party  be  equally  able  to 
npeal  to  the  Court  tor  a  fair  rent ;  or  if 
the  landlord  is  required  to  formulate  hia 


demand,  the  tenant  alio  snrdj  ought  to 
be  called  upon  to  state  olearlj  and  de- 
finitely what  he  had  to  object  to.  The 
Prime  Minister,  a  few  daya  ago,  in  Com- 
mittee, said — 

"  Thev  were  cndeaTOurinR  bjr  an  simoat  n- 
prema  e^art  to  bring  about  ft  great  and  npil 
chAngo  in  the  social  condition  ol  Ireland." 

I  do  not  deny  that  tha  effort  wu  a 
supreme  one.  It  wae  m>  whea  the  BtS 
was  introduced,  and  it  became  more  w 
during  its  progress.  The  meamre  wii 
not  brought  in,  I  feel  sore,  witbost  tmj 
anxious  consideration.  We  knov  that 
the  Oovernment  had  been  oonaidaring  it 
for  months,  and  that  the  Cabinet  heU 
meeting  after  meeting  on  the  anhgaot. 
As  to  leasee,  they  deliberately  axriTsd  at 
the  conclusion  that  they  ooold  not  uk 
the  House  of  Commons,  no  matter  what 
might  be  their  majority,  to  interbn 
with  existing  leases ;  and  anyone  who 
readfl  the  original  olause  saving  eziating 
leases  will  see  that  a  more  intelligible 
series  of  propositiona  waa  ner^  laid 
down.  For  no  purpose  or  oonsidetatioa 
were  the  Government  to  have  tampwod 
with  the  obligatione  which  tenanta  had 
contracted  by  existing  leasee.  That  hav- 
ing been  the  position  taken  np  by  die 
Government  in  introducing  the  Bill, 
when  did  the  change  take  place?  Ai 
lately  as  June  29,  after  the  aeoond  read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  when  the  meaanre  had 
been  for  weeks  and  months,  Z  might  tU 
most  say,  in  Committee,  the  Prime  10- 
nieter,  meeting  an  Amendment  firam  tka 
hon.  Memberfor  Wioklow  (Mr.  Corbet), 
said — 

"  If  the  hon.  Member  propoaas  to  My  Oat 
evpry  provision  of  these  leawM  shall  be  braa^ 
into  Court,  that  is  a  propoiilion  to  whieh  t* 
arc  not  prepared  to  assent.  — [SHantmr^  oclxo. 
IGOO.] 

The  very  day  after  that,  I  believe,  we 
bad  an  absolute — I  will  not  aaj  ohange 
of  front,  bocauBo  the  Prime  Minif4f 
has  requested  that  that  word  may  not 
be  used — but  a  very  rapid  developmait 
of  opinion  took  place,  and  myri^ithon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  Oan^ 
rsl  for  Ireland,  who  has  had  some  die- 
agreeable  things  given  him  to  do  which 
must  have  tried  nis  legal  mind  va^ 
much,  liad  the  task  imposed  on  him  m 
putting  on  the  Paper  Amendments  with 
which  we  are  all  iamiliar.  The  Siat  of 
those  Amendments  proposed  in  legaid 
to  every  lease  in  Ireland,  no  matter  when 
or  for  what  time  it  wae  made,  or  what 
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was  the  rent,  or  what  its  conditionB  as 
to  improvements,  or  as  to  the  valuation 
of  the  farm,  that  the  most  important 
covenant  for  the  landlord  is  to  be  oroken 
and  that  the  tenant  may  hold  on  for  all 
time  if  he  likes.  Under  what  ciroum- 
stances  was  that  Amendment  moved  ? 
Mj  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  moved 
it  in  a  House  not  of  half  its  ordinary 
strength,  and  he  occupied  just  two 
minutes  in  moving  it.  He  read  it  out 
as  if  it  were  a  mere  verbal  Amend- 
ment that  required  no  explanation.  The 
Amendment  spoke  for  itself ;  but  it  was 
impossible  to  explain  or  defend  it.  The 
Prime  Minister  is  almost  always  able  to 
say  he  is  adhering  verbally  to  every- 
thing that  he  has  said.  I  have  much 
fleasure  in  reading  his  speeches,  and 
find  that  it  is  the  hardest  thing  in  the 
world  to  take  one  of  his  sentences 
which  appears  to  convey  to  the  House 
the  clearest  meaning  in  regard  to  which 
he  is  not  able  reaaily  to  say  he  was 
only  referring  to  some  particular  thing 
mentioned  in  discussion,  and,  no  mat- 
ter what  the  language  may  have  been, 
there  is  some  little  word  that  enables  him 
to  point  out  that  he  was  not  correctly 
Tinaerstood.  On  the  29th  of  June  the 
Prime  Minister  said  that  if  the  object 
of  the  hon.  Member  was  to  bring  the 
covenants  of  existing  leases  under  the 
cognizance  of  the  Court,  that  would  be 
enlarging  the  Bill  to  an  extent  to  which 
the  Government  were  not  prepared  to 
assent.  Accordingly,  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, severelv  accurate,  to  quote  the  ex- 
pression of  my  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Kandolph  Ohurchill),  does  not  submit 
the  covenants  of  leases  to  the  cognizance 
of  the  Oourt,  but  he  saves  the  Court  the 
trouble,  and  he  himself  in  the  Bill  breaks 
the  most  important  covenant  in  every 
lease.  The  next  Amendment  was  one 
that  conferred  on  the  Court  the  power 
of  breaking  every  lease  made  since  1870. 
The  Irish  Land  Act  of  1870,  in  clause 
after  dause,  indicated  to  the  landlord 
and  to  the  tenant  that  they  were  en- 
couraged and  invited  to  enter  into  con- 
tracts by  lease ;  ^nd  to  prevent  all  ques- 
tioiis  or  doubt  about  the  matter  the 
Prime  Minister,  speaking  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Land  Bifl  of  1870,  used 
these  emphatic  words — 

"  The  Bill  will  proceed  on  the  principle  .  .  . 
that  from  the  moment  the  measure  is  passed 
erery  Irishman,  small  and  gpreat,  must  bo  abso- 
lakij  reqiaiisible  for  every  contract  into  which 

VOL.  COLXrV.      [thibd  sebies.] 


he  enters.  .  .  .  We  ought  to  embody  nothing 
in  it  that  can  encourage  any  man  to  tamper 
with  good  faith  or  to  disparage  or  nnderyalue 
in  any  shape  security  and  solidity  of  contract.' ' 
— [I  Santard,  cxcix.  380.] 

It  would  be  impossible  for  any  man  to 
use  clearer  and  stronger  words.  Is  the 
conduct  of  the  Oovemment  in  reference 
to  leases  defensible  ?  Can  any  man  s^ 
it  is  in  accordance  with  good  faith  ?  If 
solemn  and  serious  contracts,  entered 
into  as  leases  have  been,  can  be  broken 
in  the  summary  way  these  leases  may 
be,  can  any  contract  that  can  be  made 
or  suggested  for  any  purpose  be  re« 
garded  as  safe  ?  As  to  the  ''  three  F's,'' 
the  Prime  Minister  has  no  objection  to 
be  responsible  for  fair  rents  and  free  sale ; 
but  he  will  let  no  man  say  fixity  of 
tenure  is  involved  in  the  Bill.  Why  ? 
Because  in  1870,  in  speech  after  speech, 
he  demonstrated  that  if  it  were  granted 
in  any  shape  it  would  bring  with  it  the 
right  of  the  landlord  to  compensation. 
Accordingly,  having  committed  himself 
to  the  principle  that  no  matter  what 
happens  to  tne  Irish  landlord,  he  shall 
get  no  compensation,  we  have  fixity  of 
tenure  in  this  Bill,  real,  substantial,  but 
denied  and  very  slightly  disguised.  In 
the  West  of  Ireland  there  are  a  vast 
number  of  small  tenancies,  many  of  them 
under  £4.  What  is  the  position  of  the 
landlord  there?  Under  the  existing 
laws  of  Ireland,  the  landlord  has  to  pay 
all  taxes  and  local  rates  for  such  small 
tenancies ;  and  under  this  Bill  he  will 
have  to  continue  paying  with  great  cer- 
tainty as  to  the  necessity  of  paying,  but 
with  g^eat  uncertainty  as  to  whether  he 
will  receive  the  means  to  do  so.  K 
there  was  one  thing  in  the  Bill  for 
the  benefit  of  this  poor  population, 
it  was  the  Emigration  Clause,  wnich  was 
kept  before  the  House  for  three  nights, 
aud  which  elicited  from  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister a  powerful  and  eloquent  denun- 
ciation of  the  delay ;  but  on  the  same 
night  that  he  delivered  it,  and  as  a 
tribute  to  the  delay,  he  cut  the  clause 
down  to  something  so  shadowy  and  frail 
that,  except  for  Uie  principle  involved, 
it  is  not  worth  having.  These  poor  ten- 
ants in  the  over-populated  districts  of 
the  West,  if  you  freed  them  this  moment 
from  all  rent,  could  not  save  themselves 
from  periodic  famine  without  relief  and 
substantial  assistance.  In  the  face  of  all 
these  changes  —  fair  rent,  free  sale, 
and  fixity  of  tenure — with  all  the  other 
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advantages  in  the  Bill,  why   the    Gk>- 
yemment  deemed  it  neceesarj  to  give  an 
increased  scale  of  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance puzzles  me ;  it  is  illogical,  un- 
needed,  and  out  of  place.    It  will  puzzle 
anyone  to  say  why  it  was  introduced  ex- 
cept as  a  further  anomaly  in  an  excep- 
tional Bill.    With  all  these  stupendous 
and  unprecedented  changes,  where  is 
there  about  this  Bill  the  element  of 
durability,    of   certainty,    of    anything 
verging  on  a    settlement?      Everyone 
admits  there  is  nothing  final  in  politics  ; 
but  when  Parliament  is  asked  to  make 
a  g^eat  change  by  a  g^eat  measure  they 
have  a  right  to  expect  that  g^eat  results 
will  be  accomplished,  and  that  the  mea- 
sure will  bear  fruit  for  a  considerable 
time.    The  Prime  Minister  himself,  in 
the  way  he  has  dealt  with  many  topics, 
has  from  time  to  time  suggested  the 
possibility  of  this  being  anything  but  a 
permanent  settlement,  whenever  it  was 
intimated    by  the    wily,   quick-witted, 
sagacious  Members  from  Ireland  that  a 
certain  thing  would  lead  to  a  discussion 
which  would  occupy  a  considerable  time, 
there  was  a  consultation  of  three  wise- 
heads    on    the    Treasury   Bench,    and 
shortly  afterwards  the  wish  of  the  Irish 
Members  was  sometimes  conceded,  with 
verbal    changes,   and  sometimes  post- 
poned until  a  more  convenient  season. 
In  this  way  have  been  left  as  legacies 
to  the  future  the  question  of  absen- 
teeism and  of  town  psurk  lands.     In- 
stead of  saying  —  *' We    are  dealing 
with  questions  of  sufficient  magpiitude 
by  this  Bill,  and  we  will  not  pledge  our- 
selves now  as  to  how  we  will  deal  with 
other  questions,  or  whether  we  will  deal 
with  them  at  all,"  as  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter was  fairly  entitled  to  do,  he  has  said 
that  the  views  of  the  Government  were 
not  matured,  or  that  the  matter  may  well 
come  up  for  consideration  at  a  future 
time.     In  one  point  the  Prime  Minister 
has  almost  taken  care  that  this  shall  not 
be  regarded  as  a  final  and  durable  mea- 
sure.    We  are  not  responsible  for  the 
drafting  of  the  Bill  or  for  its  short- 
comings; the  whole  responsibility  of  its 
passage,  its  interference  with  principles, 
its  results,  rests  absolutely  upon  the  Go- 
vernment.   We  pointed  out  to  the  Qt)- 
vemment  a  ereat  flaw  in  their  new 
drafting  which  did  not  exist  in  the  ori- 
ginal dbrafting — that  at  the  end  of  seven 
years  this  Bill  would  require  a  further 
Bill.     But  because  the  hon.  Member 
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for  Louth  (Mr.  Callan)  said  yesterday 
that  if  the  Bill  were  re-committed  to 
deal  with  this  point  proposals  would  be 
made  for  the  re-oommittal  of  aeranl 
clauses,  the  Prime  Minister  re-oonaidfired 
his  position,  and  g^ve  ingenious  reasona 
for  leaving  the  matter  so  that  there  must 
be  a  Bill  dealing  with  this  question  at 
the  end  of  seven  years.  The  Govem- 
mont,  having  had  an  opportunity  to 
make  this  Bill  a  final  one,  deliberatdy 
elect  to  leave  it  open  so  as  to  render 
legislation  necessaiy  at  the  end  of  seven 
years.  Is  this  Bill  a  message  of  peace 
to  Ireland?  Has  it  been  accepted  as 
such?  It  will  concede  much  tnat  was 
asked  for  by  the  Land  League,  and  more 
than  the  most  sanguine  member  ever 
expected.  At  the  meeting  of  the  Land 
League  last  Monday,  a  meeting  at 
which  they  acknowle^^  a  maniSoent 
contribution  of  thousands  from  America, 
and  of  £2  or  £3  from  Ireland,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  said — 


"  The  Land  Bill  might  be  the  basinflH  of  the 
(Government,  bat  it  was  not  the  bminess  of  the 
Land  League  as  an  oiganizatton  to  faTonr  aaj 

f>ropoflal  for  alleviating  the  hoiToraariiixifffraai 
andlordism,  thereby  making  it  more  t^raUe 
and  giving  it  a  longer  lease  of  life.  They  did 
not  seek  to  change  landlordism  into  some  tolisr- 
able  shape;  they  sought  for  its  eztermina- 
tion." 

And  that  in  the  face  of  the  stupendous 
efforts  of  the  Prime  Minister  to  pass  tlui 
exceptional  Bill.  That  is  the  way  it  is 
received  by  the  Land  Leaguers  in  Ire* 
land.  Lately  a  new  proposition  has 
been  put  forward,  in  the  form  of  a 
construction  of  the  Bill  which  I  un 
happy  to  say  is  a  false  construotion,  and 
that  is  that  when  this  Bill  is  passed  no 
routs  need  be  paid  until  they  nave  been 
fixed  and  sanctioned  by  the  Court.  Bad 
as  the  Bill  is,  it  leaves  the  old  rent  pay- 
able and  the  landlord  in  possession  of 
his  right  to  recover  it  until  the  gale  day 
next  following  the  fixing  of  a  judiciAl 
rent.  I  admit  that  the  wretched  Amend- 
ment for  the  suspension  of  writs  of 
Jl  facian,  which  was  passed  yesterdajy 
may  possibly  mislead  some  people  to  a 
confused  understanding  of  the  matter. 
It  was  passed  in  a  House  of  leas  than 
half  its  strength,  without  any  Noties 
whatever,  being  brought  up  in  manu- 
script by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).  The  Land 
League,  I  believe,  have  a  proposition 
for  the  extermination  of  landloraB ;  the 
Government  are  more  moderate — iibsf 
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seemed  to  fayour  an  Amendment  which 
would  only  have  the  efiPect  of  starving 
them.  If  the  Amendment  had  been  con- 
sidered, it  would  have  been  seen  that  it 
had  the  practiced  effect  of  damning  the 
Bill,  for  it  announces  to  every  tenant  who 
owes  money  that  if  he  goes  into  Court  he 
can  tie  up  the  debt.  Never  before  was 
such  an  invitation  given  to  enter  upon 
litigation.  We  all  know  that  one  of  the 
great  difficulties  in  the  way  of  accepting 
this  Bill,  and  one  which  may  cause  the 
most  serious  interference  with  its  pro- 
gress, is  the  serious  danger  of  litigation ; 
and,  in  the  face  of  that  fact,  I  decline  to 
aooept  this  Amendment  as  a  serious 
proposal  of  statesmanship.  I  do  not 
suggest  motives,  or  eay  that  the  way  it 
was  accepted  points  to  what  may  be  ex- 
pected to  happen ;  but  the  Government 
may  have  remembered  that  an  untimely 
birth  is  often  followed  by  a  premature 
death ;  and  I  pass  by  the  Amendment, 
treating  it  as  an  unwholsome  fungus  in 
an  unsound  part  of  a  not  very  sound 
Bill.  There  is  one  serious  and  substan- 
tial omission  from  the  Bill.  If,  for  high 
purposes  of  State,  it  was  found  necessary 
to  apply  this  drastic  measure  to  Irish 
landlords,  to  mutilate  their  property, 
and  deprive  them  largely  of  their  means 
of  usemlness,  at  all  events  in  common 
justice  some  provision  might  have  been 
put  in  which  would  have  guaranteed  and 
msured  the  enjoyment  of  the  small  resi- 
due of  property  which  remains  to  them. 
Instead  of  that,  we  have  accepted  Amend- 
ment after  Amendment  permitting  a 
possible  extension  of  the  redemption 
period,  interfering  with  the  landlord's 
right  of  sale  and  with  every  possible 
right,  short  of  getting  rent;  we  have, 
on  the  other  hand,  Amendments  pro- 
posed, not  to  give  new  privileges  to  the 
landlord,  but  to  save  him  from  some 
uncertainties  and  doubts,  and  we  are 
met  by  distinct  refusal ;  and  the  fact  that 
the  Opposition  is  conducted  with  for- 
bearance is  made  a  ground  for  denying 
measures  of  justice,  which  might  have 
been  conceded  to  Obstruction.  I  am 
bound  to  state  that  there  is  one  thing 
I  contemplate  with  satisfaction  in  this 
BiU.  At  all  events,  now  that  it  is  about 
to  be  passed,  we  have  a  right  to  expect 
and  a  right  to  insist  that  in  Ireland  wo 
should  have  a  firm  and  capable  Execu- 
tive. The  nation  will  insist  that  the 
miserable  scenes  of  last  winter  shall  not 
be  re-enacted.     Never  before   in  the 


history  of  a  country  or  of  Parliament 
has  any  Government  been  given,  and 
that  without  stint,  so  full  a  measure 
of  ordinary  and  extraordinary  powers. 
They  have,  in  fact,  been  eiven  eveir 
power,  coercive  and  remedial,  whicn 
they  asked  for  or  suggested.  There 
can,  therefore,  be  no  justification  for 
faltering  action,  no  excuse  for  feeble 
words  or  palsied  hands.  The  responsi- 
bility of  the  Government,  always  exist- 
ing, now  stands  out  in  conspicuous  re- 
lief, and  the  nation  will  see  and  judge 
how  that  responsibility  is  fulfilled.  The 
responsibility  of  the  Government  must 
be  fulfilled  by  a  resolute  maintenance 
of  law  and  order  and  full  protection  of 
life  and  property  in  Irelana.  The  Go- 
vernment have  got  all  they  asked  for, 
and  they  cannot  complain  if,  during  the 
Kecess,  their  course  of  administration 
of  afiairs  in  Ireland  is  regarded,  not  by 
us  alone,  but  by  the  whole  nation,  with 
constant  vigilance  and  jealous  watchful- 
ness. I  am  CO  pessimist.  I  have  hope 
for  the  future  of  Ireland ;  but  my  hopes 
do  not  depend  upon  or  centre  round  Uiis 
Land  Law  Bill.  I  have  spoken  of  this 
Bill,  I  hope,  in  no  unreasoning  spirit. 
My  opposition  has  been  frank  and  open. 
I  have  made  already  my  protest  by  word 
and  by  vote,  and  shall  not  vote  again 
against  the  progress  of  the  Bill.  I  am 
speaking  now  my  last  words  with  refer- 
ence to  it.  But  in  parting  from  this  Bill  I 
cannot  say  that  I  regard  its  possible  future 
without  much  solicitude  and  many  mis- 
givings. It  is  a  measure  which  has  been 
largely  procured  and  directly  influenced 
in  its  progress  by  unrighteous  agitation, 
and  which  involves,  in  the  case  of  Ire- 
land, the  sacrifice  of  prii^ciples  which 
have  tended  to  make  England  herself 
great. 

The  solicitor  GENEEAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  I 
cannot  but  regret.  Sir,  that  a  Member 
of  the  Opposition,  occupying  the  high 
and  distinguished  position  which  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  worthily 
enjoys,  should  have  marred  the  generous 
tone  he  took  during  the  Committee  stage 
of  the  Bill  by  the  course  he  has  now 
adopted.  [*'0h,  oh!'']  It  may  be 
owing  to  my  inexperience  in  this  House, 
or  possibly  to  the  fact  that  everything  is 
fair  in  political  warfare  ;  but  I  think  it 
strange  that  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  having  a  carefully  prepared 
speech  to  deliver,  seeing  that  the  Speaker 

G  3 


167 


Zand  Law 


{ COMMONS ) 


{IrJani)  Bill. 


168 


rose,  and  seeing,  too,  that  the  Prime 
Minister  then  rose,  should  not  himself 
have  first  risen  and  allowed  the  Prime 
Minister  to  follow  him  in  debate 

Mb.  GIBSON  :  I  wish  to  explain.  I 
did  not  see  you,  Sir,  rise,  and  I  was 
quite  Buprised  to  see  the  Prime  Minister 
rise. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Of 
course,  I  accept  the  explanation  of  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  But 
what  has  been  the  oourse  adopted  by 
the  Opposition?  They  have  criticized 
severely  every  part  of  the  Bill,  and  now 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  has 
delivered  a  strong  protest  against  it ;  but 
will  they  dare  now  to  divide  upon  the  third 
reading  ?  I  have  crossed  swords  before 
now  with  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) ; 
but  I  think  the  course  that  he  has  the 
courage  to  take  on  the  present  occasion 
does  him  credit  when  compared  with  the 
course  adopted  by  the  Opposition.  Why 
was  it  left  to  an  outsider  to  raise  this 
debate  ?  Why  have  the  Leaders  of  the 
Opposition  disappeared  from  the  House 
during  the  debate  ?  I  say  it  with  great 
respect,  but  I  am  bound  to  say,  after 
observing  the  course  which  has  been 
taken  by  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  that  the  Opposition  has  not  the 
courage  of  its  convictions,  and  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  has.  My 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  has,  in  the 
absence  of  the  Prime  Minister,  spoken 
of  him  in  a  way  that,  I  think,  might 
have  been  spared ;  and  he  has  summed 
up  his  criticism  by  saying  that  under 
the  Bill  the  landlord  will  be  damnified, 
and  the  tenant  assisted  at  the  expense 
of  the  landlord.  I  deny  both  those  pro- 
positions. My  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  asks — What  has  the  tenant  to 
sell  if  he  does  not  sell  the  landlord's  pro- 
perty ?  Well,  over  and  over  again  it  has 
been  explained  that  what  the  tenant  has 
to  sell  is  his  interest  in  his  holding — 
that  is,  his  right  of  occupancy,  and,  out- 
side that,  the  improvements  he  has 
effected,  often  by  his  money,  and  always 
by  his  labour.  This  is  not  his  landlord's 
property.  The  tenant  must  give  notice 
to  his  landlord  of  his  intention  to  sell, 
and  as  the  landlord  can  buy,  in  what  re- 
spect is  he  damnified  ?  Does  he  ask  to 
get  the  tenant's  interest  in  his  holding  for 
nothing?  My  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  says  tnat  uie  Court  may  actually 
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have  to  say  what  is  a  lur  price  to  give. 
I  was,  I  confess,  under  the  impression 
that  a  Court  was  the  proper  tribunal  to 
resort  to  if  a  man  has  a  right  to  assert 
or  a  wrong  to  be  redrewed;  and  I 
submit  that  an  impartial  Court  is  the 
right  tribunal  to  decide  the  questions 
which  may  arise  between  landlord 
and  tenant  in  the  erent  of  their  not 
being  able  to  agree  between  themselves. 
The  next  point  criticized  by  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  the  fixing 
of  this  fair  rent  by  the  Court.  Does  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  want  the 
landlord  to  obtain  an  unfair  rent?  Where 
is  the  landlord  who  will  assert  that?  The 
provision  in  questionis  the  beet  that  could 
be  devised  for  Irish  landlords  themaelves, 
among  whom  I  have  many  penoDal 
friends.  Only  yesterday  I  spoke  to  one, 
who  said  that  his  rents  had  not  been 
raised  during  the  40  years  he  was  in 
possession  of  the  estate,  and  that,  not- 
withstanding, he  felt  he  should  assist 
them  by  mf^ing  them  gifts  of  timber, 
slates,  and  other  things.  In  these  good 
relations  how  stands  his  rent.  It  is  paid 
even  in  these  times.  After  all,  in  fixing  a 
fair  rent,  the  Court  would  simply  moderate 
— to  use  a  University  term--between  the 
parties.  But,  said  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  at  least  the  landlord 
should  be  paid  the  old  rent  till  the  new 
was  fixed.  The  Bill  provided  that  suoh 
should  be  the  case,  as  the  new  rent  was 
not  to  become  payable  until  the  sale  day 
next  after  the  fixing  of  it.  What  un- 
fairness was  there  in  that  ?  And  yet,  to 
hear  my  right  hon.  and  learned  friend, 
it  would  bo  thought  that  some  scheme 
was  carefully  wrapped  up  in  the  Bill  for 
inflicting  injustice  on  the  Irish  landlords. 
As  originally  brought  in,  the  Bill  did 
nothing  more  than  carry  forward  the 
principles  of  the  Act  of  1870,  which  gave 
protection  to  occupancy.  I  will  not  de- 
lay the  progress  of  this  measure  by 
any  lengthened  observations ;  but  will 
simply  say  that,  in  my  view,  no  one 
who  has  any  knowledge  of  Ireland  can 
deny  that  there  is  an  eager  wistfulness 
for  the  passage  of  the  Bill,  and  a  feeling 
of  great  anxiety  occasioned  by  the  dela^ 
which  has  occurred  in  its  progress,  it 
will  give  a  security  of  tenure,  which  is 
most  strongly  desired  and  needed  in  Ire- 
land ;  and  it  is  not  the  visionaiy  or 
disastrous  sclieme  which  has  been  pic- 
tured from  time  to  time  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  are  opposed  to  it.    I  deny  that 
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the  measure  will  operate  against  the 
landlord  ;  but  the  peasant  as  he  drives 
his  spade  into  the  ground  will  feel  that 
his  arm  is  strengthened  by  knowing  that 
wife  and  weans  will  be  bettered  by  it. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
has  immensely  exaggerated  the  effect  of 
the  clauses  in  regard  to  leases,  wluch 
only  give  power  to  the  Oourt  to  set  them 
aside  in  case  it  is  satisfied  as  to  their 
injustice,  and  that  they  have  been  ob- 
tained under  a  threat  of  eviction.  The 
hour  has  well  nigh  struck  when  the  Bill 
will  pass,  and  I  believe  it  will  be  a  great 
and  generous  message  of  peace  to  Ire- 
land. But  to  bring  uiat  peace,  language 
must  be  used  very  different  from  that 
used  by  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 
Those  are  not  the  words  which  will  win 
back  alienated  friends  or  heal  the  wounds 
which  civil  discord  has  left  festering 
amongst  us.  It  is  my  belief  that  this 
Bill  wiU  give  safety  to  person,  will  add 
to  the  stability  of  property  and  the  se- 
curity of  the  Constitution  in  Ireland, 
will  give  a  more  manly  tone  to  the  na- 
tion's strength,  and  restore  a  healthy 
beat  to  the  nation's  heart. 

LoKD  ELGHO  said,  he  joined  in  the 
hope  that  ^the  measure  would  have  the 
effect  of  bringing  peace  to  Ireland,  even 
although  it  sinned  against  all  those 
principles  that  had  heretofore  guided 
legislation.  He  was,  however,  glad  that 
the  decencies  of  procedure  had  been  so 
far  maintained,  tiiat  a  measure  of  this 
importance  was  not  passed  through  both 
the  last  stages — Committee  and  Third 
Beading — in  one  night;  for,  in  his  experi- 
ence inParliament,  no  Bill  of  such  import- 
ance had  thus  been  dealt  with.  The  dis- 
cussion had  been  a  very  useful  one,  and 
the  House  had  listened  to  some  very  able 
speeches.  He  had  said  little  in  Com- 
mittee, but  had  followed  the  Bill  care- 
fully, and  had  ^ven  his  vote  whenever  he 
thought  its  injustice  or  harshness  could 
be  modified  or  remedied.  Ho  felt  bound 
to  say  that  after  all  the  weeks  of  careful 
labour  in  Conmiittee,  he  did  not  find 
that  the  Bill  was  any  sounder  in  prin- 
oiple  than  when  he  denounced  its  prin- 
ciples in  the  debate  on  the  second  read- 
ing. So  far  from  that  being  the  case, 
the  Bill  still  was  a  return  to  the  legisla- 
tion of  the  Plantagenets,  and  to  the 
French  Bevolution  law  of  ''  maximum." 
It  deetroyed  individual  liberty  and  free- 
dom in  men's  dealings  with  each  other, 
and  confiscated  property  without  com- 


pensation. And  this  was  the  act  of  sgh 
called  Liberals.  The  Bill,  now  more 
than  ever,  made  the  landlord  nothing 
more  nor  less  than  a  plundered  rent- 
charger.  Fair  rents  were  to  be  fixed,  not 
by  the  ordinary  transactions  of  ordinary 
business,  but,  for  the  first  time  in  our 
modem  history,  by  the  State.  The 
Court  was  put  in  the  position  of  the  land- 
lord, and  the  privileges  of  property  were 
taken  away  from  the  lanalord  and 
placed  in  Commission;  while  the  Bill 
severed  for  ever — unless  he  was  pre- 
pared to  purchase  it — the  labourer  of 
Ireland  from  the  future  occupation  of 
the  soil.  It  further  established  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  State  breaking  leases,  and 
using  State  money  to  pay  arrears  of  rent — 
that  was,  to  advance  money  frt)m  public 
funds  for  the  benefit  of  those  who  had 
repudiated  their  rightful  contracts ;  while 
those  who,  throuui  all  this  tr3ring  agi- 
tation discharged  their  contracts,  were 
left  out  in  the  cold,  without  any  benefit 
at  all.  A  Bill  such  as  this  was  not  worth 
the  support  of  the  House.  Its  character 
and  origin  might  be  summarized  thus. 
It  was  a  measure  ''  begotten  by  lawless- 
ness, conceived  in  fear,  founded  on  in- 
justice, its  ends  corruption."  They 
could  not  deny  the  truth  of  this.  They 
could  not  deny  that  if  there  had  been 
no  Land  League,  and  no  resistance  to 
the  law,  they  never  would  have  heard 
of  this  Bill.  Was  any  hon.  or  right 
hon.  Gentleman  prepared  to  say  the 
contrary  ?  He  also  averred  that  there 
had  been  ill-concealed  fear  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  which  had  led  them 
.to  introduce  this  measure ;  and  he  based 
his  assertion  on  the  words  of  the  Prime 
Minister  himself.  The  Prime  Minister 
looked  astonished  at  that  statement; 
but  he  had  himself  heard  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  say,  on  the  19th  of  July,  that 
this  Bill  differed  materially  from  the 
Irish  Land  Act  of  1870,  inasmuch  as 
every  line  and  every  clause  of  this  Bill 
was  of  vital  importance,  because  the 
maintenance  of  law,  the  security  of  life 
and  property  in  Ireland  would  depend 
upon  them.  He  therefore  asserted  that 
it  was  in  consequence  of  the  fear  of  law- 
lessness in  Ireland  that  the  Gt)vemment 
had  brought  in  this  Bill,  in  the  hope 
of  thus  protecting  life  and  property, 
which  they  should  have  been  able  to 
have  secured  without  legislation  of  this 
kind.  He  maintained  that  the  Bill  was 
founded  in  injustice,  and,  furtheri  that 
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its  ends  were  oorraption,  inasmuch  as 
it  was  a  bribe  to  the  600,000  tenants 
in  Ireland  to  obey  the  law.  But  would 
the  Bill  have  the  eifect  of  tranquillizing 
Ireland  ?  He  ventured  to  say,  reason- 
ing by  the  analogy  of  the  past,  that 
this  system  of  concession,  followed  by 
coercion  and  further  concession,  had 
alone  brought  about  the  present  state 
of  things  in  Ireland ;  and  what  was 
there  in  this  Bill  which  was  calcu- 
lated to  render  it  more  effective  for  its 
professed  purpose  than  previous  mea- 
sures? He  believed,  on  the  contrary, 
that  it  would  encourage  greater  agita- 
tion in  the  future ;  and,  looking  at  the 
effect  the  Bill  was  producing  in  this 
country  and  in  Scotland  in  disturbing 
men's  minds,  and  in  altering  their  views 
as  to  the  rights  of  property,  and 
the  relationship  between  the  different 
classes  which  had  hitherto  governed 
society,  this  Bill  was  fraught  with  great 
danger.  He  was  not  prepared  to  let 
it  pass  in  silence,  or  without  recording 
his  vote  against  it.  He  intended  to 
divide  the  House  on  the  Question.  A 
speech  had  been  made  a  short  time  ago 
by  a  rip^ht  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench,  in  which  he  denounced 
the  Bill,  root  and  branch ;  and  in  the  good 
old  days  such  a  speech  would  have  been 
naturally  followea  by  a  division.  Now, 
however,  we  lived  in  different,  if  not  better 
days,  and  the  Bill  was  to  be  allowed  to 
pass  a  third  reading  unchallenged.  He 
admitted  that  the  Conservative  Party 
was  in  a  difficulty.  They,  or  rather  their 
principles,  found  themselves'  between 
the  upper  and  the  nether  millstone.  Th^ 
upper  millstone  was  the  fact  that  two 
great  Conservative  Peers  and  three  Con- 
servative Members  of  Parliament  had  i)ut 
their  names  to  a  Beport — the  Duke  of 
Hichmond's — which  the  Prime  Minister 
had  often  told  the  House  was  the  basis 
of  legislation.  In  their  rear,  and  even 
on  their  own  Bench,  they  had  right  hon. 
and  hon.  Gentlemen  whose  action  had 
also  been  appealed  to  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, as  it  was  in  similar  circumstances 
in  1870,  in  reference  to  the  Disturbance 
Clause  of  that  Act.  He  referred  to  the ! 
Bepresentatives  of  Ulster,  whom  he 
would  call,  if  he  might  do  so  without 
offence,  the  Esaus  of  Ulster ;  for  what 
was  their  position  as  regards  this  ques- 1 
tionof  tenant  right?  They  or  their  fathers ' 
or  grandfathers,  for  beneficial  purposes 
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to  themselves,  had  sold  thdr  birihrighty 
and,  to  obtain  payment  of  rents  and 
arrears,  established  tenant  right  on  their 
estates.  He  could  not  understand,  for 
the  life  of  him,  how  these  hon.  Members, 
having  done  that — either  themselves  or 
their  ancestors — could  bring  their  con- 
sciences to  vote  for  this  Bill,  which  im- 
posed tenant  right  for  ever  on  every  estate 
in  Ireland  now  free  of  it,  they  knowing 
that  the  tenant,  and  not  the  landlord 
would  have  the  benefit  of  the  free  sale 
of  tenant  right  under  this  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  Bill  allowed  tenants  to  sell 
their  right  in  the  market  for  the  highest 
price;  but  the  landlord  was  debarred 
from  getting  the  highest  price  he  ooold 
for  his  land.  Thus,  between  the  upper 
millstone  of  the  Duke  of  Hichmond's 
Commission  and  the  nether  millstone  of 
the  Ulster  Bepresentatives,  the  principles 
of  the  Conservatives  were  ground  into 
impalpable  powder.  Now,  as  to  the 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  on 
the  other  side,  no  doubt  their  motives 
were  perfectly  patriotic,  but  the  fact  re- 
mained that,  in  acting  as  they  had  acted* 
they  had  cast  aside  alltheir  traditions  and 
principles ;  and  although  they  mightthink 
they  were  doing  what  was  right  and 
would  be  beneficial  to  the  country,  they 
were  establishing  the  principle  that  jus- 
tice must  be  measured,  not  by  justice, 
but  by  votes ;  and  as  sure  as  they  had 
done  that,  they  would  find,  when  they 
enfranchized  the  masses,  that  they  had 
taught  them  a  lesson  they  would  not 
forgot.  In  every  line  of  this  Bill  they 
had  hatched  a  legislative  chicken,  that 
would  come  home  to  roost  in  the  home- 
steads of  England  and  of  Scotland,  in 
the  houses  of  the  large  towns,  in  their 
manufactories,  in  their  mines,  in  their 
ships,  in  their  scrip  and  stock.  For  do 
not  let  them  imagine  if  the  great  Liberal 
Party  thus  sanctioned  the  principle  of 
the  spoliation  of  one  class  for  the  benefit 
of  another,  that  when  they  had  enfran- 
chised, as  they  no  doubt  would  do  one 
day,  an  ignorant  and  unintelligent 
Briareus,  he  would  be  slow  to  learn  the 
lesson  they  had  taught  him,  or  fail 
to  apply  it  to  all  kinds  of  property 
alike.  He  had  a  good  many  Fnenos 
among  what  was  called  the  old  Whiff 
school.  He  knew  they  hated  thia  Bifi 
as  much  as  he  did ;  but  they  had  sub- 
mitted to  it.  They  were  bound  down 
by  ties  of  Party.    And  these  same  men 
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who  bowed  down  before  the  fetish  of 
Party,  when  held  up  by  their  medicine 
man  on  the  Treasury  Bench,  laughed 
at  those  who  worshipped  and  believed 
in  the  Black  Virgin  of  Loretto,  and 
sneered  at  the  untutored  Natives  of  the 
South  Sea  Islands  who  worshipped 
stocks  and  stones.  [CVtM  o/ '' Ques- 
tion !  "]  He  was  speaking  so  much  to 
the  question  that  the  il-Liberals  did  not 
like  it.  He  would  venture  simply,  as 
r^;arded  his  weak  Whig  Friends,  to  say 
that  he  believed  that  Party,  properly 
conducted  on  sound  and  distinct  prin- 
ciples, was  the  best  and  soundest  form 
oi  government.  But  he  would  also  say 
this,  that  he  believed  man  was  not  made 
for  Party,  but  that  Party  was  made  for 
man.  Holding  these  views,  he  believed 
that  this  measure,  whilst  outraging  all 
sound  principles  of  government,  would 
be  more  hurtful  than  beneficial  to  Ire- 
land. This  Bill  would  absolutely  de- 
stroy the  foundation  on  which  our 
social  system  had  hitherto  rested.  [Mr. 
Hsaly:  Thank  God  for  that!]  He 
accepted  that  expression  in  support  of 
what  he  was  saying.  It  was  the  truth, 
and  he  hoped  it  would  be  taken  to  heart 
by  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site! The  Bill  would  destroy  liberty  of 
contract  and  the  security  of  property,  the 
only  sound  principle  upon  which  nations 
could  hope  to  prosper  and  progress. 
Holding  these  opimons  strongly,  he 
must  record  his  vote  against  it.  He  did 
not  care  whether  more  than  half-a-dozen 
hon.  Members  accompanied  him  into  the 
Lobby.  "  The  fewer  men  the  greater 
share  of  honour."  And  if  evil  should 
come  of  this  legislation,  they  would  at 
least  be  able  to  say  that  they  had  taken 
advantage  of  all  we  Forms  of  Parlia- 
ment to  resist  unprincipled  and  per- 
nicious legislation. 

Mb.  SHA.W  said,  that  notwithstand- 
ing the  strong  eloquence  poured  out  by 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson)  againsttheBill,  itstruck  him 
lorcibly,  when  listening  to  that  speech, 
that  after  all  there  was  an  undercurrent 
of  feeline  that,  on  the  whole,  it  was  not 
«ach  a  Dad  Bill.  But  the  noble  Lord 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  the  courage 
of  his  convictions,  and  had  taken  a  very 
different  course.  He  had  attacked  it  root 
and  branch.  The  noble  Lord  believed  it 
to  be  a  bad  Bill,  and,  that  being  his  be- 


lief, he  would  not  be  justified  in  adopt* 
ing  any  other  course  than  tiiat  which  he 
had  mentioned.  The  noble  Lord  said 
that  the  lawlessness  existing  in  Ireland 
was  the  result  of  the  operations  of  the 
Land  League ;  but  did  the  noble  Lord 
think  that  in  any  country,  even  in  Ire- 
land,  a  body  of  young  men  of  no  social 
position,  and  no  wonderful  powers  of 
eloquence,  could  have  got  up  such  a  state 
of  things  as  existed  in  Ireland  if  there 
were  no  social  wrongs  in  Ireland  that 
gave  them  power?  The  social  state  of 
Ireland  which  had  brought  about  this 
measure  sprang  from  the  effects  of  a 
series  of  bad  harvests  and  the  action  of 
the  landlords  themselves.  He  had  by 
his  side  the  original  first  copy  of  the  BiU 
of  1870,  and  on  the  margin  of  it  were 
the  notes  he  made  when  it  was  discussed, 
and  they  embodied  precisely  the  prin- 
ciples that  were  involved  in  the  Bill 
now  before  them.  The  noble  Lord  said 
the  Government  had  adopted  the  pro- 
gramme of  the  Land  League.  Nothing 
could  be  more  absurd  or  incorrect.  Why, 
the  Land  League  at  their  meetings  ridi- 
culed and  made  it  a  special  point  to 
attack  the  "three  F's."  The  noble 
Lord  said  the  Bill  would  not  pacify  Ire- 
land. Well,  it  was  veiy  hard  to  pro- 
phecy about  Ireland.  He  thought  he 
might  say  he  had  a  fair  knowledge  of 
the  countiy ;  and  his  opinion,  which  was 
fortified  by  letters  which  he  received 
every  day  from  all  parts  of  Ireland  re- 
lating to  this  Bill,  was  that  the  Land 
League  was  not  Ireland ;  that  there  was 
in  Ireland  an  amount  of  common  sense ; 
that  the  Land  League  had  an  amount  of 
common  sense ;  and  that  when  this  Bill 
became  law  they  would  see  it  to  be  their 
duty  to  lay  hold  of  the  real  principles  of 
amelioration  in  the  BiU,  and  try  to  apply 
them  for  the  benefit  and  welfare  of  Ire- 
land. He  could  not  think  so  meanly  of 
the  men  at  the  head  of  that  League  as 
to  believe  that  they  would  be  so  Tost  to 
all  patriotism  and  right  principle  as  to 
keep  up  the  agitation  for  the  mere  sake 
of  agitation,  independently  of  the  good 
or  evil  to  be  effected.  He  firmly  be- 
lieved that  in  the  Bill  there  were  many 
things  which  would  tend  to  cure  the 
sores  and  evils  of  his  country,  and  also 
many  things  which  would  improve  the 
system  of  land  tenure.  It  was  true  there 
were  points  in  the  Bill  that  he  would 
like  to  see  improved ;  but  he  believed 
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that  in  the  oircumstanoes,  with  all  the 
surroundings  and  difficulties  that  Minis- 
ters had  to  contend  with,  no  better  or 
more  complete  Bill  could  possibly  have 
been  passed.  He  earnestly  hoped  and 
believed  that  it  would  do  much  in  the 
direction  of  pacifying  Ireland ;  and,  so 
fiELT  as  regarded  himself,  he  could  hon- 
estly say  that  nothing  that  one  man  could 
do  would  be  left  undone  to  bring  its 
provisions  fully  and  fairly  before  the 
minds  of  the  Irish  people.  He  expressed 
the  feeling  of  every  Member  of  the  House 
when  he  said  he  was  astonished  by  the 
ability  with  which  the  Prime  Minister 
had  conducted  the  Bill.  The  oldest 
Member  in  the  House  had  never  seen 
anything  like  it,  and  the  youngest  Mem- 
ber, as  long  as  he  lived,  would  never  see 
anything  like  it — the  earnestness,  the 
wonderful  power  of  language  and  ex- 

?ression  of  "the  old  man  eloquent." 
'he  masterly  grasp  of  feusts  and  details, 
and  his  enthusiasm  in  conducting  his 
measure  had  never  been  excelled.  The 
Irish  people  would  be  g^teful  for  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  done.  He 
believed  that  in  the  hearts  of  the  Irish 
people  there  was  a  deep  feeling  of  grati- 
tude to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  a 
conviction  that  he  had  done  his  very 
best  for  the  settlement  of  the  Irish  Ques- 
tion. During  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's absence  from  his  Office  he  had 
opportunities  of  becoming  acquainted 
with  the  opinions  of  Bishops,  priests,  and 
laymen  in  Ireland,  and  he  found  that 
there  was  no  living  statesman  in  whom 
the  Irish  people  had  such  confidence  as 
in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  not  because 
of  his  great  ability,  not  because  of  his 
unexampled  position  in  the  world  as  a 
statesman,  but  because  they  believed  he 
had  earnest  and  honest  principles.  The 
Bill  was  about  to  pass  to  '*  another  place." 
For  himself,  he  was  not  concerned  as  to 
how  the  other  House  treated  it.  If  they 
showed  the  wisdom  that  the  aristocracy 
had  always  shown  in  looking  at  all  the 
circumstances  in  the  face  and  acting 
generously  with  the  facts  before  them, 
they  would  send  the  Bill  down  to  the 
House  of  Commons  veiy  little  changed 
from  the  condition  in  which  it  was  sent 
up.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  they  sent  it 
down  so  changed  that  the  Government 
could  not  accept  it,  then  the  agitation  in 
Ireland  would  broaden  and  deepen,  and 
the  settlement  of  the  question  would  be 
as  remote  as  ever.    But  they  anticipated 

J£r,  Shaw 


different  treatment  of  the  measure  by 
the  other  House. 

Mr.  WABTON  (who  spoke  amid  the 
marked  impatience  of  the  House  for  a 
division)  was  understood  to  say  that  tibie 
Prime  Minister,  whatever  charges  might 
be  fairly  brought  against  him  in  o(£er 
respects,  had  been  wonderfully  consistent 
at  feast  in  what  he  had  said  in  1870  and 
what  he  had  said  this  year  with  regard 
to  Irish  ideas.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man stated  in  1870,  as  he  stated  now, 
that  there  was  an  old  Irish  notion  that 
even  when  the  contract  between  landlord 
and  tenant  had  expired,  what  was  called 
the  right  of  occupancy  still  remained  in 
the  tenant.  But  while  he  admitted  the 
consistency  of  the  Prime  Minister  on 
that  point,  he  regretted  it,  because  it 
showed  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
notion  of  statesmanship  was  to  eive  way 
to  Irish  ideas.  The  connection  l>etween 
England  and  Ireland  ought  to  ezeroiBe  a 
dvuizing  influence  on  the  latter  country, 
and  there  was  no  surer  mark  of  the 
civilization  of  a  countir  than  the  obsenr« 
ance  of  contract.  In  a  barbarous  ooantiy 
contract  was  not  understood,  and  when 
a  contract  had  there  been  entered  into 
it  was  not  felt  that  it  should  be  reli- 
giously  respected.  By  this  Bill  the  €k>« 
vemment  were  perpetuating  ideas  which 
ought  to  be  discouraged,  and  were  not 
raising  Ireland  to  the  high  standard  of 
civilization  which  was  indicated  by  a 
regard  for  the  sanctity  of  contract.  He 
looked  upon  this  measure  as  a  relapse 
from  a  civilized  state  to  a  state  of  Ihv- 
barism. 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE  said,  he 
did  not  know  whether  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Ban- 
dolph  Churchill)  intended  to  go  to  a 
division  on  the  question  of  the  third 
reading  of  the  Bill  or  not— ["  Yes ! "] 
— but  if  he  did,  he  could  not  refrain 
from  saying  a  few  words  as  to  the 
vote  which  he  meant  to  fAwB  on 
that  occasion.  He  had  listenea  to  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Woodstock  with  great  interest,  be- 
cause evexy  word  which  had  fallen  from 
the  noble  Lord  had  found  an  echo  in  hia 
heart.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  te 
Woodstock  had  been  taunted  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Aylesbury  (Mr.  George  BiM- 
sell)  with  being  the  exponent  of  cornet^ 
in  tiiat  House ;  but  the  hon.  Member  te 
A^rlesbury  appeared  to  be  ih»  ezponeBft 
of  broad  farce 
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And  it  being  ten  minutes  to  Seven 
of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned 
till  this  day. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at 
Seven  of  the  clock. 


The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine 
of  the  dock. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
Debate  resumed. 

VisoouwT  FOLKESTONE,  on  rising, 
was  greeted  with  loud  cries  of  **  Oh, 
oh!"  and  ** Question!"  After  com- 
parative silence  had  been  restored,  he 
said,  that  as  hon.  Members  had  now 
finii^ed  exercising  their  lungs,  he  might, 
perhaps,  be  permitted  to  observe  that 
he  did  not  intend  to  pursue  his  remarks 
any  further.  He  onlv  rose  to  appeal  to 
his  noble  Friend  below  the  Gangway 
(Lord  Elcho)  not  to  proceed  to  a  divi- 
sion. It  would  be  impossible  for  the 
noble  Lord  to  get  adequate  support,  and 
if  he  challenged  a  division  he  could  not 
expect  it  to  have  any  efiEect  on  the  future 
of  the  BUI. 

Sib  PATMOK  O'BRIEN  said,  that, 
as  the  noble  Lord  (Viscount  Folkestone) 
had  brought  them  down  to  the  House  at 
9  o'clock,  he  hoped  he  would  give  them 
the  advantage  of  a  division.  At  the 
same  time,  he  was  gratified  to  find  that 
the  idea  of  dividing  upon  this  measure 
did  not  proceed  from  an  Irish  Member. 
The  noble  Lord  had  given  them  a  plea- 
sant history  of  the  disintegration  of  the 
Oonservative  Party,  and  had  incidentally 
aUuded  to  a  Commission  of  which  he  was 
not  a  Member.  If  the  noble  Lord  had 
been  a  Member  of  it,  he  would  have 
leamt  something  which  would  have  pre- 
vented him  from  making  his  speech.  As 
it  was,  the  noble  Lord,  like  the  Bourbons, 
had  learnt  nothing  and  forgotten  nothing. 
For  his  own  part,  he  had  since  the  year 
1852  pursued  an  even  and  a  continuous 
ooorse  in  regard  to  that  subject.  [**  Di- 
vide ! "  j  The  House  was  evidently  im- 
Sktient  to  go  to  a  division,  and  he  would, 
erefixre,  content  himself  by  expressing 
his  satisfaction  that  the  principles  which 
lie  and  others  who  had  oeen  made  the 
ohgeots  of  unmitigated  vituperation  had 
oonsistently  advocated  by  vote  and  voice 
weie  now  triumphant. 

Sib  HENBY  TYLER  said,  it  was  true 
fkero  were  but  fsw  Members  on  those 
(Ike  Opporitkm)  Benches ;  but  he  should 


be  proud  hereafter,  when,  perhaps,  a 
measure  of  a  more  radical  character 
would  be  introduced,  to  recollect  that 
he  was  one  of  the  few  who  joined  in 
this  final  protest  against  a  Bill  which 
they  so  strongly  disapproved. 

Mr.  MILBANK  maintained  that  the 
course  taken  by  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site the  Member  for  Wiltshire  (Viscount 
Folkestone)  reflected  the  greatest  dis- 
credit on  the  House.  Instead  of  deliver- 
ing a  speech,  the  noble  Lord  made  some 
excuse  and  sat  down.  The  noble  Lord 
had  simply  been  put  up  to  talk  the  Bill 
out  at  7  o'clock.  He  saw  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Eandolph  ChurchiU)  go  up  to  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Wiltshire — [  *  'Ques- 
tion ! "  j 

Mr.  SPEAKEB  :  I  must  call  upon 
the  hon.  Member  to  confine  his  remarks 
to  the  Bill  before  the  House. 

Mr.  MILBANK  would  not  say  a  word 
about  the  Bill.  He  was  happy  to  say 
that  he  had  throughout  recorded  his 
vote  in  favour  of  the  measure. 

Mr.  HEALY  wished,  before  the  Bill 
passed  from  that  House,  to  make  one 
thing  clear.  [Mr.  O'Connor  Power  : 
Divide !]  He  might  inform  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  that  he  was  in  the 
habit  of  speaking  there  despite  English 
Members,  and  certainly  he  was  not  to 
be  cowed  by  Irish  Members.  He  would 
not  occupy  the  House  more  than  two 
minutes,  and  what  he  had  to  say  was  in 
reference  to  the  remarks  of  tlie  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  County  (Mr.  Shaw) 
on  this  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  seemed 
to  have  considerable  faith  in  the  mea- 
sure, and  he  made  certain  prophecies 
with  regard  to  its  action  in  Ireland,  and 
then  went  on  to  refer  to  what  course  the 
Land  League  would  take  on  the  mea- 
sure. He  (Mr.  Healy)  would  venture 
to  remind  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
County,  and  those  especially  interested 
in  this  matter  in  Ireland,  that  the  men 
who  had  brought  this  measure  about — 
the  men  whose  determination,  whose 
resolution,  and  whose  persistence  had 
produced  this  measure — were  not  those 
who  were  now  sitting  on  the  Treasury 
Bench,  but  the  men  who  were  in  penal 
servitude  in  Dartmoor  and  in  the  prison 
cells  at  Kilmainham.  To  those  men 
they  owed  whatever  was  good  in  this 
Bill,  and  he  begged  to  return  them  his 
most  sincere  thanks.  It  was  to  such 
men,  and  to  their  persistent  efforts,  that 
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they  owed  this  measure.  He  gave  no 
thanks  to  the  GoTemment.  He  had 
none  to  give  to  those  Gentlemen  who 
sat  on  the  Treasury  Bench.  They  in 
Ireland  had  been  accustomed  to  see 
every  measure  that  they  desired  refused 
them  by  that  House  until  they  were  able, 
in  despite  of  the  House  or  in  despite  of 
its  opinions,  to  wring  a  measure  out  of 
the  Government  of  England.  They  had 
found  the  same  with  regard  to  this  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Bill.  They  had  compelled 
the  Prime  Minister  of  England,  who 
brought  about  the  rejection  of  much 
more  mild  measures  10  years  ago  and 
six  years  ago,  which  might  then  have 
satisfied  the  people  of  Ireland — and  he, 
in  those  days,  got  up  and  refused  the 
principle  of  the  measure — they  had  com- 
pelled the  Prime  Minister  of  England 
to  swallow  his  declaration,  and  to  pass 
in  the  measure  which  was  now  before 
the  House  practically  the  same  prin- 
ciples which  four  or  five  years  ago  he 
had  no  language  strong  enough  to  con- 
demn. [Mr.  Gladstone  :  I  never  said 
a  word  upon  them.]  There  was  in  ex- 
istence a  pamphlet  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord 
Elcho),  giving  extracts  and  quotations 
from  speeches  and  writings  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  it  was  to  his  speeches  and 
votes  he  referred.  However,  be  that  as 
it  might,  all  he  had  to  say  on  the  mea- 
sure to-night  was  that  they  thanked, 
not  the  present  Government,  but  they 
thanked  the  men  whose  persistency  and 
resolution  had  driven  the  Government 
into  bringing  the  measure  before  the 
House.  They  were  told  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  County  that  that  Bill 
would  do  a  great  deal  of  good  in  Ire- 
land. Well,  there  were  many  sore 
hearts  in  Ireland  that  night,  because 
there  were  now  lying  in  the  prison  ceils 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  !&eland  200 
of  the  best  and  most  honest  men  of  the 
country;  and  he  would  say  that  while 
those  men  lay  in  prison  there  would  be 
no  peace  in  Ireland.  He  would  say, 
furthermore,  that  until  that  policy  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was  discon- 
tinued—  until  they  were  prepared  to 
pluck  from  the  memory  of  tne  Irish 
people  **  that  rooted  sorrow  " — no  peace 
or  prosperity  would  return  to  Ireland, 
let  them  pass  what  measures  they 
pleased. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY  said,  he 
oould  not  allow  the  Bill  to  leave  the 
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House  without  challenging  the  dedara- 
tions  of  the  last  speuer.  He  did  not 
wish  to  say  anything  irritating ;  bat  ha 
would  say  this,  that  he  did  not  believe 
the  Irish  people  endorsed  the  sentiments 
they  had  just  heard  expressed.  He  had 
opposed  the  policy  of  coercion  as  strongly 
as  the  hon.  Member  opposite — ["No!"] 
— strongly  as  any  hon.  Member  in  that 
House ;  but  he  was  convinced  that  had 
it  not  been  for  the  policy  punned  by 
certain  persons,  that  Bill  would  have 
been  the  law  of  the  land  months  and 
months  ago,  and  the  prisoners  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Memoer  for  Wexford 
(Mr.  Healy) — some  of  whom  he  looked 
upon  as  the  victims  of  bad  advice,  and 
some  as  the  bad  advisers — ^woold  never 
have  been  arrested.  He  believed  the 
Irish  people  were  deeply  grateful  to  the 
Prime  Minister  for  that  Bill.  They 
knew  with  what  sorrow  of  heart  he  had 
violated  those  principles  of  liberty  which 
he  had  maintained  at  all  times,  not 
only  at  home,  but  in  foreisn  countries, 
whore  men  were  imprisoned  for  politietl 
offences.  He  had  oeen  driven  to  that 
course  by  the  conduct  of  those  who^ 
had  they  been  actuated  by  a  true  spirit 
of  patriotism,  leavened  by  a  little  com- 
mon sense,  would  have  roared  their 
country  the  bitter  herbs  with  which  Uis 
dish  of  the  Land  Bill  had  been  seasoned. 
Mb.  M'COAN  said,  that  but  for  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wez« 
ford  (Mr.  Healy)  he  would  have  been 
content  to  g^ve  a  silent  vote;  but  he 
should  be  sorry  if  it  went  forth  that  the 
words  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  represented 
the  opinion  of  the  Irish  Bepresentativei 
on  that  side  of  the  House,  or  the  feel- 
ings of  the  Irish  people,  on  the  Bill  now 
about  to  be  read  a  third  time.  He  at 
once  confessed  what  he  had  idways  felt 
— that  the  measure  was  larg^v  owinff 
to  the  agitation  which  had  been  mitiateS 
and  carried  on  by  the  Land  League^ 
and,  so  far,  much  of  the  credit  fat  it 
was  due  to  that  organization.  Bat, 
at  the  same  time,  neifiier  his  oonaoienos 
nor  his  sense  of  fair  play  would  pennit 
him  to  igpiore  the  fact  that  its  maoni* 
ficent  comprehensiveness  was  mamlf 
owing  to  the  generosity  and  justice  of 
Her  Majesty's  present  Government.  Hs 
acknowledged  the  concessions  whiolithe 
Prime  Minister,  step  by  step,  had  made; 
and  he  believed  that  the  g^eral  senti- 
ment of  the  Irish  people  would  aimilailj 
recognize  its  claims  on  their  gratsdhl  ao- 
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ceptance.  He  sympathized  with  the  men 
imprisoned  in  Lreland ;  but  he  was  not 
then  called  upon  to  express  an  opinion 
as  to  the  wisdom  or  unwisdom  of  the 
action  that  led  to  their  arrest.  But  he 
would  express  an  earnest  hope  that  Her 
Majesty's  G-overnment  would  be  able, 
concurrently  with  the  passing  of  this 
Bill,  to  me^e  some  large  concession  of 
mercy  to  these  men.  If  this  were  done, 
his  conviction  was  strong  that,  accom- 
panied by  such  a  measure  of  mercy,  the 
Bill,  when  passed,  would  strike  an  effec- 
tual blow  at  the  root  of  agitation  in 
Ireland,  as  all  just  excuse  for  it  would 
be  removed.  At  the  risk  of  some  un- 
popularity among  his  GoUeagues,  he 
had  voted  for  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill ;  and,  as  his  opinion  of  it  was  un- 
changed, he  should  vote  for  its  final 
stage  to-night. 

Mb.  J.  OOWEN  said,  he  was  re- 
luctant to  interpose  in  that  long  drawn 
out  discussion,  to  which  it  was  difficult 
for  imagination  to  contribute  a  new 
thought,  or  ingenuity  to  suggest  a  fresh 
proposed.  But  he  pleaded,  in  extenua- 
tion of  his  intrusion  at  that  stage  of  the 
Bill,  the  fact  that  he  had  been  one  of 
the  Members  of  the  Commission  whose 
Beport  the  Prime  Minister  had  more 
than  once  declared  was  the  basis  of  the 
measure — a  Commission  which  had  been 
inquiring  into  the  causes  and  extent  of 
agricultural  depression,  and  how  far 
these  could  be  remedied  by  legislation. 
He  might  further  say  that  at  no  stage 
of  the  Bill  had  he  delayed  its  progress 
by  a  sin^e  remark  or  a  solitary  Amend- 
ment. He  was  told  that  the  first  duty 
of  a  patriot  was  silence,  and  in  the 
wordy  warfare  of  the  last  few  weeks  he 
had  ike  negative  merit  of  having  held 
his  tongue.  The  Prime  Minister,  in 
introducing  the  Bill,  indulged  the  hope 
that  it  would  dose  a  painful  chapter  of 
Irish  grievances,  and  transform  a  poor 
and  disaffected  into  a  prosperous  and 
oontented  population.  That  wish  had 
been  re-echoed  by  nearly  every  succeed- 
ing speaker;  but  it  was  more  a  wish 
than  an  expectation.  The  problem  dealt 
with  by  the  Bill  was  the  oldest,  most 
complete,  and  far-reaching  that  came 
within  the  range  of  British  politics.  It 
embraced  agricultural,  political,  legal, 
and  eoonomio  changes,  which  would  go 
teat  to  re-model  the  basis  of  social  life 
in  Ireland.  It  had  exercised  the  inge- 
nuity of  soiooeMive  statesmen.    Interest 


and  prejudice,  passion  and  patriotism, 
rebellion  and  remedial  measures  had  all, 
in  their  turn,  been  tried ;  but  they  had 
failed  to  find  a  cure  for  the  chronic  dis- 
order. It  had  been  the  occasion  of  more 
inquiries  and  more  legislative  failures 
than  any  Parliamentary  question  of  the 
time.  During  the  last  40  years  five 
Boyal  Commissions  and  1 5  Select  Com- 
mittees had  investigated  the  subject.  In 
the  same  space  of  time  there  had  been 
13  Bills  proposed  by  different  Govern- 
ments, and  three  times  13  by  indepen- 
dent Members.  Out  of  this  long  list  of 
abortive  projects  only  two  had  passed 
into  law ;  and,  of  those  two,  one  had  been 
an  entire  and  one  a  partial  failure.  It 
was  too  much  to  expect  that  in  a  field 
which  was  so  thickly  strewn  with  the 
wrecks  of  carefully-devised  projects  that 
this  measure  should  be  completely  suc- 
cessful. It  was  not  within  the  compass 
of  human  wisdom  to  devise  a  scheme  of 
constructive  statesmanship  that  would 
change  the  organic  relations  of  classes 
without  exciting  some  prejudices  and 
disappointing  many  hopes.  No  settle- 
ment, however  comprehensive,  could  at 
once  undo  the  demoralizing  and  disin- 
tegrating effects  of  ages  of  injustice  and 
misrule.  The  inherited  tendencies  of 
generations  could  not  be  cured  off-hand. 
All  they  could  anticipate  from  the  Bill 
was  that  it  would  help  forward  the  long 
deferred  work  of  reconciliation  and  re- 
generation, and  hasten  the  end  of  Ire- 
land's long  agony.  Some  had  spoken 
of  the  Bill  as  original.  He  did  not  think 
it  could  be  so  described.  The  question 
had  been  dealt  with  so  often — by  such 
different  persons,  in  such  different  in- 
terests, under  such  conflicting  conditions 
— that  strict  originality  of  treatment  was 
impossible.  Every  single  proposal  in 
the  Bill  had,  in  one  form  or  other,  been 
made  before.  But  its  chief  merit  con- 
sisted in  the  skiU  and  the  dexterity  with 
which  old  suggestions  had  been  woven 
into  a  concrete  whole.  The  materials 
were  not  original  ;  but  the  product 
evolved  by  these  discussions  might  be 
so  described.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
exhibited,  in  conducting  it,  the  very 
highest  faculties  of  statesmanship.  He 
had  been  both  philosophical  and  prac- 
tical— comprehensive  enough  to  grasp 
great  principles,  and  close  enough  to 
apply  them.  By  his  patience  under  de- 
lay— inevitable,  perhaps  necessary,  but 
still  troublesome  delay — his  persever- 
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ance  in  the  face  of  difficulties — some  of 
them  unexpected,  some  of  them  unne- 
cessary— and  by  his  steady  energy  and 
ever  ready  resource  throughout,  he  had 
revived  the  highest  and  happiest  me- 
mories of  Parliamentary  Leadership. 
However  men  might  difiter  with  the 
principles  of  the  Bill,  however  they 
might  question  the  results  it  produced, 
it  would  be  ungenerous  and  imgra- 
cious  in  the  last  degree  not  to  ac- 
knowledge these  powers  ungrudgingly. 
But,  while  according  to  the  Government 
the  merit  of  having  introduced  the  Bill, 
the  credit  of  having  initiated  it  belonged 
to  another.  That  man  was  not  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  House,  but  was,  unhappily, 
an  inmate  of  a  convict  prison.  The 
agitation — which  originated  in  the  West 
of  Ireland  two  years  ago,  and  which  in 
a  short  time  embraced  in  its  ranks  the 
whole  of  the  peasantry  of  the  country — 
had  compelled  the  Government  to  sub- 
mit the  Bill,  and  would  compel  Parlia- 
ment to  pass  it.  [**  Oh,  oh  I  "  and 
**  No,  no  !  "]  Hon.  Members  might  ob- 
ject as  they  liked,  but  that  was  the  fact ; 
and  in  politics  the  first  condition  of 
success  was  to  recognize  facts,  however 
unpleasant  they  might  be .  The  Legisla- 
ture was  the  machine,  the  Ministers 
were  the  drivers  and  the  engine-men, 
but  the  fuel  was  supplied,  and  the  steam 
that  moved  it  was  generated,  by  the  de- 
rided and  denounced  land  agitators. 
[*;  Oh,  oh !  "  and  "  No,  no  ! '']  The  un- 
willingness of  hon.  Gentlemen  to  listen 
to  these  statements  would  not  alter  the 
facts.  Agrarian  reform  in  Lreland  was 
not  a  portion  of  the  programme  of  the 
Liberal  Party  when  they  took  Office  1 6 
months  ago.  It  was  added  subsequently. 
During  the  prolonged  and  active  agita- 
tion that  preceded  the  General  Election, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Ministry  published  a  list  of  ques- 
tions that  he  deemed  pressing.  He 
censured  the  last  Government  for  supine- 
ness,  and  the  last  Parliament  for  its  in- 
difference in  not  grappling  with  them. 
In  these  22  questions  there  was  a  refer- 
ence to  the  Irish  suffrage  and  Irish  Uni- 
versity Education,  but  nothing  about 
Irish  land.  [**No,  no!"]  Cries  of 
*'  No,  no!"  did  not  interfere  with  facts, 
and  it  was  a  fact  he  was  stating.  Out 
of  800  addresses  issued  by  Liberal  can- 
didates in  England  and  Scotland,  not 
an  allusion  was  made  to  the  subject. 
[CW##o/"  Question  I"] 

Mr.  J.  Cowm 


Lord  ELOHO  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  know  whether,  if  the  hon. 
Member  was  in  Order  in  his  remarks, 
the  interruptions  of  hon.  Members  sit- 
ting immeaiately  behind  the  Treasury 
Bench  were  not  disorderly  ? 

Mr.  J.  COWEN,  continuing,  said, 
some  of  those  Gentlemen  in  their  ad- 
dresses denounced  Irish  obstruction; 
others  coquetted  with  Irish  Home  Bule ; 
some  of  them  promised  that  they  would 
oppose  Irish  coercion,  which  promise 
they  had  not  fulfilled.  None  of  them 
spoke  of  Irish  tenant  right.  They  di- 
lated on  the  insanity  of  the  Turkish 
Convention,  on  the  insincerity  of  the 
war  in  Afghanistan,  on  the  immorality 
of  the  struggle  in  South  Africa;  but 
they  said  nothing  of  the  ''  three  F's." 
Indeed,  he  questioned  if  many  of  the 
constituents,  or  even  the  candidates, 
knew  the  meaning  at  the  time  of  these 
cabalistic  letters.  Yet,  notwithstanding 
this,  the  half  of  last  Session  and  the 
whole  of  the  present  one  had  been  oc- 
cupied in  discussing  this  Irish  Question. 
He  was  not  blaming  the  Gt)vemment. 
They  were  simply  acting  according  to 
precedent.  It  was  the  usual  course 
under  such  circumstances.  Thej  legis- 
lated for  Ireland  under  threats  and  from 
fear ;  and  all  Parties  did  it — both  those 
opposite  and  those  on  that  side  of  the 
House.  Catholic  Emancipation  was 
granted  as  a  result  of  the  agitation  by 
the  Catholic  Association.  The  Queen's 
Colleges  and  the  endowment  of  May- 
nooth  came  as  a  means  of  buying  off 
the  Repeal  agitation.  The  Church  was 
disestablished,  according  to  the  declara- 
tion of  the  Prime  Minister  himself,  in 
consequence  of  the  determination  and 
desperation  of  the  Fenians.  And  the 
Land  Bill,  in  like  manner,  was  a  conse- 
quence of  the  agitation  that  had  moved 
Ireland  during  the  last  two  years.  The 
lesson  he  drew  from  these  facts  was  that 
the  general  English  public  were  iU  in- 
formed of,  and  indifferent  to,  what  was 
proceeding  in  Ireland;  for,  while  they 
never  referred  to  the  question  of  land 
reform  at  the  last  Election,  the  same 
subject  was  the  chief  topic 
Irish  hustings.  The  practice  thai 
Parties  in  the  State  followed  was,  in  hil 
judgment,  cowardly  and  politically  im- 
moral. They  refused  to  deal  with  the 
question  on  its  merits,  or  from  a  sense 
of  justice  or  right ;  but  thev  dealt  with 
it  when  an  agitation  made  ue  denial  of 


Id5 


ZandZaw 


[July  29,  1881] 


ilr0land)  Bill. 


186 


the  demand  dang^erous  to  the  public 
peace.  If  land  reform  in  Ireland  was 
neoeeeary,  it  was  necessair  years  ago. 
But  the  demand  made  by  Mr.  Butt  and 
othere  was  treated  with  indifference, 
and  voted  down  by  the  very  Party  and 
the  YBry  men  who  were  now  applauding 
the  passages  of  the  Bill.  They  did  not 
jadge  it  upon  its  merits.  They  judged 
it  from  Party  exigencies.  The  agitation 
had  forced  it  to  be  a  practical  measure. 
For  his  part»  he  held  that  land  legisla- 
lation  in  Ireland  was  necessary  years 
since.  What  he  complained  of  was  the 
delay.  But  he  could  not  see  either  the 
consistency  or  the  wisdom  of  men  sup- 
porting projects  that  they  disapproved 
of,  and  whose  efficacy  they  denied,  merely 
from  compulsion.  If  a  measure  was 
right  and  just,  it  ought  to  be  conceded. 
If  it  was  not  right  and  just,  it  ought 
to  be  resisted,  and  the  men  who  resisted 
should  courageously  face  the  conse- 
quences of  their  resistance.  He  did 
not  wish  to  detain  the  House  or  to  pro- 
long his  observations  ;  but  he  thought, 
in  justice  to  the  mueh-denounced  Mem- 
bers on  the  Opposition  side,  that  their 
share  in  passing  the  measure  ought 
fiurly  to  be  recognized.  He  cheerfully 
and  cordially  accorded  to  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister and  the  Gbvemment  all  honour 
for  what  they  had  done;  but  he  repeated 
that  the  initiative  and  the  popular  force 
requisite  to  carry  the  Bill  into  law  had 
sprang  from  the  aaitation. 

Mb.  B.  POWEK  said,  that  he  should 

not  have  wished  to  interfere  in  the  dis- 

musion  which  had  arisen  had  it    not 

been  for  some  remarks  made  by  the  hon. 

Member  for    Wicklow    (Mr.  M'Ooan). 

The  hon.  Member  had  appealed  to  the 

Qovemment  to  show  mercy  to  the  men 

now  imprisoned  in  Kilmainham  Gaol. 

He  fearlessly  stated  that  not  one  of 

those  men  now  in  prison  would  come 

oat  to-morrow  on  tne  terms   proposed 

by    the    hon.   Member    for    Wicklow. 

If  the  Qovemment  doubted  his  word, 

they  oould  easily  afford  them  the  op- 

poitanity,    and    he     ventured    to    say 

that  they  had   courage  and  manhood 

•noogh  to  refuse  to  march  out  of  the 

.     visons  into  which  they  had  been  cast 

^tv  the    Chief  Secretary    for    Ireland. 

^  Those  men  had  goi\p  to  prison  believing 

.that   they    had    conducted  themselves 

[Jright.     ['<  Question !  "]    Hon.    Mem- 

llMn  cried  **  Question !  "because  he  was 

m  little  too  olose  to  the  question.    It  was 

r 


a  question  of  200  men  being  incarce- 
rated in  the  prisons  of  Ireland.  They 
could  not  refer  him  to  a  single  instance 
where  a  Liberal  Qovemment  had  on  a 
previous  occasion  imprisoned  200  British 
subjects  in  Ireland ;  and  the  Government 
dare  not  bring  them  to  trial  in  Ireland. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr. 
J.  Cowen)  had  stated  truly  enough  that 
the  Bill  was  the  result  of  agitation.  It 
was  really  the  Land  League  and  not 
the  Government  which  passed  the  Land 
Bill  of  1881.  He  would  remind  the 
House  of  the  statement  made  by  the 
Prime  Minister  at  the  explosion  at 
Clerkenwell — an  explosion  which  he 
(Mr.  B.  Power)  condemned  in  the  strong- 
est terms,  but  which  brought  about  the 
disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church. 
Would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ven- 
ture to  deny  that?  Those  agitations 
taught  the  Irish  people  that  they  need 
no  longer  supplicate,  but  might  de- 
mand as  of  right  the  redress  of  their 
grievances.  For  many  years  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  in  that  House  asked  for  the 
redress  of  grievances.  But  imtil  the 
most  powerful  organization  that  had  ever 
been  known  in  the  world  was  formed,  it 
was  all  in  vain.  In  consequence  of  that 
agitation,  the  present  Bill  came  into  ex- 
istence. Why  had  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  supported  the  Land  Bill 
which  had  been  brought  in  by  the  late 
Mr.  Butt — a  Land  Bill  much  milder 
than  the  one  upon  which  the  House  was 
about  to  divide  ?  Mr.  Butt  had  no  or- 
ganization. He  had  eloquence  and  de- 
termination, but  of  what  use  were  they  ? 
It  was  not  until  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  started  the  organization  in  Ireland, 
until  he  showed  to  the  people  the  real 
strength  which  organization  gave  them, 
that  the  Liberal  Government  thought  it 
would  be  a  very  wise  thing  to  take  up 
the  Land  Question  in  Ireland.  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  often 
taunted  the  Irish  Party  for  not  support- 
ing him  in  connection  with  many  of  the 
Amendments  to  the  Bill.  Well,  he  did 
not  know  that  they  owed  much  gratitude 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  had 
yet  to  learn  that  a  i)oople  owed  grati- 
tude for  justice,  and  this  Bill  was  one  of 
mere  justice.  If  there  were  any  faults 
in  it,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  be 
blamed  for  them.  When  certain  Irish 
Members  organized  a  deputation  to  wait 
upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the 
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pnrpoBe  of  laying  before  him  what  they 
Delieved  to  be  the  opinions  of  the  Irish 
people,  how  did  the  Government  act? 
They  sent  word  that  no  Irish  Member 
sitting  below  the  Gangway  on  the  Oppo- 
sition side  of  the  House  should  go  with 
the  deputation. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Who  did  that  ? 

Mr.  R.  power  said,  he  would  in- 
form the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  one 
minute.  Both  the  hon.  Members  for 
Louth  asked  to  be  admitted  with  the 
deputation,  and  were  told  that  no  Mem- 
ber sitting  in  the  part  of  the  House 
which  he  had  already  designated  would 
be  allowed  to  accompany  the  deputation. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  By  whom?  Name, 
name  ! 

Mr.  R.  power  said,  that  two  hon. 
Members  would  get  up  and  give  the 
names.  They  were  told  so  by  the 
Whips  of  the  Liberal  Party.  [**  Oh  !  " 
and  **Name,  name!"]  He  knew  that 
he  for  one  was  most  anxious  to  attend 
the  meeting;  but  he  was  refused  ad- 
mittance. \_CrieH  of  **  By  whom  ?  "  and 
'*  Name,  name  !  "]  The  Prime  Minister 
asked  him  to  name.  They  on  that  side 
of  the  House  did  not  get  much  informa- 
tion from  the  Treasury  Bench  ;  but  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Louth 
would  be  quite  prepared  to  state  their 
names.     [Cries  of  **  Name,  name  !  "] 

Mr.  CALLAN  :  I  shall  presently  be 
prepared  to  name  them.  [**  Order !  " 
and  "  Name !  "] 

Mr.  GORST  :  I  rise  to  Order.  I  wish 
to  know.  Sir,  whether  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
is  in  Order  in  interrupting  by  persistent 
cries  of  *'  Name,  name  ?  " 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  I  rise 
to  Order.  [Loud  cries  of  '*  Order !  "  and 
eontinwd  interruption.'] 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  having  risen  to  Order, 
is  in  possession  of  the  House. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  opposite  has 
risen  to  Order.  He  has  challenged  what 
I  have  done,  and  I  rise  to  Order  to 
appeal  to  you,  Sir,  upon  the  Question 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  has 
put.  The  hon.  Member  who  was  ad- 
dressing the  House  stated  that  he  and 
other  people  had  gone  personally  to  the 
Government — [Cries  of**  No !  "]  Allow 
me  to  appeal  to  the  recollection  of  the 
House.  The  hon.  Member,  first  of  all, 
vouched — [Mr.  Qt)R8T :  Hear,  hear !  ] — 

Mr.  R*  Poiccr 


I  ask  whether  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  is  in  Order  in  in- 
terrupting me  ?  The  hon.  Member  who 
was  addressing  the  House  first  of  all 
vouched  the  Members  for  Louth,  and 
being  called  upon  to  give  the  names 
said,  '*!  myself."  [Cries  of  "No!"l 
The  hon.  Member  having  thus  Tonchea 
himself  as  having  gone  to  the  room  with 
the  deputation — [pries  of  **  No,  no ! "] 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  in  possession  of 
the  House,  and  he  is  entitled  to  proceed 
to  the  end  of  his  address  without  inter- 
ruption, eo  long  as  he  speaks  to  the  point 
of  Order. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  If  I 
have  misunderstood  the  hon.  Member 
who  was  addressing  the  House — ^if  he 
says  he  made  no  such  statement,  I  shall, 
of  course,  accept  his  denial ;  but  at  pre- 
sent all  I  can  say  is  that  it  was  mj  im- 
pression that  he  did  make  such  a  state- 
ment, and  it  was  under  that  impression 
that  I  called  upon  him  as  having  vouched 
that  he  went  to  the  room. 

Mr.  R.  power  said,  he  was  very 
sorry  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  misunderstood  him.  He 
had  not  said  that  he  went  himself  to  the 
deputation  room.  He  did  not  believe 
in  accompanying  deputations  to  Eng- 
lishmen. The  racts  of  the  case  were 
that  he  asked  the  hon.  Member  for 
Louth  (Mr.  Callan)  about  the  deputa- 
tion, and  that  hon.  Member  told  him 
that  he  was  informed  by  a  Gentleman 
who  they  could  well  suppose  possessed 
the  confidence  of  the  Gt)vemment — one 
of  the  Commissioners  under  the  Bill — 
namely,  Mr.  Litton,  that  no  Irish  Gen- 
tleman sitting  upon  his  side  of  the  House 
could  accompany  the  deputation.  He 
then  observeid  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Louth  that  Mr.  Litton,  though  a  thick- 
and-thin  supporter  of  the  GiSvemment, 
was  perhaps  not  entitled  to  say  as  much 
as  he  did  say.  To  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Louth  replied  that  Lord  Richard 
Grosvenor  had  informed  Mr.  Litton  that 
no  Irish  Member  sitting  below  the  Gitng- 
way  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House 
would  be  allowed  to  go  with  the  depu- 
tation. He  would  now  return  to  the 
question  of  the  Land  Bill.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  had  made  one  or 
two  observations  which  he  could  not  re- 
frain from  noticing.  The  noble  Lord 
appealed  to  the  Government  on  behalf 
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of  the  landlord  class,  saying — "The 
landlords  have  always  supported  you  in 
Ireland,  and  yet  now  at  the  eleventh 
hour  you  throw  them  over."  Well,  he 
agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  in  every 
irord  which  he  had  spoken.  The  land- 
lords had  been  the  support  of  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  House.  They  had 
supported  them  in  connection  with  evenr 
miserable,  petty,  or  tyrannical  Act  which 
had  been  passed  in  reference  to  Ireland, 
and  they  had  carried  out  the  laws  passed 
by  Englishmen  in  eve^  particular,  on 
the  Bench  and  in  other  Offices.  He  was 
not  sorry  that  the  landlords  seemed  now 
to  be  inclined  to  refuse  to  act  any  longer 
as  a  buffer  between  the  GK>vemment  and 
the  people  of  Ireland.  He  was  not, 
however,  so  prejudiced  as  to  say  that 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House  contained 
nothing  good.  He  admitted  frankly 
that  it  was  the  best  which  the  English 
Government  could  pass  at  the  present 
time.  But  it  had  always  been  the  mis- 
fortune of  Ireland  to  suffer  on  account 
of.  the  Party  tactics  of  English  politi- 
cians. If  the  Government  were  anxious 
to  do  justice  to  Ireland,  as  he  believed 
the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  was,  they  could  not 
oarnr  with  them  the  great  phalanx  be- 
Ihind  tiiem,  consisting  of  the  Indepen- 
dent Liberals.  The  worst  point  of  all 
was  that  there  was  no  real  Kadical 
Parhr  in  the  House.  The  one  thing 
capable  of  destroying  the  Eadical  Party 
in  this  country  was  the  Birmingham 
canons.  \_CriM  of.  "Question!"]  He 
knew  very  well  that  hon.  Members  be- 
low the  Gaui 
"  Question 
them  this  was  a  veir  disagreeable  sub- 
ject to  talk  about.  His  opposition  to  the 
Land  Bill  originated  in  the  views  which 
he  entertained  with  regard  to  the  26th 
danse.  He  had  seen  in  that  clause  a 
fixed  purpose  to  depopulate  Ireland 
— ["  No,  no !  "] — and  though  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  cried  "  No  !  "  they  would 
find  tnat  the  people  of  Ireland  had 
viewed  the  clause  in  the  same  light. 
But  his  Colleagues  had  virtually  kUled 
that  clause,  and  had  forced  the  Govern- 
ment to  reduce  their  original  estimate 
of  the  expenditure  under  its  provisions 
to  the  comparatively  small  sum  of 
iB200,000.  He  should  not  speak  his 
honest  convictions  if  he  did  not  declare 
that  this  Bill  could  not  be  regarded  as  a 
.final  settlement. 


angway  opposite  would  cry 
!  "  at  that  statement,  for  to 


Mr.  CALLAN  said,  he  regretted  that 
his  name  had  been  introduced,  but  he 
must  detain  the  House  a  few  minutes 
while  he  offered  a  personal  explana- 
tion. The  conversation  that  had  been  re- 
ferred to  took  place  six  months  ago,  and 
it  had  been  accurately  reproduced  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr. 
R.  Power).  He  (Mr.  Callan)  came  into 
this  present  Parliament  belonging  to  tho 
same  Party  that  he  had  acted  witli  for 
12  years,  and  it  was  not  until  he  heard 
from  the  reading  of  the  Queen's  Speech 
that  coercion  was  to  precede  land  re- 
form, that  he  tore  up  the  card  secur- 
ing his  place  on  the  Liberal  side, 
and  changed  to  the  other  side  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  speaker  reminded  the  hon. 
Member  that  he  was  travelling  beyond 
the  limits  of  personal  explanation,  and 
that  the  Question  before  the  House  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  tearing  up  of  his 
card. 

Mr.  CALLAN  proceeded  to  say  that 
he  was  in  1870  th^  secretary  of  a  meet- 
ing of  the  Irish  Members  to  consider  the 
Land  Bill  of  that  year,  and  when  he 
heard  that  the  Land  Question  was  again 
to  be  dealt  with,  he  thought  a  similar 
meeting  of  Irish  Members  would  be 
held.  Upon  learning,  however,  that 
arrangements  had  been  made  for  a  depu- 
tation, he  said  to  Mr.  Litton,  who  ap- 
peared to  have  the  matter  in  charge, 
that  he  should  like  to  accompany  the 
deputation,  and  Mr.  Litton  told  him  that 
it  was  the  express  wish  of  the  Prime 
Minister  that  no  Members  from  the 
opposite  side  should  go,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  entertained  a  strong 
personal  objection  to  any  Member  sit- 
ting in  Opposition  going  with  the  depu- 
tation upon  this  matter.  He  (Mr. 
Callan)  expressed  doubt  as  to  that,  and 
Mr.  latton  said  they  were  so  careful 
about  those  who  were  to  go  on  the  de- 
putation, that  a  list  had  to  be  submitted 
to  the  chief  Government  Whip  (Lord 
Richard  Grosvenor).  He  was  told  by 
his  Colleague  that  a  similar  intimation 
had  been  conveyed  to  him. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  rose  to 
request  the  favour  of  being  allowed  to 
ms^e  a  personal  explanation,  as  his 
name  had  been  introduced.  He  could 
promise  it  should  not  be  one-twentieth 
part  of  the  length  of  that  of  the  hon. 
Member.  So  far  as  he  was  concerned — 
he  could  not  say  an3rthing  about  Mr. 
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Litton  —  there  was  not  the  slightest 
shadow  of  foundation  for  any  portion  of 
the  statement  which  had  heen  made. 

Lord  RICH  AED  GROSVENOR  said, 
he  was  sorry  to  be  obliged  to  trouble 
the  House  for  a  few  moments  with 
what  seemed  to  be  required  from  him — 
namely,  a  personal  explanation  of  his 
course  in  this  matter.  He  could  assure 
the  House  that  this  was  the  first  time 
he  had  heard  anything  of  the  strongly 
expressed  opinion  and  wish  of  the  Prime 
Minister.  He  did  not  believe  that  he 
ever  expressed  such  a  wish  on  the  part 
of  the  Prime  Minister  to  Mr.  Litton,  and 
he  very  much  regretted  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr.  Litton) 
was  not  then  present.  He  could  assure 
the  House  that  this  was  the  first  he 
had  heard  of  it ;  and  he  was  perfectly 
certain  that  the  House  would  believe 
him  that  he  could  not  possibly  have  in- 
vented such  a  statement,  as  it  would 
not  have  been  the  perfect  truth. 

Mr.  E.  OOLLINS  said,  he  was  un- 
willing to  intervene  in  this  conversation; 
but  he  considered  it  only  fair  and  just 
to  those  who  were  involved  in  this  accu- 
sation to  state  the  facts  in  reference  to 
the  deputation  in  question.  He  was  a 
member  of  the  deputation.  It  origi- 
nated from  a  meeting,  not  of  the  Irish 
Members,  but  of  the  Liberal  Party  in- 
terested in  the  passing  of  a  Land  Bill 
for  Ireland. 

Mr.  speaker  :  After  the  personal 
explanations  that  have  been  made,  I 
think  I  ought  to  point  out  to  the  House 
that  the  Question  before  it  is  the  third 
reading  of  the  Land  Bill. 

Mr.  BLAKE  said,  he  should  be  sorry 
if  the  closing  words  on  this  Bill  on  the 
part  of  Irish  Members  should  appear  to 
be  those  of  ungraciousness  towards  the 
Prime  Minister,  to  whom  the  Irish  peo- 
ple owed  BO  much  for  his  efforts  to 
benefit  them  by  this  measure.  While  he 
(Mr.  Blake)  believed  that  no  man  had  the 
interest  and  welfare  of  Ireland  more  at 
heart  than  the  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford (Mr.  Healy),  he  thought  that  on 
the  present  occasion  the  hon.  Member 
had  shown  more  indiscretion  than,  he 
was  sure,  the  hon.  Member  on  reflection 
would  wish  to  show.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Wexford  was  young,  earnest,  and 
impulsive,  and  the  latter  quality,  as  on 
the  present  occasion,  sometimes  led  him 
into  not  making  due  allowance  for  the 
difficulties  of  the  Oovemment  in  not  ao- 
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oomplishing  all  he  deemed  deorable  in 
the  interests  of  the  country.  He  (lb. 
Blake)  spoke  with  perfect  independenoe 
when  he  said  that  tne  Bill  did  not  go  as 
far  as  he  could  wish ;  and  he  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Waterfora  (Mr.  R. 
Power)  that  it  would  not  be  considered 
a  final  settlement  of  the  Irish  Land 
Question,  as  it  was  not  unlikely  that 
after  a  trial  some  defects  would  have  to 
be  remedied,  and  therefore  it  would  be 
premature  to  declare  the  Bill,  g^ood  as 
it  undoubtedly  was,  a  finality.  In  its 
present  form  it  would  confer  mudi 
benefit  on  the  Irish  people  if  propedy 
carried  out.  But  he  oeheved  that  tiie 
Prime  Minister  had  gone  aa  fkr  as  he 
could,  and,  as  an  Irish  Member,  he 
offered  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  his 
most  sincere  and  grateful  thanks. 


Question  put. 

The    House    divided : 
Noes  14 :  Majority  206. 

AYES. 


—  Ajea   320; 


Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Agar-Robarto8,hn.T.  C. 
A^ew,  W. 
Ainsworth,  I). 
Allen,  U.  G. 
AUon,  W.  S. 
Allman,  R.  L. 
Anderson,  G. 
Archdale,  W.  H. 
Amiitago,  B. 
Armitatcad,  G. 
Arnold,  A. 
Aflhcr,  A. 
Balfour,  Sir  G. 
Balfotir,  J.  B. 
Barran,  J. 
Beaumont,  W.  B. 
Blako,  J.  A. 
Blennerhassett,  Sir  R. 
Ulcnnerhassett,  R.  P. 
Bolton,  J.  C. 
Brassey,  Sir  T. 
Bright,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Brinton,  J. 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Bruce,  rt.  hon.  Lord  C. 
Bryco,  J. 
Butt,  C.  P. 
Buxton,  F.  W. 
Caine,  W.  S. 
Callan,  P. 
Cameron,  C. 
Campbell,  Lord  C. 
Campbell  -  Bannerman, 

H. 
Carbutt,  E.  H. 
Carington,  hn.  Colonel 

W.  H.  P. 
Causton,  R.  K. 
Cavendish,  Lord  F.  C. 
Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 


Chambers,  SirT. 
Childer8,rt.  hn.  H.  C.B. 
Chitty,  J.  W. 
Clarke,  J.  C. 
Cohen,  A. 

Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Collings,  J. 
Collins,  £. 
Colman^  J.  J. 
ColthurstfCol.  D.kT. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Corbett,  J. 
Corry,  J.  P. 
.Cotes,  C.  C. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
Cowan,  J. 
Cowen,  J. 
Cowper,  hon.  H.  F. 
Craig,  W.  Y. 
Creyke,  R. 
Cross,  J.  K. 
Cunliffe,  Sir  R.  A. 
Daly,  J. 
Davey,  H. 
Davies,  D. 
Dawson,  C. 
Dilke,  Sir  C.  W. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dodson,  rt.  hn.  J.  Q, 
Duckham,  T. 
Earp,  T. 
Edwards,  H. 
Errington,  G. 
Evans,  T.  W. 
Fairbfdm,  Sir  A. 
Farqoharaon,  Dr.  B. 
Fay,  0.  J. 
Ferguson,  R. 
Pindlater.  "W. 
Fitzmaorioe,  Lord  & 
FiUwiUi«B^]m.H.1Kl 
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Fowler,  W. 

G«bbeCt,  D.  F. 
Gin,H.  J. 
Oivan,  J. 

GkdflUme,  rt  lm.W.E. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Gladstone,  W.  H. 
Gkndon,  Sir  A. 
Gkwohen,  rt  hon.  G.  J. 
Gonrley,  E.  T. 
Grant,  A. 
Gnrdon,  R.  T. 
Hamilton,  J.  G.  0. 
Haroonrt,  rt  hon.  Sir 

W.  G.  V.  V. 
Haidoastle,  J.  A. 
Elartington,  Marc^.  of 
Hastings,  G.  W. 
Hayter,  Sir  A.  D. 
Henderson,  F. 
Henry,  M. 
Hersdiell,  SirF. 
Hollond,  J.  B. 
Holms,  J. 
Holms,  W. 
Hopwood,  0.  H. 
Howard,  G.  J. 
HngliM,  W.  B. 
Hntdunson,  J.  D. 
Hlingworth,  A. 
Inderwick,  F.  A. 
James,  0. 
James,  W.  H. 
James,  Sir  H. 
Jenldns,  D.  J. 
Johnson,  E. 
Johnson,  W.  M. 
Kinnear,  J. 
Laboochere,  H. 
Laing,  S. 
Law,  rt  hon.  H. 
Lawrmce,  W. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Iiea,T. 
Lee,  H. 

liefevre,  rt  hn.  G.  J.  S. 
Leigh,  hon.  G.  H.  C. 
Leighton,  Sir  B. 
Lerer,  J.  0. 
Labbock,  Sir  J. 
Hadarlane,  D.  H. 
Kadde,  B.  B. 
Madiyer,  P.  S. 
Macnaghten,  E. 
M'Gba&7,  J. 
li'anre.  Sir  T. 
li*Coan,  J.  C. 
li'Kenna,  Sir  J.  N. 
H<Lagan,P. 
McLaren,  C.  B.  B. 
H*Laren,  J. 
H'lfinnies,  J.  G. 
Ifanpin,  F.  T. 
Karionbanks,  Sir  D. 
]Camott,W.  T. 
Jurtin,  B-  B. 
Mamm,  E>  M. 
Mason,  H. 
Heldoii,0.  H. 


MoUoy,  B.  0. 
Monk,  C.  J. 
Moore,  A. 

Moivan,  rt.  hon.  G.  0. 
Morky,  A. 

Mmidella,rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Noel,K 

Nolan,  Major  J.  P. 
0*Beime,  Major  F. 
O'Brien,  Sir  P. 
O'Conor,  D.  M. 
0*Donoghuo,  The 
0*Gk>rman  Mahon,  Col. 

The 
O'Kelly,  J. 
O'Shaughnessy,  B. 
Otway,  A. 
Paget,  T.  T. 
Palmer,  C.  M.- 
Palmer,  G. 
Palmer,  J.  H. 
Parker,  0.  8. 
Pease,  A. 
Peddle,  J.  D. 
Playfair,  rt.  hon.  L. 
Powell,  W.  B.  H. 
Power,  J.  0*0. 
Power,  R. 
Price,  Sir  B.  G. 
Pugh,  L.  P. 
B^,  P. 
Bamsay,  J. 
Beid,  B.  T. 
Biohardson,  T. 
Bog^ers,  J.  E.  T. 
Bussell,  G.  W.  E. 
Bylands,  P. 
Samuelaon,  H. 
Seely,  0.  (Nottingham) 
Shaw,  W. 
SW,J. 
Smithwick,  3 .  F. 
Smyth,  P.  J. 
Spencer,  hon.  0.  B. 
Stanley,  hon.  E.  L. 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  H.  V. 
SnlliTan  A.  M. 
Sullivan,  T.  D. 
Summers,  W. 
Synan,  E.  J. 
Talbot,  0.  B.  M. 
Tennant,  0. 
Thomasson,  J.  P. 
Tillett,  3 .  H. 
Trevelyan,  G.  0. 
Vivian,  A.  P. 
Walter,  J. 
Waugh,  E. 
AVebater,  J. 
Wedderbum,  Sir  D. 
Whitbread,  S. 
Wig«n,  H. 
Williams,  S.  C.  E. 
Williamson,  S. 
WiUia,  W. 
Wilson,  Sir  M. 
Wodehouse,  E.  B. 
Woodall,W. 

TELLBK8. 

Grosvenor,  Lord  B. 
Kensington,  Lord 


YOL  OdiXIV.    [third  series.] 


Ftnhmes. 


NOES. 


194 


Barttolot,  Sir  W.  B.  Soott,  M.  D. 

Bective,  Earl  of  T&ler,  Sir  H.  W. 

Bixon-Hartland,  F.  D.  Warton,  0.  N. 

Folkestone,  Viscount  Whitley,  E. 

Gorst,  J.  E. 

Holland,  Sir  H.  T.  tellers. 

Hubbard,  rt.  hn.  J.  G.  Elcho,  Lord 

Onslow,  D.  Hay,  rt.  hon.  Admiral 

Boss,  0.  C.  Sir  J.  C.  D. 

Schreiber,  C. 

Bill  passed. 

SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaye  the 
Chair." 

IBI8H  FISHEfilES.— BESOLUTION. 

Mr.  BLAKE,  in  rising  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  depressed  condition  of  the 
sea  fisheries  of  Ireland  ;  and  to  move— 

**  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  House  that  it 
is  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  take  measures 
to  render  the  Irish  Fisheries  more  available  as  a 
means  of  affording  increased  food  and  employ- 
ment,*' 

said,  that  he  considered  he  rose  under 
yeiT  adverse  circumstances,  as  the  House 
had  been,  until  that  moment,  engaged 
with  another  very  important  matter. 
His  object  was  to  show  that  great  bene- 
fits haa  been  conferred  on  the  fishermen 
by  the  aid  already  afforded  by  the  Re- 
productive Fund,  and  which  afforded  a 
precedent  for  similar  assistance  being 
g^ven  to  the  eight  maritime  counties 
without  loans.  He  might  also  mention 
that  enormous  benefits  had  been  con- 
ferred on  the  coast  population  of  the 
county  of  Cork  by  the  benevolence  of 
the  Baroness  Burdett-Coutts,  who,  with 
her  characteristic  generosity,  had  aided 
many  fishermen  between  Baltimore  and 
Cape  Clear  to  follow  their  occupation. 
It  was  of  the  highest  importance  to  de- 
velop such  a  fertile  source  of  food  as  the 
sea  fisheries  of  Ireland.  At  present  they 
did  not  produce  more  than  £700,000 
a-year;  but  if  they  were  properly  de- 
veloped they  might  produce  £2,000,000 
or  £3,000,000,  materially  increase,  and, 
at  the  same  time,  cheapen  -the  food  of 
the  people,  and  serve  as  an  admirable 
nursery  both  of  the  Eoyal  Navy  and  of 
the  Mercantile  Marine.  Every  Fishery 
Company  had  failed  because  of  the  tem- 
pestuous character  of  the  coast.  It  was 
only  at  certain  periods  when  fishennea 
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could  safely  yentore  out  to  sea,  and  the 
only  success  gained  liad  been  in  cases 
where  fishing  and  farming  were  com- 
bined. As  a  means  of  developing  this 
industry,  he  suggested  that  the  coast 
population  shouldbe  assisted  with  proper 
appliances  for  fishing,  and  that  tne  ne- 
cessary aid  for  that  purpose  might  be 
given,  not  out  of  the  Imperial  Exche- 
quer, but  from  the  Church  Surplus 
Fund.  He  believed  the  Government 
never  had  so  favourable  a  chance  of 
doing  good  at  so  little  cost.  It  was 
their  incumbent  duty  to  do  all  in  their 

fowerto  develop  the  resources  of  Ireland, 
t  was  strange  to  see  fully  £2,000,000 
worth  of  good  food  allowed  to  be  un- 
availed  of,  which,  besides  other  advan- 
tages, would  have  afforded  vast  employ- 
ment in  its  capture,  and  helped  to  train 
a  large  amount  of  the  coast  population  to 
various  industrial  pursuits  connected 
with  fisheries.  Besides  that,  by  putting 
the  fishing  industry  in  a  proper  posi- 
tion, they  could  be  rendering  tnem- 
selves  less  dependent  on  foreigpi  coun- 
tries for  food  supplies.  The  Chief  Se- 
cretary had  been  so  occupied  with  the 
Land  Bill  that  he  could  hardly  be  ex- 
pected to  have  devoted  much  attention 
to  the  question  of  the  fisheries ;  but  now 
that  the  Land  Bill  was  over,  for  the  pre- 
sent, at  least,  he  (Mr.  Blake)  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  inqmre  into 
the  subject,  with  a  view  of  doing  some- 
thing early  next  Session.  He,  there- 
fore, with  much  confidence,  begged  to 
move  the  Besolution  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice. 

Mb.  W.  holms  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  well  to  encourage  the  develop- 
ment of  the  industrial  resources  of  Ire- 
land, and  the  fisheries  among  them. 
Apart  from  industrial  considerations, 
it  was  a  matter  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance that  every  encouragement 
should  be  g^ven  to  rearing  a  hardy  race 
of  fishermen,  who,  after  all,  were  the 
very  best  men  for  recruiting  the  Navy. 
As  a  Scotchman,  he  ventured  to  remark, 
in  reference  to  Irish  fisheries,  that  he 
thought  Irishmen,  with  the  power  of 
fishing  off  their  own  coast,  might  develop 
to  a  greater  extent  than  they  had  done 
their  own  fisheries.  He  lived  for  many 
years  near  a  fishing  village  on  the  Ayr- 
shire Coast,  where,  year  after  year,  he 
observed  a  small  fleet  of  fishing  vessels 
laid  up  for  the  winter.  He  found  that, 
for  the  most  part,  these  vessels  did  not 
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fish  on  the  Scotch  Coast,  but  were  Mxnw- 
tomed,  in  the  Spring  of  the  year,  to  sail 
for  the  Iridi  Coast,  where  they  reaped 
a  rich  harvest.  He  thought,  therefore, 
that  their  Irish  friends  mi^ht  do  more 
themselves  to  develop  their  own  fish- 
eries; and  he  also  thought  the  Gk)- 
vemment  would  spend  money  well  that 
would  in  any  degree  develop  that  in- 
dustry. He  haa  great  pleasure  in 
seconding  the  Besolution. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  «<  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  wordi 
"  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  House  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  take  measures  to 
render  the  Irish  Fisheries  more  availaUs  as  a 
means  of  affording  increased  food  and  empkqr- 
ment,"— {-^'•-  Blake,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB,  said,  that, 
notwithstanding  the  pressure  of  other 
Business,  the  question  of  the  Lnsh 
ficdieries  had  not  been  neglected  during 
the  year.  A  considerable  sum  bad  been 
spent  on  the  erection  of  piers,  ohiefly  in 
the  Western  Counties,  where  the  people 
were  very  poor,  and  where  there  was  a 
vast  congestion  of  the  people.  Althonrii 
he  did  not  think  a  population,  paiuy 
agricultural  and  partly  fishers,  oould 
compete  with  those  who  devoted  their 
whole  energies  to  fishinff ,  still  tiiat  was 
no  reason  why  they  should  not  do  what 
they  could  to  develop  the  fisheries  of  a 
country  whose  coasts  abounded  with 
fish.  Aided  by  a  munificent  donation 
from  Canada,  some  £60,000,  inblading 
£45,000  from  the  Exchequer,  had  been 
appropriated  for  the  erection  of  30 
piers,  mostly  in  the  Western  Counties. 
As  to  the  reproductive  loan  to  Irish 
fishermen,  he  wished  the  fact  could  be 
impressed  on  Parliament  and  the  oonn- 
try  that  these  loans  had  been  granted  to 
very  poor  people,  yet  they  had  Deenp«id 
with  the  greatest  possible  regolariiy, 
only  £900  being  overdue  out  of  £30,000. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  he 
hoped  that  the  attention  of  ^e  GKyrem- 
ment  would  be  g^ven  to  the  condition  of 
the  South,  as  well  as  the  West  Coast  of 
Ireland.  All  efforts,  however,  to  im- 
prove the  fisheries  of  Ireland  would  be 
ineffective  imless  the  Gk)vemment  tamed 
its  attention  to  the  charg;e8  made  bv 
Irish    railways    for   the    owrnagft   ffF 
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fish,  wliioli,  in  some  oases,  were  almost 
prohibitive.  Bemarks  had  been  made 
about  the  superior  success  of  Scotch  and 
English  fishermen  on  the  English  Coast 
as  compared  with  the  Irish.  But  it  ought 
to  be  remembered  that  the  former  had 
better  markets  at  command ;  and  if  Com- 
panies were  formed  it  would  be  better 
that  they  should  have,  if  not  their  head- 
quarters, certainly  some  depots,  at  Eng- 
lish or  Welsh  seaports,  so  as  to  avoid 
the  heavy  charges  of  transport  on  the 
Irish  railways. 

OoLOHEL  C0LTHUE8T  said,  he 
wished  to  call  attention  to  the  Eepro- 
ductive  Loan  Fund,  which  he  thought 
ought  to  be  extended.  As  far  as  Gal- 
way  was  concerned,  the  most  successful 
fishing  was  by  the  fishermen  themsdves. 
He  only  knew  of  one  successful  Com- 
pany, and  that  was  an  Irish  Company, 
which  had  succeeded  where  a  Cornish 
Company  had  failed.  The  loans  made 
b^  the  Baroness  Burdett-Coutts  to  indi- 
vidual fishermen  had  been  of  the  greatest 
advantage,  and  had  greatly  stimulated 
the  indiuBtry  of  the  fishermen.  His  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
two  years  ago  expressed  himself  as  in- 
credulous as  to  the  repayment  of  loans 
to  small  fishermen.  But  in  the  event  it 
was  shown  that  payments  were  most 
re^lar.  There  was  also  a  great  de- 
ficiency of  harbours  and  piers.  Unfor- 
tunately, the  choice  of  the  places  for 
piers  was  not  fairly  made,  but  depended 
upon  the  amount  of  pressure  which 
influential  localities  brought  to  bear 
upon  head-quarters. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  that  at 
present  only  eight  maritime  counties  got 
assistance  from  the  fund;  and  his  hon. 
Friend  justly  complained  that  the  other 
nine  counties  should  be  left  out  in  the 
oold.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in 
perfect  agreement  with  his  hon.  Friend 
as  to  the  importance  of  the  industry  and 
the  necessity  for  developing  it.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  also  admitted  that 
the  mode  of  developing  that  industry  by 
loans  had  been  found  most  successful, 
as  was  shown  in  the  case  of  the  re- 
productive loan,  the  loan  of  the  Baroness 
Burdett-Coutts,  and  the  Canadian  Fund. 
It  was,  therefore,  the  duty  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  as  Chief  Minister  for 
Ireland,  to  see  that  the  loans,  which  he 
admitted  to  be  deficient,  should  be  in- 
oreased.  He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  knock  at  the  door  of  the 


Treasury  until  he  extracted  something 
from  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish).  He  would  request  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  to  devote  the  most 
serious  attention  to  this  sul^'ect  during 
the  EecoBS,  and  to  come  before  Parlia- 
ment with  a  practical  scheme  next 
year. 

Mb.  VILLIEES  STUAET  said,  he 
hoped  that  the  Government  would  not 
turn  a  deaf  ear  to  the  appeal  of  his  hon. 
Colleague  (Mr.  Blake).  He  could  bear 
witness  to  the  truth  of  his  statement, 
both  as  to  the  productiveness  of  the 
Irish  fisheries,  and  to  the  sad  fact  that, 
from  want  of  proper  boats  and  nets,  the 
coast  population  had  the  mortification 
of  looking  idly  on  while  well-appointed 
boats  from  Cornwall,  the  Isle  of  Man, 
and  even  from  France,  reaped  gulden 
harvests  in  which  they  could  not  share.  It 
would  be  said,  why  did  they  not  show 
the  same  enterprize,  energy,  and  indus- 
try as  their  rivals?  He  (Mr.  Villiers 
Stuart)  could  assure  them  that  the 
Irish  fishermen  were  not  wanting  in 
energy  and  daring;  but  they  were  in 
the  position  of  workmen  who  had  lost 
their  tools.  Their  boats  had  again  and 
again  been  destroyed  for  want  of  pro- 
per shelter,  and  they  were  too  poor  to 
replace  them ;  while  their  Cornish, 
Manx,  and  French  rivals  had  long  ago 
been  provided  with  harbours  on  their 
coasts.  He  was  convinced  that  public 
money  could  not  be  laid  out  to  greater 
advantage  than  in  loans  to  these  poor 
fellows,  to  enable  them  to  procure  boats 
and  nets.  Those  were  their  stock-in- 
trade;  and  surely  it  was  a  legitimate 
proceeding  to  enable  workmen  who  lost 
their  tools  to  replace  them,  instead  of 
leaving  them  to  swell  the  ranks  of  pau- 
perism, and  increase  the  poor  rates.  If 
they  had  proper  boats  and  nets,  they 
would  often  take  in  a  single  season  fish 
enough  to  repay  the  entire  loan ;  and  not 
only  that,  but  the  population  for  miles 
inland  would  be  benefited  by  a  whole- 
some supply  of  valuable  food.  The 
granting  of  this  relief  was  the  more 
important  at  the  present  crisis,  when 
serious  consequences  were  likely  to  arise 
from  want  of  employment,  bom  on  the 
coast  and  further  inland.  He  must  men- 
tion that  at  Ardmore,  where  valuable 
fisheries  existed,  a  pier  might  be  built 
at  a  very  moderate  cost,  which  would, 
enable  the  fishermen  to  benefit  by  the 
vast  shoals   of   sprats,  mackerel,   and 
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other  fish,  which  annaallj  visited  their 
coast.  He  could  say  the  same  of  Dun- 
garvan  Bay.  In  both  these  cases  most 
ravourable  Reports  had  been  made  to  the 
Government  by  the  Inspector  sent  down 
for  that  purpose.  He  had  had  the 
honour  of  tatdng  part  in  a  deputation 
to  the  Treasury  last  Session,  and  he  had 
understood  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Frede- 
rick Cavendish)  to  say  on  that  occasion 
that  the  £5,000  annually  granted  would 
not  be  suspended  in  consequence  of 
the  Canadian  loan.  [Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish  dissented.J  Well,  he  had  a 
strong  impression  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  said  so.  It  was  unfair  to  relieve 
the  West  of  Ireland  at  the  cost  of  other 
distressed  districts,  which  were  equally 
in  need  of  assistance. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  wished  to  remove  a  misappre- 
hension which  seemed  to  be  sharea  by 
hon.  Members.  When  a  special  grant 
was  made  last  year,  it  was  on  condition 
that  the  ordinary  annual  grant  should 
be  suspended  for  a  time.  In  the  present 
year  a  certain  sum  had  been  taken  for 
the  completion  of  works  begun  before. 
Next  year,  and  in  subsequent  years,  the 
matter  might  be  open  for  considera- 
tion. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  remarked, 
that  it  was  rather  trying  to  Scotch  and 
English  Members  to  see  so  much  time 
devoted  to  Irish  questions.  The  whole 
of  the  early  Sitting  had  been  taken  up 
by  an  Irish  subject,  and  now  another 
Irish  question  was  before  the  House. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  thought 
the  Irish  fishermen  could  not  expect 
much  from  the  economy  of  the  Financial 
Secretary.  He  was  sorry  this  question 
had  excited  the  indignation  of  an  excel- 
lent Scotch  Representative ;  but  he  must 
remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  was  a 
question  connected  with  the  well-being 
of  a  much  larger  population  than  the 
poor  fishing  population.  The  Irish 
Members  quite  agreed  that  they  could 
manage  these  matters  without  the  pa- 
tronizing assistance  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. Indeed,  he  was  of  opinion  that  Irish 
Members  were  much  more  competent  to 
deal  with  Scotch  affairs  than  Scotch 
Members  were  to  meddle  with  Irish 
affairs.  In  his  opinion,  the  only  way  in 
which  the  fishery  problem  in  Ireland 
could  be  solved  was  by  a  series  of  com- 
prehensive measures,  including  the  open- 
mg  up    of  cheap  railways  and  what 
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were  called  measures  for  the  direct  en- 
couragement of  the  fisheries. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  ioitkdrawn. 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to, 

SUPPLY— CrVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — eonsidend  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  II. — Salaries  and  Expenses  of 

CrVIL  DSPABTICENTS. 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  pro- 
posed, 

*<That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £17,619,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  som 
neceaaaiy  to  defray  the  Charge  wnioh  will  oome 
in  course  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending  on 
the  3l8t  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Charity  CommiisioQ  for 
England  and  Wales." 

Mb.  BEYCE  said,  that  although  the 
subject  he  desired  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  was  one  of  very 
great  importance,  involving  nothing  less 
than  the  middle  class  education  of  tiie 
country,  he  hoped,  considering  the  late- 
ness of  the  hour  and  the  necessity  of 
making  progress  in  Supply,  to  dispose 
of  it  very  shortlv.  He  did  not  propose 
to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote,  par- 
ticularly as  he  expected  to  obtain  a  satis- 
factory answer  m>m  the  Government  to 
the  questions  which  he  proposed  to  put. 
Nor  did  he  propose  to  enter  into  any 
general  question  with,  regard  to  the 
policy  of  uniting  the  Charity  and  the  En- 
dowed Schools  Commissions.  He  was 
quite  aware  that  that  policy  had  been 
questioned  in  many  quarters,  and  that 
the  Government  had  incurred  great  re- 
sponsibility in  changing  the  organization 
of  the  Endowed  Schools  Commission. 
A  Commission  to  inquire  into  the  work- 
ing of  the  Endowed  Schools  Commission 
sat  for  some  years  from  the  year  1865, 
and  presented  Eeports  in  1866  and  1868. 
He  had  had  the  honour  of  being  one  of 
the  Commissioners,  and  he  was,  there- 
fore, able  to  explain  what  the  result  of 
the  inquiry  was.  It  went  a  long  way 
towards  showing  that  the  education  of 
what  might  be  called  the  middle  classes 
of  the  country — namely,  that  which  was 
above  the  elementary  education,  but 
below  that  given  in  the  higher  dass 
schools  and  Colleges,  was  eminently  un- 
satisfactory. In  many  cases  the  endow- 
ments for  educational  purposes  had  beeii 
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entirely  neglected,   and  the  education 
given  was  most  defective.    The  conse- 
qnence  of  the  disclosures  made  by  the 
Commission  was  the  appointment  of  the 
Endowed  Schools  Oommissionin  1869. 
That  Commission  worked  on  until  the 
year  1874,  when  there  was  a  change  of 
liinistry,  and  it  was  superseded  in  that 
year  by  the  Commission  which,  at  the 
present  moment,  continued  to  carry  on 
the  work.    The  Act  of  1874,  although 
it  continued  the  Commission  which  was 
specially  charged  with  the  work  of  re- 
organizing the  Endowed  Schools,  united 
the  Commission  with  the  Charity  Com- 
mission, and  placed  it  under  the  control 
of  the    Chiei    Commissioner    of   that 
Commission.     Since  then  the  work  had 
been  carried  on  under  the  auspices  of  the 
Charity  Commission.    Nearly  11  years 
had  now  elapsed  since  the   Endowed 
Schools  Act  of  1869  began  to  take  effect, 
and  during  that  time  me  progress  of  the 
re-organization   had  been  very    much 
slower  than  was  anticipated  by  those 
who  framed  the  Act  of  1869,  or  by  those 
who  made  the  alteration  in  the  Act  of 
1874,  onder  which  the  work  was  now 
earned  on.    It  was  expected  in  1869 
that  the  whole  work  of  preparing  new 
schemes  would  be  completed  in  five  or 
8LZ  years;  but  since  1869  the  schemes 
which  had  been  framed  for  the  En- 
dowed Schools  of  the  country  dealt  with 
less  than  one-half  of  the  total  number  of 
Endowed  Schools.     It  was  true  that  the 
value  of  the  endowments  was  slightly  in 
excessof  one-half  of  thetotalamount ;  but 
the  number  of  schools  remaining  to  be 
dealt  with  was  greater  than  the  number 
which  had  been  dealt  with  in  the  11 
years  which   had  elapsed  since  1869. 
Therefore,  at  the  same  rate  of  progress 
it  was  olear  that  II  years  more  must 
elapse  before  the  work  of  re-organizing 
the  Endowed  Schools  could  be    com- 
pleted, and  before  that  time  some  of  the 
■chools  which  had  already  been  dealt 
with  by  schemes  would  require  to  be 
dealt  with  afresh,  so  as  to  amend  and  re- 
move defects  that  were  not  foreseen  when 
the  schemes  were  originally  framed.    It 
had  become  quite  obvious  that  some- 
thing more  must  be  done  to  improve  the 
secondary  education  of  the  coimtry ;  and 
he  thought  he  was  entitled  to  ask  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  Mun- 
della)  the  causes  which  had  made  the 
m^ireas  in  the  work  of  re-organizin&^  the 
&i£>wed  Schools  so  excee£ngly  dow. 


The  matter  was  one  of  the  highest  im- 
portance, because  it  could  not  be  for- 
gotten that  the  education  of  the  country, 
as  far  as  it  did  not  depend  on  the  small 
number  of  public  schools  which  existed, 
mainly  depended  upon  these  Endowed 
Schools.  It  was  they  which  should  set 
the  standard  of  education  for  the  middle 
class  schools  of  the  country,  which  should 
give  a  better  tone  to  the  people,  and  in 
all  respects  act  as  models  for  the  schools 
at  which  the  children  of  the  middle  classes 
received  their  education.  But  that  could 
not  be  done  without  introducing  change 
into  the  generally  obsolete  regulations 
under  which  these  schools  were  ma- 
naged, or  without  the  framing  of  such 
schemes  as  the  Endowed  Schools  Com- 
missioners has  been  directed  to  frame. 
He  did  not  propose  to  enter  into  details 
upon  the  question  as  one  of  the  educa- 
tional policy  of  the  country,  or  to  inquire 
to  what  extent  it  was  that  the  Endowed 
Schools  were  defective.  It  was  well 
known  that  there  were  great  deficiencies 
in  the  present  working  of  the  system  ; 
and  he  asked  from  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  an  ex- 
planation of  the  cause  to  which  he  at- 
tributed this  slow  progress  and  the  mea- 
sures he  proposed  to  take  in  order  to 
remedy  this  great  evil.  The  Act  under 
which  the  Endowed  Schools  Commission 
was  now  working  would  expire  next 
year;  and  it  would  consequently  be 
necessary,  during  next  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment, to  bring  in  a  measure  which  should 
renew  the  Commission,  and  endeavour, 
if  possible,  to  set  it  g^ing  anew  with 
greater  locomotive  power.  The  pre- 
sent time  was,  therefore,  opportune 
for  calling  attention  to  the  defects  of 
the  system  which  now  existed,  and  for 
endeavouring  to  obtain  some  pledge 
from  the  Education  Office  that  some- 
thing would  be  done  to  remedy  those 
defects,  and  bringing  the  whole  matter 
before  the  country  with  the  view  of 
passing  a  satisfactory  measure  of  re- 
form during  the  ensuing  Session.  He 
would  not  anticipate  what  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  would  have  to 
say  to  the  position  of  the  staff ;  but  he 
would  point  out  that  one  result  of  the 
policy  adopted  in  1874  had  been  to 
throw  the  Endowed  Schools  Commission 
into  the  hands,  and  place  it  under  the 
control,  of  the  Charity  Commission.  It 
was  well  known  that  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commission,  between   1869  and  1874, 
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went  on  faster  than  was  conformable 
with  the  policy  of  the  Party  which  came 
into  power  in  1874.     It  was  the  evident 
wish  and    desire    of  the  Conservative 
Party  to  put  a  drag  on  the  wheels  of  the 
Commission.     The  Commission  at  that 
time  consisted  of  three  able  and  emi- 
nently qualified  men.     At  the  head  of  it 
was  the  late  Lord  Lyttelton,  of  whom  he 
spoke  with   the   greatest  respect  as  a 
Nobleman,  thoroughly  competent  to  deal 
with  the  work  of  educating  the  country, 
and  who  had  greatly  identified  himself 
with  it.  The  next  Commissioner  was  Mr. 
Roby,  who   was  also  a  man  of  great 
ability,  and  equally  devoted  to  the  cause 
of  education ;  and  the  last  was  the  Rev. 
Canon  Robinson,  who,  fortunately,  still 
continued  on  the  Commission.     In  1874 
those  three  gentlemen  were  replaced  by 
a  new   Commission,  consisting  of   two 
only,  one  of  whom  was  Canon  Kobinson, 
while  the  other  had  had  no  previous  ex- 
perience, who  did  the  work  as  well  as 
could  be  expected,  but  in  whose  hands 
the  work  of  the  Commission  advanced 
much  more  slowly.    This  gentleman  had 
since  quitted  office.    He  (Mr.  Byrce)  did 
not  make  any  accusation  against  him  ; 
but  he  cited  the  substitution  of  this  Com- 
missioner for  Lord  L3rttelton  and  Mr. 
Roby  as  a  reason  why  the  work  of  the 
Commission  must  have  gone  on  much 
less  quickly  and  efficiently,  and  he  cited 
it  in  the  hope  that  some  step  would  now 
be  taken  to  remedy  the  mistake  then 
made  by  adding  to  the  number  of  Com- 
missioners  directly  connected  with  the 
Endowed  Schools.     The  amalgamation 
of   the  Endowed    Schools  Commission 
with  the  Charity  Commission  had  the 
effect  of  making  the  question  of  the  En- 
dowed Schools  one  of  secondary  con- 
sideration.    It  was  thought  at  the  time 
that  the  Charity  Commissioners  would 
be  able  to  devote  some  of  the  spare  time 
and  labour  at  their  disposal  to  the  work 
of  the  Endowed  Schools  Commission; 
but  he  believed  he  was  right  in  saying 
that  they  had  foimd  it  impossible  to  do 
so.     The  work  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
sion itself  was  constantly  accumulating. 
It  was  very  important  work,  and  it  was 
becoming  more  important  owing  to  the 
increase  of  the  number  of  charitable 
foundations  which  were  always  growing; 
and,  owing  to  that  fact,  the  progress  of 
the  schemes  under  the  Endowed  Schools 
Act  had  been  slower  than  might  other- 
wise have  been  the  case,  because  the 
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schools,  when  re-organixed,  were  con- 
stantly coming  to  the  Charity  Commis- 
sion asking  to  have  orders  made,  and  the 
Charity  Commission  was  oocapied    in 
meeting  their  needs.     The  consequetioe 
was  that  the    three  Charity  Commis- 
sioners, who  had  done  their  work  with 
a  considerable  amount  of  public  spirit, 
found  that  they  had  no  time  to  spare  far 
the  work  of  the  Endowed  Schools,  and 
the  Endowed  Schools'  work  had  been 
intrusted  entirely  to  the  two  Endowed 
Schools  Commissioners,  who  were  fiv 
too  few  in  number  to  grapple  with  the 
large  mass  of  work  they  were  required 
to  perform.    There  was  a  further  evil 
in  the  limited  powers  which  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commission  enjoyed.    In  place 
of  inspecting  the  schools — he  did  not 
mean  executing  an  individual  inspection, 
because  that  could  be  properly  oone  by 
Examiners — but  he  meant  that  where  a 
scheme  had  been  framed  it  might  be 
found,  after  it  had  been  at  work  for 
some  years,  that  it   was  not  working 
satisfactorily,  either  owing  to  some  defect 
in  the  scheme  itself,  or  some  want  of 
heartiness  on  the  part  of  the  trastees  in 
carrying  out  the  scheme — in   place  of 
exercising  a  supervising  inspection  over 
the  schools,  the  Endowed  Schools  Com- 
missioners found  themselves  unable  to 
ascertain  how  the  work  was  going  on, 
and  could  make  no  provision  for  remedy- 
ing the  defects  of  any  scheme  unless 
they  were  prepared  to  g^  the  length  of 
drafting  a  new  scheme.    It  was  very  de- 
sirable that  powers  should  be  given  to 
them  to  send  down  the  Assistant  Com- 
missioners, who  were  highly  competent 
men,  to  examine  into  the  working  of  the 
schools,  for  which  schemes  had  already 
been  framed,  to  report  on  that  working, 
and  that  the  Endowed  Schools  Commis- 
sioners should  then  be  authorized  to 
make  such  alterations  in  the  existing 
schemes  as  they  thought  necessary  with- 
out going  through  the  long  and  complex 
process    of  framing    an    entirely  new 
scheme.      Further,   there    were    many 
places  which  were  entirely  wanting  in 
Endowed  Schools.     The  most  ancient 
towns  in  the  country  generally  had  en- 
dowed grammar  school  foundations ;  but 
there  were  a  number  of  towns  of  enor- 
mous growth,  and  some  of  them  even 
old  towns,  which  were  destitute  of  these 
schools,  and  very  much  wanted  them, 
because  it  was  found  that  private  enter- 
prize  did  not  come  forwMdwitfi  snfl^ 
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dent  promptitiide  to  supply  tlie  wants 
which  these  endowments  covered.  They 
were,  consequently,  left  to  the  mercy  of 
priYateadyenture  schools;  andhe  believed 
that  every  hon.  Member  who  was  ac- 
quainted with  such  schools  would  say 
tnat  there  were  very  few  of  them  in- 
deed which  were  fit  to  give  a  proper 
education  to  the  children  of  the  middle 
daases.  The  masters,  as  a  rule,  had 
neither  the  experience  nor  the  skill 
which  enabled  them  to  do  the  work  which 
might  fairly  be  required  from  them. 
The  remedy  ^ould  seem  to  be  to  employ 
the  Endowed  Schools  Commission  to 
apply  other  charitable  funds  not  hereto- 
fore devoted  to  education  to  educational 
purposes.  An  attempt  was  made  to  do 
that  under  the  80th  section  of  the  En- 
dowed Schools  Act  of  1869.  Under  that 
section,  the  Endowed  Schools  Commis- 
sion, in  the  case  of  various  specified 
charitable  foundations,  were  to  apply  the 
money  which  was  being  spent  to  chari- 
table purposes  in  connection  with  educa- 
tion, provided  they  receivedan  application 
for  diatpurposefirom  the  GbvemmgBody 
of  the  cnantable  foundation.  He  need 
hardly  say  that  it  was  only  in  com- 
paratively few  cases  that  the  power  was 
acted  upon,  because,  as  a  rule,  the 
trustees  of  these  charitable  foundations 
were  veir  far  from  being  enlightened 
men,  and  were  not  aware  that,  to  a 
neat  extent,  the  purposes  to  which 
these  charities  were  applied  were  really 
pernicious.  Take  the  most  obvious  case 
of  all — ^the  case  of  dole  gifts.  Ad  enor- 
mous sum  of  money  was  distributed 
annually  all  over  the  country  in  the 
shape  of  doles — tens  of  thousands  a- 
year.  Indeed,  he  should  not  be  sur- 
prised to  find  that  a  sum  amounting  to 
£100,000  or  £120,000  a-year  was  spent 
in  doles — ^small  g^Lfts  of  broad,  coals, 
clothes,  blankets  given  away,  often  to 
people  standing  at  the  church  door,  and, 
generally  speaking,  given  away  by  the 
trustees  on  their  own  unaided  responsi- 
bility. No  one  who  had  studied  the 
subject,  and  paid  any  attention  to  the 
oondition  of  ms  fellow-townsmen,  would 
fail  to  know  that  gifts  of  this  kind  were 
an  unmixed  evil.  Personally,  he  did 
not  know  of  one  case  out  of  10  in  which 
thevdid  any  good;  and,  in  the  great  ma- 
jonfj  of  cases,  they  did  serious  harm. 
Bat,  unfortunately,  the  trustees  of  these 
fiinds  were  so  much  under  the  belief 
that  tbey  had  no  right  to  devote  them 


to  purposes  other  than  those  originally 
prescribed  by  the  founder,  that  even  in 
cases  where  they  confessed  that  the 
charitable  funds  as  now  applied  were 
doing  harm,  they  could  not  be  induced, 
in  their  corporate  capacity,  to  make  an 
application  to  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commission  to  devote  the  fund  to  edu- 
cational purposes.  The  consequence  was 
that  the  money,  worse  than  if  it  re- 
mained absolutely  idle,  was  positively 
doing  harm.  Many  years,  however, 
must  elapse  before  public  opinion  would 
be  sufficiently  enlightened  to  induce  the 
trustees  to  make  an  application  to  the 
Endowed  Schools  Commission,  on  their 
own  motion.  In  that  state  of  things,  it 
would  appear  to  be  necessary  to  enlarge 
the  powers  of  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commission,  under  Section  30  of  the 
Act  of  1869,  and  give  them  the  initia- 
tive in  the  matter.  Power  should  be 
given  to  them,  where  they  were  satisfied, 
on  competent  evidence,  that  a  charitable 
foundation  of  this  kind  was  doing  mis- 
chief, to  apply  it  to  educational  pur- 
poses. He  was  far  from  saying  that 
this  power  should  be  g^ven  without  con- 
trol. He  was  fully  aware  that  a  good 
deal  of  jealousy  was  felt  in  the  country 
as  to  the  action  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners. He  had  heard  it  constantly 
said  that  this  was  a  proposal  to  hand 
over  the  charities  of  the  country  to  two 
or  three  gentlemen  sitting  in  Whitehall; 
but  he  believed  that  two  or  three  gen- 
tlemen sitting  in  Whitehall  were  much 
more  likely  to  do  ^ood  with  them  than 
the  large  number  of  irresponsible  trustees 
who  existed  throughout  the  country,  and 
who  had  never  considered  the  matter 
from  the  large  point  of  view  of  those 
who  had  gained  their  experience  through 
the  working  of  the  Charity  Commission. 
The  state  of  feeling  was  undoubtedly 
such  that  it  would  become  necessary,  in 
the  event  of  handing  over  extended 
powers  to  a  Board  in  London,  to  sur- 
round their  action  with  numerous  safe- 
guards. Nobody  would  contend  that 
the  power  given  to  the  Charity  Com- 
mission or  the  Endowed  Schools  Com- 
mission should  be  an  absolute  power, 
and  it  must  be  accompanied  with  a 
power  of  reference  or  appeal  in  the 
event  of  discontent  being  excited.  More- 
over, it  might  be  generally  felt  that  it 
would  not  be  proper  to  take  funds  which 
were  originally  given  to  the  poor  and 
apply  them  entirely  for  the  benefit  of 
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the  middle  class.  In  a  case  where  an 
endowment  originally  given  to  the  poor 
was  applied  to  the  purposes  of  secondary 
education,  it  woula  be  proper  to  require 
that  a  number  of  free  places — places 
accessible  to  the  poor — equivalent  to  the 
advantages  taken,  should  be  reserved. 
The  ultimate  advantage  would  be  that 
while  they  gave  benefit  to  the  poor  they 
would  also  give  benefit  to  the  town 
generally,  by  establishing  a  higher  class 
education  than  private  adventure  schools 
were  now  able  to  give.  The  last  point 
he  wished  to  mention  had  reference  to 
the  education  of  girls.  The  Endowed 
Schools  Act  of  1869  directed  the  En- 
dowed Schools  Commission  to  make  pro- 
vision for  extending  the  education  of 
girls.  The  Commissioners  in  their  Re- 
ports stated  that  they  had  been  able  to 
do  much  less  than  they  expected,  and 
much  less  than  the  House  expected, 
when  this  power  was  originally  given. 
The  cases  in  which  they  had  been  able 
to  establish  girls'  schools  had  been  com- 
paratively few  ;  and  of  the  total  amount 
of  money  applied  to  educational  pur- 
poses that  applied  to  the  education 
of  girls  as  compared  with  boys  had 
been  a  lamentably  small  percentage. 
It  was  hardly  necessary  to  point  out 
to  the  Committee  that  the  education 
of  girls  was  rendering,  in  reality,  quite 
as  great  a  service  to  the  community 
as  the  education  of  boys.  When  they 
taught  those  who  were  to  become  their 
next  generation  of  mothers,  they  were 
doing  the  best  thing  they  could  for  the 
education  of  the  coming  generation  itself. 
It  was,  he  thought,  very  much  to  be  re- 
gretted that  a  far  more  adequate  pro- 
vision had  not  been  made  for  the  edu- 
cation of  g^rls.  He  believed  that  the 
Commission  had  been  met  in  some  cases 
by  a  little  opposition  in  the  efforts  they 
had  been  desirous  of  usine  in  this  di- 
rection ;  and,  therefore,  he  thought  there 
should  be  a  stronger  direction  from  Par- 
liament than  any  that  had  hitherto  been 
g^ven  for  making  proper  and  adequate 
provision  for  the  education  of  girls. 
Those  were  the  evils  of  which  he  com- 
plained, and  which  he  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  would,  next  Session,  see  occasion 
to  remedy.  He  had  already  pointed  out 
what  appeared  to  be  the  chief  remedies 
required — namely,  the  strengthening  of 
the  staff  of  the  Commission,  Sie  enlarge- 
ment of  their  powers,  the  propriety  of 
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pliving  them  the  initiatiTe  in  oases  where 
it  was  desirable  to  apply  charitable  en- 
dowments to  educational  purpoees,  and  a 
more  specific  direction  on  the  subject  of 
the  education  of  girls.  Before  sitting 
down  he  wished  to  ask  the  Committee 
to  consider  seriously  the  great  import- 
ance of  the  question,  and  to  express  in 
some  way  their  feeling  that  next  year  it 
ought  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  rignt  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Vice  P^resident  of  the 
Council  in  a  bold  and  sweeping  measure. 
Instead  of  keeping  on  the  Commission 
for  a  few  years  longer,  dealing  with  the 
Endowed  Schools  m  a  manner  which 
could  only  be  temporary,  it  was  desirable 
that  it  should  be  rendered  permanent 
and  strength  given  to  it.  It  must  not 
be  forgotten  that  gpreat  educational  insti- 
tutions like  Dulwich  College  and  Christ's 
Hospital  were  still  asfing  for  new 
schemes,  although  many  years  had  not 
elapsed  since  the  schemes  upon  whioh 
they  were  at  present  wo»ed  were 
framed.  They  were  two  magnificent 
institutions,  with  ample  revenues,  and 
yet  they  could  not  be  properly  worked, 
because  the  Commissioners  had  not  had 
time  to  deal  with  them.  In  that  state  of 
facts,  considering  the  g^reat  importance 
of  the  Educational  Question,  and  how 
dependent  it  was  upon  the  action  of  the 
Endowed  Schools,  considering  that  Eng- 
land was  far  behind  eveiy  other  civilised 
nation  in  Europe  in  reg^ard  to  inter- 
mediate and  secondary  education,  con- 
sidering that  some  reform,  although  tax 
from  adequate,  had  been  introduced  into 
our  system  of  University  education,  it 
was  not  right  that  the  Endowed  Schools 
should  be  left  longer  untouched ;  and  it 
was  not  too  much  to  say  that  the  ques- 
tion was  one  of  the  most  important  that 
could  engage  the  attention  of  Parliament 
and  of  the  Government. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  At  this  late  hour 
of  the  night,  and  considering  also  the 
late  period  of  the  Session  and  the  neces- 
sity of  making  progress  with  Supply,  I 
will  not  detain  the  Committee  long  in 
answer  to  the  able  and  interesting  speech 
of  my  hon.  Friend.  I  have  no  fault  to 
find  with  the  statement  he  has  made.  I 
am  sorry  to  say  that  I  agree  with  its 
general  accuracy.  There  is,  no  doubt,  a 
general  feeling  of  anxiety  and  dissatis- 
faction at  the  slow  progress  made  with 
regard  to  Endowed  Schools  in  England. 
But  I  do  not  think  it  is  neoessazy  to  hjj 
any  blame  at  the  door  of  the  Oommis- 
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Bioners  for  this.  The  real  fault  rests 
with  the  Act  of  1874.  I  think  that  the 
passing  of  that  Act  was  a  great  misfor- 
tune for  the  education  of  this  country. 
It  had  the  effect  of  reducing  the  number 
of  Commissioners  devoted  to  the  work 
of  the  Endowed  Schools  from  three  to 
two ;  it  merged  the  two  Commissions 
— the  Charity  Commission  and  the  En- 
dowed Schools  Commission,  into  one ; 
and  it  made  it  necessary  that  every 
scheme  should  be  considered  at  a  meet- 
ing of  the  Board  when  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner was  present.  The  result  was, 
that  you  increased  the  difficulty  of  deal- 
ins  with  the  question,  and  you  practi- 
caBy  brought  down  the  work  to  the 
narrowest  possible  limits.  Now,  the 
work  of  the  Charity  Commission  itself 
is  a  very  largely  increasing  work.  For 
the  last  20  years  it  has  been  going  on 
augmeinting  at  a  rate  that  makes  it  quite 
Bumcient  ror  the  Commission  to  deal 
with  without  undertaking  the  work  of 
the  Endowed  Schools  in  addition.  The 
two  previous  Chief  Charity  Commis- 
sioners— Mr.  Peter  Erie  and  Sir  James 
Hill — found  the  work  more  than  they 
could  well  get  through ;  and  I  understand 
that  it  was  the  anxiety  displayed  by  Sir 
James  Hill  to  accomplish,  with  one  Com- 
misflioner,  the  work  of  two,  that  aided 
very  materially  in  brinnng  about  his 
death.  He  found  the  labour  was  far 
more  than  he  ought  to  undertake.  To 
show  the  increased  nature  of  the  work 
of  the  Charity  Commission,  perhaps  the 
Committee  will  allow  me  to  point  out 
that  in  1861,  207  orders  were  made  by 
the  Commissioners.  In  1862  the  num- 
ber had  increased  to  280,  and  it  has  been 
going  on  augmenting  ever  since  until 
mst  year,  1880,  it  reached  444  schemes. 
That  represents  the  charitable  work 
alone;  but  let  me  point  out  what  the 
amount  of  stock  transferred  has  been. 
It  began  with  £6,360  in  1854,  and  it 
now  amounts  to  £11,443,000,  of  which 
£1,500,000  has  been  invested,  so  that,  in 
roond  numbers,  a  sum  of  £10,000,000 
has  been  transferred.  Every  trans- 
fer has  to  be  brought  before  the  Board, 
and,  of  course,  a  large  amount  of 
additional  work  is  necessarily  devolved 
upon  them.  The  Commissioners  them- 
fldves,  in  their  last  Beport,  speak  of 
the  increase  of  the  work.  My  hon. 
Friend  has  un^ed  the  importajice  of 
■fcraigtliening  me  staff  of  the  Commis- 
mm ;  and  we  have  pointed  out  in  our 


24th  Eeport  the  amount  of  labour  which 
the  effective  regulation  of  the  public  inte- 
rest in  the  Parochial  Charities  of  the  City 
of  London  would  require.  My  hon .  Friend 
himself  brought  in  a  Bill  this  Session 
which  most  Members  will  regret  he  was 
unable  to  pass  dealing  with  the  Paro- 
chial Charities  of  London.  If  it  had 
passed,  it  would  have  done  much  to  in- 
crease the  work  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
sion. The  result  of  placing  on  the  Com- 
mission the  double  work  of  the  Charity 
Commission  and  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commission  has  really  been  to  block  the 
progress  of  the  two  Commissions,  and 
to  hinder  effective  dealing  both  with 
the  Charity  Commission  work  and  the 
work  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Commis- 
sion. I  will  point  out  to  the  Committee 
how  the  Endowed  Schools  Commission 
Etands  now.  Since  the  year  1869,  the 
amount  regulated  by  new  schemes  in  a 
period  of  now  nearly  12  years  has  been 
£294,000  per  annum,  and  there  remains 
stiU  to  be  dealt  with  of  educational 
schemes  more  than  £340,000  per  annum, 
in  addition  to  a  number  of  other  endow- 
ments which  are  only  partly  educational. 
It  is,  therefore,  not  unreasonable  to  say 
that  it  will  take  a  quarter  of  a  century, 
at  the  present  rate  of  progress,  to  deal 
with  the  educational  endowments  of  Eng- 
land alone.  In  the  present  state  of 
middle  class  education,  I  would  ask  the 
Committee  if  that  is  at  all  a  satisfactory 
state  of  things  ?  As  my  hon.  Friend  has 
stated,  we  were  told  in  1869  that  in  the 
course  of  six  or  seven  years  we  should 
have  dealt  with  the  whole  of  the  educa- 
tional endowments  of  the  country.  We 
have  now  reached  the  year  1881 ;  and  at 
the  rate  of  progress  we  are  now  making 
it  is  still  contemplated  that  it  will  take  a 
quarter  of  a  century  before  the  work  is 
completed.  The  matter  is  too  serious  to 
be  passed  over  lightly,  and  some  effectual 
means  must  be  devised  for  dealing  with 
it.  I  believe  it  is  the  fact  that  many  of 
the  schemes  already  passed  now  urgently 
stand  in  need  of  revision ;  and,  owing  to 
the  want  of  inspection  and  examination, 
many  have  not  been  put  in  operation. 
Indeed,  there  seems  to  be  no  sort  of 
control  over  those  which  the  Commission 
have  passed.  The  Commissioners  ask, 
in  their  last  Beport,  that  there  should 
be  examination  and  inspection ;  and  I 
must  say  that  the  way  in  which  that 
Beport  was  denouncedin  *  *  another  place" 
was  most  extraordinary.    It  was  one  of 
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the  most  astoniBhiiig  things  I  ever  heard 
of  in  the  course  of  my  life.  All  that  was 
asked  for  was  what  was  reasonable  to 
carry  into  full  effect  the  schemes  framed 
by  the  Commission ;  and  it  was  one  of 
the  most  extraordinary  statements  ever 
made  that  the  Commissioners  desired  to 
constitute  themselves  into  a  roving  Com- 
mission, in  order  to  deal  with  all  the 
charities  all  over  the  country.  All  the 
Commissioners  asked  in  their  Report  was 
that  they  should  have  the  means  of  exa- 
mining the  working  of  the  schemes 
after  they  have  framed  them,  in  order  to 
see  whether  they  are  put  fairly  into  ope- 
ration .  They  further  proposed  that  they 
should  have  power  to  inspect  the  schools 
once  in  three  years,  in  oraer  to  see  that 
they  were  doing  their  work  satisfactorily. 
Every  hon.  Member  will  recognize  how 
important  the  inspection  of  the  schools 
is  as  an  educational  matter.  I  think  that 
there  should  be  a  periodical  Beport  as  to 
the  working  of  the  schools,  showing  what 
their  condition  is,  and  how  they  compare 
with  one  another.  I  know  myself  of 
various  schools  in  regard  to  which 
schemes  have  been  framed  by  the  Com- 
mission ;  but,  because  there  has  been  no 
inspection  and  no  examination  within 
the  last  10  or  11  years,  some  of  these 
schemes,  which  started  very  well,  and 
began  to  do  noble  work,  are  now  falling 
into  disuse  and  decay.  All  I  can  say 
now  is  that  the  whole  question  must 
be  dealt  with  in  the  coming  year.  The 
only  desire  of  Her  Majesty's  Gk>vem- 
ment  is  to  promote  the  true  interests  of 
the  education  of  the  country.  We  only 
desire  that  what  is  eiven  through  the 
means  of  these  charitable  endowments 
shall  be  useful  to  the  poor  as  well  as 
advantageous  to  the  children  of  the 
middle  classes.  I  trust  that  during  the 
Recess,  seeing  that  we  are  bound  to  con- 
sider the  subject,  and  that  the  Commis- 
sion must  be  renewed,  or  a  new  Commis- 
sion appointed  in  the  coming  year — I 
trust  tnat  we  shall  be  able  to  devise 
some  measure  that  wiU,  while  consult- 
ing the  interests  of  the  schools  them- 
selves, afford  adequate  means  for  their 
examination,  and  utilize  the  vast  endow- 
ments of  the  country  in  the  promotion 
of  the  higher  education  of  the  people, 
and  in  opening  up  the  means  of  educa- 
tion to  poor  and  clever  children. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  said,  he  heartily 
and  cordiallv  agreed  in  much  that  had 
fallen  from  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
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for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Biyce^ ;  biit» 
at  the  same  time,  he  regarded  witn  some 
reluctance  the  proposal  to  give  larger 
powers  to  the  present  Charity  Oommis- 
sion.  The  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  as  to  the  intention  of  the  (}a- 
vemment  to  deal  with  the  qneetion  next 
Session  was  entirely  satisiiBCtory ;  hat 
he  was  anxious  to  point  out  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  desirability,  when 
the  subject  was  taken  up  by  the  Gfoveam- 
ment  next  year,  of  not  going  too  far  in 
the  direction  of  centralization.  They 
must  all  remember  the  vigilance  of  tibe 
opposition  that  was  brought  to  bear  on 
the  Endowed  Schools  Commission  which 
was  dispossessed  in  1874 ;  and,  at  the 
same  time,  it  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  in  a  great  number  of  these  local 
questions  there  were  a  great  many  local 
prejudices  to  consult  which  required  a 
certain  amount  of  local  knowleage/  and 
with  respect  to  which  a  boiurd  in  London 
would  find  itself  incompetent  to  deal. 
He  wished  to  point  out  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend  that  when  the  Government  took 
up  the  question,  they  ought,  as  far  as 
possible,  to  give  to  the  looal  authorities 
in  various  parts  of  the  country  powers 
analogous,  or  to  some  extent  analogons, 
in  dealing  with  Charities  and  Endowed 
Schools,  to  those  possessed  at  the  pre- 
sent time  by  the  Charity  Commission. 
By  that  means,  he  thought  Uiey  would 
be  able  to  get  rid  of  a  great  deal  of  the 
local  prejudice  and  intonse  local  inita^ 
tion  which  reduced  to  a  wreck  the  great 
measure  passed  in  1869.  If  the  hoar  of 
the  night  had  not  been  so  advanced  he 
would  have  wished  to  say  a  few  wordi 
from  his  own  personal  knowledge  in  re- 
^^d  to  the  gpreat  Endowed  InstitutioiL 
m  London,  in  respect  of  which  he  was  a 
Gbvemor  —  Christ's  Hospital.  But  at 
that  lato  hour  he  would  not  integers 
with  the  course  of  Public  BosincM  fur- 
ther than  to  say,  without  desiring  in  the 
least  to  impute  motives  to  the  Gtovemon 
of  Christ's  Hospital,  that  nothing  could 
be  more  unsatisfactory  than  its  preeeat 
condition  in  reg^d  to  the  relations  be- 
tween the  Governing  Body  and  the  Cha- 
rity Commission.  He  hoped  Ms  tight 
hon.  Friend  would  bear  these  remaifa  vk 
mind  when  he  came  to  deal  with  the 
question  next  year. 

Mr.  DGNAIdSGN-HUDSON  Mid, 
he  rose  for  the  purpose  of  thMilnng  the 
right  hon.  (Hntumaa  the  Yioe  FreeulsHft 
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of  Qie  Oonncil  for  the  promise  he  hod 
held  out  to  the  House  and  the  country 
that  some  system  of  inspection  would 
be  carried  out  in  future  in  regard  to  the 
middle  class  schools.  Having  been  Chair- 
man of  the  Gt)Teming  Body  of  a  small 
Endowed  School  in  the  country,  he  could 
bear  his  testimony  to  the  fact  that  one 
of  the  greatest  difficulties  the  Governors 
had  to  contend  with  was  the  difficulty  of 
getting  their  schools  properly  examined 
and  inspected  from  time  to  time.  One 
of  the  schools  with  which  he  was  con- 
nected, although  it  had  only  a  small 
income,  educated  100  children.  There  was 
another  point  that  was  also  of  import- 
ance, and  that  was  the  selection  of 
teachers.  He  and  his  colleagues,  as 
Qovemorsof  an  Endowed  School,  had  not 
had  the  assistance  of  the  Education  De- 
partment in  the  training,  selection,  and 
nomination  of  teachers.  They  were  very 
much  at  the  mercy  of  any  persons  who 
proposed  to  go  to  them  for  the  somewhat 
low  fees  they  were  able  to  pay.  He 
therefore  hoped,  through  the  operation 
of  some  measure  for  the  registration  of 
teachers,  or  in  some  other  way,  it 
might  be  practicable  to  provide  means 
for  affording  the  Governors  who  had  the 
management  of  these  schools  an  oppor- 
tunity of  Icnowing  where  to  apply  to  for 
thoroughly  competent  teachers.  As  far 
as  his  own  experience  went,  these  were 
the  two  CTeat  difficulties  in  the  manage- 
ment of  Endowed  Schools — namely,  the 
aeleotion  of  teachers  and  the  securing  of 
an  efficient  inspection. 

Mb.  BBYCE  said,  that  after  the  satis- 
factory statement  of  his  riffht  hon.  Friend 
the  vice  President  of  the  Council,  he 
would  only  venture  to  express  a  hope 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  woiud 
not  only  bring  in  a  satisfactory  measure 
next  year  for  dealing  with  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commission,  but  that  he  would 
also  be  able  to  deal  with  the  Charitable 
TmatsBiU. 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  thought  that  one 
or  two  inaccurate  statements  had  been 
made  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  introduced  the 
subject  (Mr.  Bryce)  made  a  very  able 
speech,  to  which  he  had  listened  with 
great  interest ;  but  the  hon.  Member  did 
not  seem  to  recollect  the  whole  history 
of  this  important  transaction.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  of  the  slow  progress 
which  had  undoubtedly  been  made,  and 
wUflih  lie  (Mr.  Talbot)  would  be  one  of 


the  last  to  deny.  He  was  very  sorry 
that  the  progress  had  not  been  gpreater ; 
but  he  thought  it  ought  not  to  be  for- 
gotten that  the  slow  progress  did  not 
entirely  date  from  the  year  1874.  The 
first  legislation  upon  the  subject  took 
place  in  1869,  and  it  was  then  expected 
that  the  work  would  be  completed  in 
four  or  five  years.  But,  notwithstand- 
ing all  the  energy  of  the  gentlemen  who 
constituted  the  Endowed  Schools  Com- 
mission— of  whose  energy,  ability,  and 
integrity  there  could  be  no  doubt — when 
the  year  1874  arrived  the  work  had  not 
been  half  done.  Indeed,  it  was  not  much 
more  than  one-quarter  done.  Therefore, 
while  not  wishing  to  extenuate  the  slow 
progress  which  had  been  made  alto- 
gether, he  did  not  think  it  was  fair  to 
put  the  whole  of  the  blame  upon  the 
progpress  which  had  been  made  since 
1874. 

Mb.  BBYCE  said,  he  had  no  inten- 
tion of  imputing  blame  to  the  present 
Board  for  their  action  in  the  matter. 
All  he  wished  to  say  was,  that  the  pro- 
gress had  been  even  slower  since  1874 
than  it  had  been  before. 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  the  expla- 
nation  of  the  hon.  Member  set  the  matter 
right ;  but  without  such  explanation  any- 
one hearing  his  speech,  or  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  would  have 
fallen  into  the  error  of  supposing  that 
the  Commission,  which  had  been  in 
charge  of  the  Endowed  Schools  since 
1874,  were  solely  to  blame  for  the  slow 
progress  which  had  been  made.  He 
now  wished  to  ask  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  a  point  raised  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Council.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  imply  that  when  the  Conser- 
vative Government  came  into  Office  in 
1874  they  had  a  desire  to  retard  the 
work  of  the  Commission.  Now,  he  did 
not  know  what  the  motives  of  the  Con- 
servative Government  might  have  been 
when  they  entered  upon  Office ;  but  he 
did  not  believe  that  anybody  wished  to 
retard  the  progress  of  the  work  of  the 
Commission.  AH  he  knew  was,  that 
some  Members  of  the  House  wished  to 

Eut  that  progpress  on  a  slightly  different 
asis  in  regard  to  control.     That  might 
j  have  been  wise  or  it  might  not ;  but  the 
I  desire  was  not  alone  confined  to  the 
Conservative  side  of  the  House.   It  was 
a  point  that  gave  rise  to  serious  delibera- 
tion.   The  late  Government  wished  that 
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the  progress  of  the  Commission  should  be 
greater,  but  without  undue  friction  with 
the  prejudices — or  call  them  what  they 
liked — of  the  persons  who  had  charge  of 
institutions.  He  did  not  see  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord. Lieutenant  in  his  place;  but 
he  was  Cliairman  of  the  Committee 
which  sat  in  1869  upon  the  subject,  and 
he  would  agree  that  this  was  one  of  the 
points  the  Committee  were  most  anxious 
to  consider.  He  (Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot)  did  not 
think  it  would  have  a  brightening  effect 
upon  the  country  generally  if  it  was 
now  to  be  understood  that  on  recon- 
sidering the  question  of  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commission  they  were  going  to 
re-open  the  difficult  question  of  non- 
educational  endowments.  It  was,  no 
doubt,  true,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
said,  that  many  of  these  charities  had 
bieen  greatly  abused,  and  that  the  sys- 
tem of  doles  had  been,  on  the  whole,  un- 
wisely administered.  But,  on  the  other 
hand,  he  thought  it  would  be  a  very 
startling  thing  if  it  were  to  go  forth 
from  that  Committee — and  he  had  risen 
to  enter  his  humble  protest  against  the 
acceptance  of  the  suggestion — that  there 
was  any  intention  of  diverting  the  funds 
which  had  been  designedly  left  for  the 
benefit  of  the  poorest  classes  of  the  com- 
munity to  objects  that  were,  after  all, 
for  the  education  of  the  middle  classes 
only.  It  might  be  wise  to  do  something 
in  that  direction  ;  but  the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets was  simply  this — that  the  Charity 
Commission,  or  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commission,  whichever  body  was  to  act 
in  future,  should  have  the  power  of  ini- 
tiating, in  regard  to  these  doles,  whether 
the  managers  of  them  wished  to  deprive 
them  of  their  present  character  or  not, 
a  scheme  which  should  have  the  effect  of 
making  them  educational  endowments. 
By  that  means,  funds  which  had  been 
left  for  the  benefit  of  the  very  humblest 
portion  of  the  community,  although  it 
might  be  in  a  mistaken  and  misguided 
manner,  would  be  taken  away  from  those 
it  was  intended  to  benefit,  and  applied 
to  the  education  of  the  middle  classes. 
That,  he  thought,  would  be  a  very  dan- 
gerous course  to  take,  to  say  the  least 
of  it.  There  was  only  one  more  remark 
he  would  venture  to  make  on  the  matter, 
and  it  was  this — the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 

Mr.  J.  0.  Talbot 


si)oke  of  the  question  as  one  which 
must  engage  the  attention  of  Parlia- 
ment next  Session.  It  was  obyioiis 
that  as  the  Act  must  expire  next  vear 
something  must  be  done  in  that  dueo- 
tion ;  and;  that  being  so,  he  would  ear- 
nestly press  on  the  Government  that  it 
would  be  unwise  to  make  an  alteration 
in  this  important  question,  either  by 
constituting  a  new  Commission,  or  arm- 
ing the  existing  Commission  with  in- 
creased powers,  without  full  and  delibe- 
rate consideration .  The  constitution  of  the 
original  Commission  was  made  the  subject 
of  a  careful  inquiry  by  a  Committee  of  uiat 
House  ;  and  it  would  be  wise,  if  it  was 
intended  materially  to  alter  the  condi- 
tions under  which  the  Commission  was 
to  work,  to  institute  a  fresh  inquiry 
next  year,  either  by  means  of  a  Bovd 
Commission  or  of  a  Committee  of  tnat 
House.  With  regard  to  the  question  of 
amalgamation,  it  was  said  tnat  harm 
had  been  done  by  uniting  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commission  with  the  Charity 
Commission.  It  might  have  been  so; 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Yice 
President  of  the  Council  had  given  them 
some  important  statistics  as  to  the  in- 
creased work  which  had  fallen  upon  the 
Commission.  That  was  a  matter  which 
probably  ought  to  be  determined  before 
they  renewed  the  connection  between 
the  charitable  work  and  the  educational 
work ;  but  it  was  only  fair  to  the  late 
Conservative  Government  to  say  that, 
although  they  were  often  charged  with 
extravagance  and  lavish  expenditure, 
this  was  an  attempt  to  amalgamate  two 
Commissions,  and  if  it  had  not  proved 
successful,  at  any  rate  it  was  an  attempt 
in  the  direction  of  economy.  Person- 
ally, he  should  certainly  not  stand  there 
as  an  obstructive  of  any  weU-oonsidered 
change  ;  but  he  hoped  it  would  not  go 
forth  to  the  countiy  without  chailenge 
that  any  fundamental  alteration  shoiud 
be  made  without  due  and  careful  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  THOROLD  HOGEBS  wished  to 
say  a  word  in  answer  to  the  remarks 
which  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford  (Mr.  J.  0. 
Talbot).  As  far  as  he  knew,  Uiere  had 
never  been  a  case  in  which  any  chari- 
table endowment  had  been  deviated  in 
the  direction  of  education  without 
coupling  the  educational  scheme  with 
madiinery  which  enabled  boys  to  rise 
from  the  national  schools  to  the  gramp 
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mar  sohools.  He  Icnew  of  one  case,  in 
Bristol,  in  which  the  diange  took  pre- 
cisely  that  form,  and  the  endowment 
was  made  the  means  of  {)romoting  boys 
from  the  national  schools  into  the  Bristol 
GFrammar  School.  The  same  sort  of 
thing  had  happened  in  the  City  of 
Oxford.  Some  doles  had  been  le&  for 
purposes  that  were  entirely  obsolete,  and 
they  were  taken  away  and  given  to  the 
gpranmiar  school;  but  provision  was 
made  by  means  of  which  dots  from  the 
lowest  stratum  of  society  in  Oxford  were 
enabled  to  enter  the  grammar  school. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  every  hon.  Member 
knew  that  iJl  the  Endowed  Schools  of 
the  country  had  been  originally  intended 
for  the  poor. 

Mb.  BBYOE  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford  (Mr.  J.  G. 
Talbot)  had  fallen  into  an  error.  He 
(Mr.  Bxyce)  had  not  intended  to  imply 
uiat  any  of  the  funds  now  given  to  the 
poor  should  be  taken  away  from  them 
and  given  to  the  middle  class.  To  the 
best  of  his  belief  he  had  stated  dis- 
tinctly that,  in  taking  the  initiative,  the 
Commission  should  be  restricted  by 
ample  safeguards,  and  that  equivalent 
advantages  should  be  secured  to  the 
poor. 

Mb.  EINIOAN  asked  whether  any- 
thing had  been  done  since  last  year 
with  regard  to  Jackson's  Trust  Fund  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  was  un- 
able to  answer  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  at  the  moment ;  but  if  he  would 
make  an  application  inquiries  should  be 
made. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £18,798,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  CSivil  Service  Commission. 

Mb.  ABTHUE  O'CONNOR  inquired 
as  to  the  amount  of  fees  paid  by  candi- 
dates at  the  Army  examinations  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  said,  that  nothing 
oonld  be  more  imsatisfactory,  or  even 
scandalous,  than  the  present  system  of 
oondnoting  military  examinations.  He 
believed  that  on  the  last  occasion  of 
flie  examination  in  connection  with  the 
Woolwich  Military  Academy  there  was 
in  the  morning  a  concert  and  in  the 
evening  a  recital  in  the  Hall  where  the 
examinations  were  conducted,  which 
oonld  not  but  interfere  very  much  with 
tiie  proceedings.  He  had  always  been 
in  favour  of  tiie  system  of  competitive 
examination ;  but  it  seemed  to  hun  very 


difficult  to  attain  to  a  proper  standard 
in  the  examinations  if  such  a  state  of 
things  were  allowed  to  continue. 

Mr.  CHILDEBS  said,  he  had  strongly 
pressed  upon  the  authorities  that  they 
should  take  steps  for  obtaining  better 
accommodation  for  the  purpose  of  these 
examinations;  and  he  trusted  that  his 
representations  would  this  year  lead  to 
a  more  satisfactory  arrangement.  The 
Commissioners  of  Works  had  sought 
for  a  room  more  adapted  for  the  exami- 
nations ;  but,  up  to  the  present,  unfor- 
tunately, they  had  not  been  able  to 
meet  with  one  in  which  a  sufficiently 
large  number  of  persons  could  be  pro- 
vided for.  The  Gt)vemment  were,  how- 
ever, fully  alive  to  the  position  of 
affairs. 

Mr.  THOROLD  ROGERS  asked  why 
the  fees  for  the  Civil  Service  of  India 
examinations  were  paid  into  the  India 
Exchequer  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  that  the  ques- 
tion was  about  to  be  taken  up  by  the 
Government. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  would  make  inquiries,  before 
the  Vote  was  reported,  on  the  question 
of  the  amount  of  fees  payable  by  candi- 
dates at  the  Army  examinations. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(3.)  £9,466,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Copyhold,  Inclosure,  and  Tithe  Com- 
mission. 

(4)  £4,425,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Inclosure  and  Drainage  Acts,  Im- 
prest Expenses. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  that 
this  Vote  was  one  of  several  instances 
of  the  public  money  being  advanced  and 
not  repaid.  There  was  a  note  relating 
to  this  charge  which  said  that  the  whole 
of  this  Vote  was  a  temporary  advance, 
which  was  to  be  repaid  to  the  Exche- 
quer when  the  works  of  inclosure  and 
drainage  were  completed.  But  the  fact 
with  regard  to  this  Vote  was  that,  al- 
though a  considerable  sum  was  annually 
repaid,  it  did  not  amount  to  the  whole 
sum  advanced ;  and,  therefore,  the 
amount  of  the  arrears  increased  rapidly. 
The  matter  had  already  been  before  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee,  who  had 
urged  a  reduction  of  the  arrears,  but, 
up  to  the  present  time,  without  success. 
In  the  year  1878  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Lord  Frede- 


219 


Supply — Civil 


(COMMONS) 


Birwici  A^uMto. 


220 


rick  CaTendish),  and  in  1880  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Midhurtt  (Sir 
Henry  Holland),  as  Chairmen  of  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee,  had  both 
inquired  into  the  subject ;  and  in  reply 
to  the  inouiry  as  to  whether  any  arrangje- 
ment  haa  been  made  for  providing  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  General  with 
particulars  to  enable  him  to  report  to 
Parliament  the  progress  made  with  re- 
fi^ard  to  these  loans,  an  answer  was  sent 
by  an  official  to  the  effect  that  he  re- 
n^tted  to  say  that  he  could  not  report 
fliat  any  arrangement  had  been  made. 
The  Committee  would  be  aware  that  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  General  was  an 
officer  specially  appointed  by  the  House 
to  investigate  questions  of  this  nature ; 
and  yet  it  was  found  that  the  very 
materials  necessary  for  his  investiga- 
tions were  withheld  from  him.  As  he 
had  xx>ii>ted  out,  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee  had  expressed  regret  at  the 
delay  that  had  taken  place,  and  pointed 
out  that  the  question  was  one  which 
ought  to  be  settled  as  soon  as  possible. 
The  subject  had  been  before  the  Com- 
mittee again  in  the  present  year,  and  it 
was  stated  at  last  that  the  Commissioners 
had  furnished  some  accounts  of  a  frag- 
mentary character,  and  that  a  satisfac- 
tory examination  of  accounts  was  hoped 
for  in  the  future.  He  regarded  this  as 
scarcely  a  satisfactory  state  of  affairs.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  this  Vote  was  not  merely 
a  temporary  advance,  because  it  was 
perfectly  certain  that  a  great  deal  of  the 
money  could  not  and  would  not  be  re- 
covered. Although  it  was  certain  that 
there  would  be  a  loss,  it  was  uncertain 
what  the  amount  of  loss  would  be ;  and 
he  questioned  whether  the  noble  Lord, 
on  me  part  of  the  Government,  could 
tell  the  Committee  the  amount  of  money 
which  had  been  advanced,  the  amount 
which  had  been  repaid,  the  amount  which 
was  still  outstandinc^,  or  the  amount 
which  would  have  to  be  wiped  off  as  an 
irrecoverable  arrear,  and  charged  against 
the  country.  He  regarded  this  case  as 
a  fair  illustration  of  the  statement  that 
the  system  of  advancing  money  to  be 
recovered,  if  possible,  from  parties  who 
were  not  in  a  position  to  repay  it  was 
an  unsound  one. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
pointed  out  that  more  than  £8,000  had 
Deen  repaid  last  year,  and  that  the  net 
loss  was  about  £800. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Arthur  (f  Connor 


(50  £27,283,  to  oomplete  the  mim  for 
the  Ejcchequer  and  Auait  Department. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said, 
that,  notwithstanding  the  importanoe 
of  the  duties  of  the  Comptroller  and 
Auditor  General,  that  officer,  unfinv 
tunately,  did  not  receive  from  the 
Public  Departments,  whose  Aoooonts  he 
had  to  examine,  that  assistance  whioh  it 
was  desirable  he  should  have.  There 
was  probably  no  Department  of  the 
Public  Service  whose  Accounts  wonld 
be  more  improved  by  a  careful  over- 
hauling than  the  War  Office;  and  yst 
theaudit  which  the  Comptroller  and  Audi- 
tor General  was  able  to  give  of  the  Ac- 
counts of  that  Department  was  little 
more  than  an  appropriation  audit.  Even 
the  first  Army  Vote  had  never  yet  been 
examined  in  detail,  but  only  partiallv, 
by  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  (JenenI ; 
but  the  Committee  would  see  the  im- 
mense advantage  of  having  a  oarefbl 
and  detailed  examination  of  that  ex- 
penditure by  an  independent  body.  He 
would  merely  point  to  one  it^,  the 
Stock  Purse  Fund  of  the  Ouards.  For 
25  years  that  House  had  voted  some- 
thing like  £6,000  annually  for  fhs 
Hospital  and  Recruiting  Servioe  of  the 
Brigade  of  Guards  in  perfect  ignoranoe 
that  the  money  was  not  used  lor  the 
purposes  for  which  it  was  intended, 
but  that  it  found  its  way  into  the  podkeis 
of  the  officers  of  the  Brigade,  and  that 
the  hospital  and  recruiting  expenses 
were  paid  for  out  of  other  moneys. 
Under  that  system  the  officers  of  us 
Guards  had  divided  amongst  themselTSi 
since  the  Crimean  War  a  sum  of  money 
which,  in  the  afl^greffate,  amounted  to 
£  1 50,000.  But  direcUy  the  Comptroller 
and  Auditor  General  got  a  hold  upon 
the  Army  Votes .  that  system  had  en- 
tirely disappeared,  the  War  Office  autho- 
rities having  found  it  necessary  to  admit 
that  the  money  had  not  altogether  beea 
applied  to  the  purposes  for  which  it  wsi 
voted.  There  were,  it  appeared,  certain 
allowances  to  the  officers  carefully  veiled 
in  the  Returns  furnished,  and  which 
were  for  a  long  time  kept  from  the 
knowledge  of  the  public,  but  which  vp' 
peared  in  the  Army  Estimates  as  nov 
drawn  up.  Ho  mentioned  this  ease  si 
an  illustration  of  the  immense  advan- 
tage in  the  way  of  preventing  iobbeqf 
which  resulted  from  an  independent  in- 
vestigation by  such  an  officer  as  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  CheneraL    Boi» 


SSI  Si^lt—Cwit  I  JuLT  2i 

apart  from  that,  there  was  a  ByBtem  of 
andit  in  the  War  Ofllce  which  hod  this 
great  weakneas  about  it,  that  every  De- 
partmental Auditor  was  obliged  to  paas 
charges  irhioh  he  himaelf  might  niow 
to  bemong — that  vas  to  say,  where  the 
money,  as  in  the  case  he  had  referred  to, 
did  not  go  for  the  purpose  inteuded. 
The  charge  was  covered  by  the  authority 
of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  he  wbm  a 
aabordinate  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 
The  audit  of  the  War  Office  was  a  per- 
fect faroe,  there  being  no  indepenaent 
audit  at  all ;  and  thoie  who  knew  the 
details  of  the  Service  knew  that  the 
Andit  Department  should  be  handed 
over  in  its  entirety  to  the  Comptroller 
and  Auditor  General,  and  placed  in  a 
poaitiou  of  independence  so  far  as  the 
War  Office  was  concerned.  He  would 
not  go  into  other  matters  in  reaard  to 
the  work  of  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor 
General ;  but  it  struck  him  (Mr.  A. 
O'Gonnor)  that  there  were  a  great  many 
aooonnta  which  it  would  be  well  to  have 
audited  by  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor 
General.  He  did  not  know  whether  the 
UetropoKtan  Police  Accounts  could  pro- 
perly be  submitted  to  him  for  the  pur- 
pose. He  did  not  think  they  were 
andited  by  that  official  ;.but,  at  any  rate, 
fliere  were  a  good  many  accounts  that 
aaoaped  him  which  ought  not  to  do  so. 
There  was  an  item  on  the  Paper  which 
Btnok  him  as  being  very  singular  — 
namely,  £25  for  the  purveyor  of  lun- 
cheona.  He  could  not,  for  the  life  of 
him,  imagine  why  a  man  who  entered 
into  a  contract  to  supply  refreshments 
■honld  be  allowed  a  money  grant,  seeing 
fliat  he  made  fair  charges,  had  gas  and 
ooals  for  nothing,  and  lived  rent  &ee. 
He  (Hr.  A.  O'Connor]  thought  it  would 
be  a  very  reasonable  thing  to  reduce  the 
Tote  by  £35. 

Low  FBEDEBICK  CAVENDISH 
■aid,  he  would  not  fbllowthe  hon.  Mem- 
ber into  many  of  his  statements  con- 
eenung  the  audita,  as  this  was  not  a 
Ckvoniable  opportunity  for  the  discue- 
Hon.  He  was  glad  to  be  able  to  say 
that  the  beat  audit  was  now  being  ap- 
plied to  the  Department  mentioned.  As 
io  the  sum  of  £2S,  an  injustice  would 
be  done  if  it  were  not  granted. 

Tote  tyrfwl  to. 

f8.)  £8,086,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Jbfiodly  SocietieB  Begistoy. 

BeiciutioiiH  to  be  reported. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £330,173,  be 

granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  inm 
necesBar;  to  defray  the  CharKe  which  will  come 
in  coarse  of  paymrmt  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  Uareh  1)183,  for  the  Salarte* 
and  Sipflnies  of  the  Looil  Govemment  Board, 
including  various  Qmnts  in  Aid  of  Local  Tazn- 
■■  .n." 

Mb.  B.  N.  FOWLEB  said,  this  was 
a  grant  in  aid  of  local  taxation ;  and  as 
there  were  several  Amendments  and  a 
great  deal  of  discussion  would  take 
place,  and  as  it  wae  already  a  quarter  to 
1,  he  would  move  to  report  FrogresB. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (^r.  S. 
N.  FowUr.) 

LoED  FHEDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that,  under  ordinary  ciroumstanoes, 
it  would  be  advisable  to  report  Progress 
at  that  time  of  the  night ;  nut  they  had 
now  arrived  at  the  end  of  July  and  the 
beginning  of  August,  and  hod  only 
passed  a  few  Votes  in  Supply.  He 
thought,  therefore,  they  should  go  on  a 
little  longer. 

SiK  GEOHGE  CAMPBELL  said,  an 
hon.  Member  opposite  had  an  important 
Scotch  question  to  raise  on  that  Vote — 
a  question  in  which  the  peirole  of  Scot- 
land took  great  interest,  it  was  unde- 
sirable that  it  should  be  debated  at  that 
time  of  night;  therefore,  he  trusted  the 
Government  would  agree  to  the  Motion. 

Mb,  R.  N.  FOWLER  said,  he  pre- 
sumed they  would  have  all  Monday 
night  for  the  Estimates,  and  the  noble 
Lord  would  then  be  able  to  get  a  good 
deal  of  money.  Under  those  circum- 
stances, and  seeing,  as  had  just  been 
stated,  that  an  important  question  was 
to  be  raised  on  the  Vote,  it  was  not  un- 
reasonable to  ask  that  Progress  should 
be  reported.  There  were  17  Orders  of 
the  Day ;  and,  as  one  or  two  of  them  in- 
volved important  queatious,  the  House 
should  be  allowed  some  little  time  to  go 
through  them.  

Lonn  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  nearly  all  the  Orders  of  the 
Day  were  blocked.  He  would  not  pro- 
pose to  take  the  Vote  upon  which,  as  it 
was  said,  an  important  question  was  to 
be  raised ;  but  he  would  appeal  to  his 
hon.  Friend  to  allow  them  to  take  what 
Votes  were  not  ^poaed. 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  that,  look- 
ing at  the  period  of  the  Session,  it  was 
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not  unreasonable  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  ask  the  Committee  to  go 
on  a  little  later. 

Mb.  EYLANDS  said,  that,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  they  had  now 
nearly  reached  the  period  at  which  it 
was  usual  to  end  the  Session,  and  at 
which  shooting  commenced,  hon.  Mem- 
bers ought  to  assist  the  Government  to 
make  progress  with  Supply,  even  at 
some  personal  sacrifice.  He  would, 
therefore,  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  London  (Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler)  to 
withdraw  his  Motion.  It  would  be  pos- 
sible to  dispose,  at  any  rate,  of  a  few 
Votes  to-night. 

Mr.  0*D0NNELL  would  undertake 
to  say  that  that  was  the  first  time  in  his 
Parliamentary  career  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  By  lands)  had 
suggested  that  they  should  hurry  over 
their  Business  in  order  that  they  might 
go  to  shoot.  He  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  was 
at  a  loss  to  suppose  what  had  produced 
so  marked  a  change  in  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. There  had  been  references  made 
to  the  lateness  of  the  hour  at  which  the 
important  question  with  which  that  dis- 
cussion commenced  —  namely,  that  on 
the  Endowed  Schools  system — was  taken, 
and  on  that  point  he  could  say  that  a 
great  many  Members  who  had  observa- 
tions to  make  had  refrained  from  mak- 
ing them  because  it  was  too  late.  They 
were  now  asked,  at  a  still  later  hour,  to 
go  on  with  the  discussion  of  the  Esti- 
mates and  vote  public  money.  He  did 
not  think,  from  the  hour  and  the  time 
they  had  been  sitting,  that  the  Com- 
mittee were  in  a  position  to  discriminate 
between  the  Business  which  was  so  un- 
important that  it  might  be  safely  hur- 
ried over  and  the  Business  that  was  so 
important  to  deserve  attention  and  full 
discussion.  The  real  Business  was  the 
voting  of  Supply ;  and  unless  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  a  fair  opportunity  of  scruti- 
nizing the  channels  into  which  the  money 
was  to  go,  oven  by  the  present  most  vir- 
tuous of  Ministries  there  might  be  reck- 
less and  ill-considered  expenditure. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  You, 
Mr.  Playfair,  have  put  this  Vote  from 
the  Chair,  and  I  wish  to  ask  you  whe- 
ther it  is  possible  to  withdraw  it  in 
order  to  take  unopposed  Votes?  I 
would  remind  you,  Sir,  that  on  a  pre- 
vious occasion  you  ruled  that  a  Vote, 
having  been  put,  could  not  be  with- 
drawn. 

Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot 


The  CHAIRHAN:  A  Vote  cannot 
be  postponed  by  a  Motion ;  but  if  the 
Government  desire  to  withdraw  a  Vote 
they  can  do  so.    

Mr.  LABOUCHEHE  said,  that  some 
hon.  Members  seemed  to  think  that  there 
were  onlv  two  things  to  be  done  at  this 
period  of  the  year — either  to  ait  here,  or 
shoot  partridges.  So  far  as  he  was  oon- 
cemed,  he  should  shoot  nothing ;  but  he 
did  not  want  to  sit  in  the  House  of 
Commons  beyond  the  month  of  August 
If  they  did  not  take  Supply  up  to  a 
later  hour  than  this  they  wonld  asmizedlj 
have  to  sit  into  September.  The  next 
Vote  was  for  the  Lunacy  Commission  of 
England,  and  he  did  not  suppose  that 
any  hon.  Member  from  Ireland  or  any- 
where else  intended  seriously  to  oppose 
that  Voto  being  granted ;  therefore,  he 
would  ask  the  hon.  Member  to  withdraw 
his  Motion,  and  allow  the  Business  to 
be  proceeded  with. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL :  Does  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  suflmst  a 
certain  connection  between  the  Voto  he 
speaks  of  and  the  hon.  Members  who 
desire  to  carry  on  Business  beyond  a 
certain  hour  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHEBE  :  Yes. 

Mr.  a.  MOORE  said,  that  if  P^x>giess 
were  now  reported  they  would  get 
through  a  large  number  of  Votes  on 
Monday,  as  there  would  be  no  delay, 
such  as  there  was  now,  over  the  un- 
opposed Votes. 

Mr.  RAMSAY  appealed  to  the  Oom- 
mittoe  to  allow  unopposed  Business  to 
be  taken  for  a  short  time. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  hon.  Members 
opposite  who  were  intorestod  in  Votes  not 
yet  reached  were  exceedingly  anzioas 
that  they  should  get  over  these  inter- 
mediate Votes  as  soon  as  possible,  and 
then  report  Frogpress,  so  that,  at  the 
next  Sitting,  tlie  proposals  they  wished 
to  discuss  should  come  on  without  delay, 
and  they  should  have  an  opportunity 
of  making  their  elaborately  prepared 
speeches  at  a  time  at  which  they  would 
be  reported.  These  hon.  Memliera  had 
regard  only  to  their  own  personal  oon- 
venience.  The  Committee,  however, 
were  concerned  in  the  administration  of 
the  public  funds.  There  was  no  Voto  here 
that  was  not  a  contentious  Voto.  Hon. 
Members  seemed  to  think  that  the  Eng^ 
lish  Lunacy  Vote  was  not  one  in  whidi 
Irish  Members  could  take  any  interest; 
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but  to  show  them  that  this  wu  not  the 
&ot,  he  had  here  four  pages  of  notes 
from  the  Beporta  of  the  Lunacy  Gom- 
misaioners,  and  four  columns  of  notes 
from  variouB  reports  ^m  the  medical 
authoritiea  conoenung  the  treatment  of 
lunatics  in  this  country  cnt  from  Tht 
LttHCtt.  He  thought  it  'was  not  at  all 
difflonlt  to  show  that,  in  man;  respects, 
the  Lunacy  Commissioners  of  England 
had  not  done  all  that  they  might  hare 
done  in  their  office.  He,  therefore,  ob- 
jected entirely  to  the  statement  that  the 
Ijunacy  Yote  for  England  was  a  non- 
contentious  Tote.  He  would  defy  any 
hon.  Member  to  mentton  a  single  Yote 
in  Clau  II.  which  was  a  non- contentious 
Vote. 

Hk.  BIGGAB  said,  he  had  had  con- 
•iderable  ezperienoo  of  similar  wrangles 
aa  to  reporting  Frogress,  and  he  had 
d  this — that  the  Government  were 


good  deal  of  time  and  expeni 
deal  of  heat  unnecessarily,  and  without 
doing  good  to  anyone.  It  was  looked 
on  as  an  established  rule  that  no  public 
money  ahould  be  voted  after  hau-paat 
12  o'clock  at  night,  and  he  did  not  see 
vhy  that  rule  should  be  set  aside  now. 
It  woold  be  a  saving  of  time  for  the  Qo- 
Temment  to  give  way,  for  the  unopposed 
Totes  wonld  be  got  through  as  rapidly 
aa  possible  on  Monday,  whereas  now 
they  would  lead  to  continued  wrangling. 
They  had  already  wasted  more  time  than 
it  would  take  on  Uonday  to  go  through 
them.  The  Government  would  have  in 
the  end  to  give  way.  They  seemed  to 
think  that  time  was  valuable  at  I  o'clock 
in  the  morning ;  but  they  evidently  did 
not  attach  much  value  to  the  early  part 
of  the  day,  otherwise  they  would  not,  at 
4  o'clock,  come  down  and  read  long 
speeches  in  reply  to  questioua.  He 
would  not  name  any  individual  Minis- 
ter ;  but  they  all  knew  that  this  sort  of 
'filing  was  done.  And  now,  when  hon. 
ICembera  wanted  to  go  to  bed,  the  Oo- 
vemment  made  a  great  point  about 
oettingridof non-eontontiousTotos.  Her 
Majeatjy'B  Ministers  evidently  wanted  to 
gat  BufliQees  dii^sed  of  and  Bills  passed 
at  an  hour  when  they  oould  not  be  care- 
ftlllj  examined  into  or  fully  criticized, 
and  when  hon.  Member's  speeches  could 
not  be  reported  in  the  papers.  This 
aort  of  thing  might  be  very  pleasantly 
oairied  on,  no  doubt,  if  there  was  no 
Oppontion  in  the  House. 
YOL.  OOLXIV.    [TmBD  sbeibs.] 
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Question  put. 

The  Oommittoe  iivuUd: — Ayes  16; 
Noes  73:  Majority  67.— C^^iv.  List, 
No.  3<4,) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  n  enm,  not  ezceediiig  £B,lSfi,  be 
„  anteS  to  Her  Majeeiy,  to  complete  the  iaa 
necessnry  to  d^ny  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  pay ment  during  the  ytex  ending 
on  the  Slit  day  of  Harch  1882,  for  the  SoUriet 
and  Eipenaea  of  tiia  Office  of  the  Commiuicnien 
ia  Liutaoy  in  England." 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  he  and 
several  other  Members  had  been  sitting 
on  a  Committoe  from  12  o'clock  to  4, 
and  almost  incessantly  since  then  they 
had  been  in  the  House.  They  wanted 
now  to  go  to  bed,  and  he  thought  it  per- 
fectly absurd  that  a  Tote  of  public  money 
shoidd  be  taken  at  1  o'clock  in  the 
morning.  He  should  take  every  oppor- 
tunity of  protesting  against  the  practice. 
The  Government  would  have  plenty  of 
time  for  these  Totes  during  the  whole  of 
next  week.  They  had  no  Bills  to  pass,  or 
if  they  had  they  ought  not  to  have  any } 
and  not  a  single  Bill  ought  to  be  read  a 
second  time  ahai  the  Ist  of  August.  He 
begged  to  move  that  the  Chairman  leave 
the  Chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." — ( Colonel  Alexander.) 

LoBD  FEEDEEICK  CATENBISH 
said,  that  as  the  minority  of  the  Com- 
mittee had  not  shown  the  feeling  dis- 
played by  the  majority  he  would  not 
oppose  the  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Jfon- 
dai/  next. 

Committee  also  report  Progress ;  to 
sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

PETROLEUM  (HAWKING)  BIT-L.— [iorJ..] 

{Ifr.  CoKrtiwj.) 

[bIU,  222.]      COUlflTTEE, 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Bill  considered  in  Committoe. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  I  (Fower  to  hawk  petroleum) 
agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Begulations  for  hawking 
petroleum). 

Me.  DILLWYN    said,  the  words 
"  proper  care  shall  be  taken  to  prevent 
I 
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any  petroleum  escaping,"  which  he  pro- 
posed to  omit,  were  too  vague,  and  he 
did  not  think  any  convictions  would 
ever  be  effected  under  them.  Where 
any  person  allowed  petroleum  to  escape 
into  a  sewer,  the  fact  itself  was  sufficient 
evidence  of  a  want  of  care  which  ought 
to  be  subject  to  penalty,  otherwise  people 
would  allow  escapes,  and  then  declare 
that  thoy  had  taken  all  proper  care,  and 
the  magistrate  would  have  to  decide  the 
point.  The  escape  ought  to  carry  the 
penalty  with  it ;  and  he  urged  that  the 
clause  ought  to  be  made  stringent,  for 
the  presence  of  explosive  substances  in 
sewers  was  a  very  serious  thing,  and  they 
could  not  tell  what  mischief  they  might 
cause.  He  proposed,  therefore,  to  get  rid 
of  the  vagueness  of  the  clause,  and  to 
make  it  definite  by  making  the  accident 
itself  proof  of  carelessness. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  1,  leave  out "  proper  care  shall 
be  taken  to  prevent  any  petroleum  escaping," 
and  insert  **  m  the  case  of  any  person  hanng 
the  care  or  charge  of  petroleum  allowing  it  to 
escape."— (3fr.  Dilhtyn.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  he  could  not 
assent  to  the  Amendment,  and  observed 
that  there  was  a  much  more  serious  objec- 
tion to  the  Amendment  than  the  vague- 
ness to  which  the  hon.  Member  objected. 
It  was  not  safe,  it  was  unreasonable,  and 
it  was  not  just.  What  the  Bill  proposed 
to  strike  at  was  the  absence  of  proper 
care  on  the  part  of  any  person  licensed 
to  hawk  petroleum.  The  hon.  Member 
was  not  content  with  that  provision,  but 
wished  to  add  actual  escape  as  subject 
to  penalty.  It  was  not  safe  to  make 
escape  a  subject  of  penalty  before  the 
act  of  carelessness  was  made  penal; 
neither  was  it  just,  because,  altnough 
the  person  mignt  have  taken  the  most 
absolute  care  possible,  yet,  through  some 
defect  which  he  could  not  have  foreseen, 
there  might  be  an  escape.  As  to  the 
clause  being  vague,  it  was  simply  a 
matter  for  the  magistrates  to  decide 
upon  the  evidence  adduced;  and  he 
tnought  the  magistrates  were  perfectly 
competent  to  deal  with  the  matter. 

Mr.  HOFWOOD  thought  the  clause 
vague  as  it  stood  ;  but  he  recognized  the 
difficulty  of  inserting  the  Amendment  in 
the  clause,  drawn,  as  the  Bill  was,  in  a 

Mr.  Dtthoyn 


peculiar  form.  He  agreed  that  there 
should  be  something  in  the  Bill  to  more 
carefuUy  provide  against  oareleameflB; 
but  he  dia  not  think  the  hon.  Member 
had  thoroughly  solved  that  diffioaltj, 
and,  therefore,  he  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  abide  by  the  language  of  the 
clause. 

Mb.'dILLWYN  said,  he  was  willing 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  DILLWTN  said,  he  had  another 
Amendment,  in  line  3,  after  the  word 
*'  sewer,"  to  add  **  shall  on  conviction 
thereof  be  liable  to  the  penalty  herein- 
after imposed ;"  but  it  amounted  to  very 
much  the  same  thing  as  the  Amend- 
ment just  disposed  of,  and  he  would 
not,  therefore,  move  it.  It  appeared  to 
him,  however,  that  the  clause,  as  it 
stood,  was  very  vague  and  indefinite,  and 
that  the  third  Amendment  which  ap- 
peared in  his  name  upon  the  Paper 
would  remove  some  of  uiat  indefimte- 
ness.  The  words  in  the  clause  were 
"  due  precaution,"  and  he  certainly  did 
not  know  what  they  meant ;  and  he  would 
propose  the  substitution  of  words  that 
were  much  more  definite.  He  begged 
to  move  the  Amendment  which  stooa  in 
his  name. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  2,  line  8,  leave  out  froin'*sll,'*  to 
"  hawidng,"  inclusive,  and  inoert  *'  any  penoo 
having  the  care  or  charge  of  petroleum,  who  ihan 
do  any  act  which  may  tend  to  cause  any  Bccident 
by  fire  or  explosion,  and  which  is  not  reasonably 
necessary  for  the  purpose  of  such  hawking,  or 
who  shall  allow  any  unauthorixed  pecsonto 
liave  access  to  the  vessels  containing  uie  petro- 
leum, shall  on  conviction  thereof  Be  liable  to 
the  penalty  hereinafter  imposed. — (Jfr.  Di7^ 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  woids 
prox>osed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 


Mb.  COUBTNEY  said,  he  was  afraid 
the  same  objection  really  applied  to  this 
Amendment  as  to  the  former  one.  In 
the  first  place,  the  proposal  of  his  hon. 
Friend  amounted  to  the  transformation 
of  a  most  important  clause  of  the  BUI. 
There  were  three  things  provided  for  by 
the  clause,  the  third  of  which  was  that 
due  precaution  should,be  exercised;  and, 
although  it  might  be  a  somewhat  vague 
expression,  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
necessities  of  the  case  required  that  some 
latitude  should  be  given  to  the  magia- 
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trates  in  dealing  with  the  oases  likely  to 
be  brought  before  them.  He  could  not 
see  how  there  would  be  any  miscarriage 
of  justice  under  the  clause ;  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  these  words  were  wanted  in 
order  to  cover  cases  where  it  was  made 
dear  to  the  magistrates  that  due  pre- 
caution had  not  been  taken.  He  hoped 
his  hon.  Friend  would  not  press  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  said,  he  would  not 
press  it  if  his  hon.  Friend  declined  to 
accept  it ;  but  he  could  not  help  feeling 
that  the  words,  as  they  stood  in  the 
clause,  were  vague  and  indefinite. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  THOMASSON  moved,  in  Une 
16,  to  leave  out  ''  no  article  or  sub- 
stance of  an  explosive  or."  He  pro- 
posed afterwards  to  add  the  word 
"  highly  "  before  "  inflammable,"  which 
would  make  the  clause  more  stringent. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
15,  leave  out  "  no  article  or  substance 
of  an  explosive  or." — {^Mr,  Thomauon.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
TOoposed  to  be  fefb  out  stand  part  of  the 
Glaase." 

Mb.  GOUBTNEY  said,  he  objected 
to  the  Amendment,  because  its  adop- 
tion would  make  the  clause  absolutely 
unreadable.  It  would  not  run  together 
at  all,  nor  would  it  be  possible  to  make 
sense  of  it.  It  would  read  in  this  fashion 
— "inflammable  character  other  than 
petroleum  nor  any  of  them." 

Mb.  THOMASSON  said,  he  intended, 
if  the  Amendment  were  adopted,  to  put 
in  the  word  "highly"  before  " inflam- 
mable." 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  that  on  com- 
paring the  clause  and  the  proposal  as  it 
stood  on  the  Paper,  he  was  utterly  at  a 
loss  to  comprehend  what  it  was  his  hon. 
Friend  desired  to  do. 

The  chairman  :  Of  course,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bolton  (Mr.  Thomas- 
son)  does  not  propose  to  insert  words  in 
the  dause  that  are  incapable  of  being 
considered  with  it.  The  Amendment, 
as  it  at  present  stands  on  the  Paper, 
will  render  the  clause  unreadable,  and, 
therefore,  cannot  be  put. 

Mb.  THOMASSON  remarked,  that  if 
the  words  proposed  to  be  struck  out 
were  omitted,  he  should  then  propose 
to  ioMrt  the    word  "  highly,"   which 


would  make  the  clause  correspond  with 
Section  4. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toithdrawn. 

Mr.  THOMASSON  moved,  in  line 
15,  after  "  or,"  to  insert  "  highly."  He 
explained  that  his  reason  for  proposing 
the  Amendment  was  that  me  word 
''highlv"  appeared  in  the  other  sec- 
tions of  the  ]du1. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
15,  after  '*  or,'^  insert  "  highly."— (ifr. 
TTiomasson,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  highly '  be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  his  hon. 
Friend  was  probably  not  aware  that  the 
word  **  highly  "  had  a  technical  mean- 
ing in  connection  with  petroleum.  Petro- 
leum was  variously  described  as  ''  petro- 
leum" and  as  ^^  highly  inflammable 
petroleum  ;"  and  it  was  proposed  in  the 
clause  that  neither  the  high  nor  the  low 
test  should  be  taken. 

Mb.  THOMASSON  said,  he  would 
not  press  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  THOMASSON  moved,  in  line 
22,  to  leave  out  the  words  ''  and  the 
carriage  conveying  the  same."  He 
thought  it  was  an  exceedingly  harsh 
provision  that  the  hawker,  on  conviction, 
should  forfeit  the  carriage  conveying  the 
petroleum,  because  without  retaining  the 
carriage  the  man  might  have  no  means 
of  earning  an  honest  livelihood.  He 
looked  upon  the  provision  as  far  too 
stringent;  and  he  would,  therefore,  move 
the  omission  of  the  words. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2, 
line  22,  leave  out  ''  and  the  carriage 
conveying  the  same." — {Mr.  Thomasson.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Clause." 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  it  was  neces- 
sary that  the  words  **  and  the  carriage 
conve3ring  the  same"  should  be  re- 
tained ;  and  he  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber and  the  Committee  would  see  the 
force  of  retaining  them.  It  was  only 
liable  to  be  forfeited,  and  the  question 
whether  it  should  be  forfeited  or  not 
was  left  to  the  discretion  of  the  magis- 
trate. He  was  afraid  that  with  regard 
to  some  persons  the  only  efficient  way 
of  making  them  observe  the  law  was  to 
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enact  that  the  carriage  oony eying  the 

fetroleum  should  be  liable  to  be  forfeited. 
t  was,  howeyer,  not  oompulBorj,  but 
only  a  liability  to  forfeiture. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  moved,  in  line  23, 
to  insert  the  words  **  by  order  of  a  Court 
of  Summary  Jurisdiction  "  after  the  word 
**  forfeited."   He  explained  that  his  ob- 
ject was  to  show  by  what  Court  the 
forfeiture  should  be  made.    The  words 
as  they  stood  were,  ^'  shall  beliable  to  be 
forfeited ;"  and,  in  addition,  the  licensee 
by  whose  servants  the  petroleum  was 
hawked  were  liable  on  summary  con- 
viction to  a  penalty.    Forfeiture  did  not 
necessarily  follow  on  all  casee  of  sum- 
mary   conviction,  and   it    required  an 
order  on  the  part  of  a  Court  of  Summary 
Jurisdiction.    It  was  therefore  necessary 
to  insert  these  words.    At  present  there 
was  nothing  to  say  who  was  the  autho- 
rity to  direct  the  forfeiture.     It  might 
be  forfeited  in  the  sense  of  being  re- 
covered in  a  Civil  Court ;  but  he  appre- 
hended that  that  was  not  what  the  (Go- 
vernment meant.     He  presumed  they 
meant  that  the  Court  before  whom  the 
question  was  brought,  and  who  would 
have  the  power  of  inflicting  a  penalty  of 
fine  or  imprisonment,  would  also  have 
the  power  of  ordering  forfeiture.    It 
would,   however,    be  necessary  to  say 
**  by  a  Court  of  Summary  Jurisdiction." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
23,  after  the  word  ''forfeited,"  insert 
"by  order  of  a  Court  of  Summary  Juris- 
diction."— (J/r.  Hbptcood.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  COURTNEY  wished  to  point  out 
that  the  Bill  was  to  be  taken  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Petroleum  Hawkers  Acts 
of  1871  and  1879;  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Hopwood)  would  find  that  the  provision 
he  proposed  to  insert  now  was  fully 
provided  for.  The  present  measure  was 
simply  an  amplification  of  those  Acts 
and  supplemental  to  them,  and  the  same 
Court  already  provided  would  exercise 
the  jurisdiction. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  said,  that  if  his  hon. 
Friend  who  undertook  the  responsibility 
of  the  Bill  was  satisfied  that  was  the 
case  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  press 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthirawn. 

Jir.  Courtney 


Mr.  THOMASSON  moved,  in  line  26, 
to  leave  out  '*  twenty,"  and  insert  "five." 
The  Act  of  1871  applied  to  shopkeepers 
and  storekeepers,  many  of  whom  would 
have  wool  on  their  backs,  and  oould^ 
upon  conviction  for  an  infringement  of 
the  law,  afford  to  pav  a  heavv  penalty ; 
but  the  present  Bill  applied  to  small 
hawkers,  to  most  of  whom  a  penalty  of 
£20  would  be  a  crushing  penalty.  He 
therefore  proposed  to  reduce  it  to  £5. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
26,  leave  out  "twenty,"  and  insert 
"five."— (ITr.  Thomaeeon.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  twenty '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr.    COURTNEY    said,   that    here 
again  the   penalty  prescribed   was  the 
maximum  penalty,  and  he  did  not  think 
it  would  be  likely  to  be  inflicted  except  in 
cases  where  gross  negligence  was  proved 
and  it  became  absolutely  necessary  that  a 
heavy  penalty  should  be  imposed.    It 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  busi- 
ness they  were  about  to  license  by  an  Act 
of  the  Legislature  was  of  an  extremely 
perilous   character;    and    the    highest 
penalty  should    be    inflicted  where  it 
could  be   shown  that  there  had  been 
gross    carelessness.      The   magistrates 
mighty  under  the  Summary  Jurisdiction 
Act,  decline  to  impose  any  penalty  at  all 
and  might  dismiss  the  case. 

Amendment  negatived, 

Mr.  THOMASSON  said,  he  would 
not  move  the  next  Amendment  which 
stood  in  his  name,  and  which  was  to 
omit,  in  lines  27  and  28,  the  words  "or 
other  person." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the 
BiU." 

Mr.  hopwood  wished  to  know  how 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Seoretazy  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  read  the 
clause—"  Where  such  servant  of  the 
licensee  or  other  person  ?  "  Did  it  mean 
some  servant  of  the  licensee,  and  then 
some  servant  of  some  other  person  ? 

Mr.  COUETNEY:  No;  certainly 
not. 

Mr.  hopwood  asked  why  it  should 
not  be  read  in  that  way  ?  It  might  cer- 
tainly mean  the  servant  of  some  other 
person. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  remarked,  that  if  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  read  tiie 
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next  line,  lie  would  see  why  it  would 
not  be  read  in  that  way. 

Ma.  HOPWOOD  said,  the  words  fol- 
lowing were,  **  shall  be  liable  to  the 
same  penalty  asif  he  were  the  licensee." 
But  the  words  "other  person"  might  still 
be  the  antecedent.  But  if  the  Govern- 
ment were  content  with  the  clause  as  it 
stood  he  would  not  object. 

Mr.  WABTON  said,  he  did  not  think 
they  ought  to  dispute  the  grammar 
of  any  Bill  they  were  goine  on  with  at 
that  hour  of  the  night — half  past  1.  The 
phraseology  of  the  clause  was  certainly 
most  extraordinary.  [Cries  of  *'  Ques- 
tion ! "]  If  an  hon.  Member  was  not  to 
be  allowed  to  make  a  small  observation 
of  that  kind,  he  really  did  not  know 
what  they  might  not  be  reduced  to.  He 
sincerely  hoped  the  Committee  would 
not  consent  to  pass  this  2nd  clause.  He 
looked  upon  the  whole  of  the  clause 
as  highly  dangerous,  and  he  would  toll 
the  Crommittee  why.  The  hon.  Member 
in  charge  of  the  Bill  told  them  the 
measure  was  brought  in  to  supplement 
the  Acts  of  1871  and  1879.  It  was,  there- 
fore, desirable  that  he  (Mr.  Warton) 
should  call  attention  to  the  very  dangerous 
character  of  this  clause  in  comparison 
with  the  Act  of  1871.  It  would  scarcely 
be  believed  that  in  the  Act  of  1871 ,  by 
the  7th  section,  careful  provision  was 
made  in  regard  to  the  nature  and  capacity 
of  the  vessels  in  which  petroleum  was 
to  be  kept.  They  were  required  to  be 
glass,  earthenware,  or  metal.  There 
was  no  such  provision  in  the  present 
Bill;  and  the  same  section — namely,  the 
7th  section  of  the  Act  of  1871 — con- 
tained a  provision  which  was  altogether 
inconsiBtent  with  that  which  appeared  in 
the  present  clause,  and  rendered  it  im- 
possible to  read  the  two  measures  to- 
gether. Under  the  Act  of  1871,  no 
person  was  allowed  to  keep  petroleum 
without  a  special  licence  in  larger  quan- 
tities tiian  a  pint  in  each  vessel ;  and  no 
person  was  aUowed  to  keep  more,  in  the 
whole,  than  three  gallons.  And  yet  it 
was  proposed  by  the  present  Bill  to  send 
out  these  5$.  hawkers  in  the  street  with 
as  much  as  10  gallons.  One  Act  re- 
quired three  gallons  to  be  kept  quietly 
under  look  and  key  in  a  house  properly 
guarded,  and  the  other  allowed  1 0 
gallons  to  be  hawked  through  the  streets ; 
and,  1^  the  Snd  sub-section  of  this  clause, 
it  was  provided  that  the  petroleum 
mig^  be  oontained  in  an  inclosed  ves- 


sel, so  that  tiiere  was  nothing  to  show 
that  the  whole  10  gallons  might  not  be  con- 
tained in  one  vessel.  Thus,  while  by 
the  Act  of  1871  an  aggregate  amount  of 
three  gallons  was  to  be  kept  in  seven 
or  eight  different  vessels  containing  not 
more  than  a  pint  each,  by  this  Bill  a 
hawker  was  to  be  allowed  to  keep  as 
much  as  10  gallons  in  a  single  vessel. 
Indeed,  there  was  nothing  in  mis  ridicu- 
lous clause  to  prevent  a  man  from  send- 
ing out  a  servant  into  the  streets  with 
a  10-gallon  vessel  full  of  petroleum. 
Surely  that  was  nice  legislation — a  10- 
g^llon  vessel  full  of  petroleum  sent  into 
the  streets,  liable  to  all  the  accidents 
that  might  arise  from  smoking  and  care- 
lessness. He  was  anxious  to  hear  what 
reason  the  hon.  Member  for  liskeard 
(Mr.  Courtney)  could  assign  for  the 
alteration  in  the  provisions  of  the  two 
measures.  He  thought  the  words  **  ten 
gallons,"  coupled  with  the  fact  that  the 
entire  quantity  might  be  hawked  about 
in  one  vessel,  was  quite  enough  to  induce 
the  Committee  to  reject  the  clause.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Bolton  (Mr.  Thomasson) 
had  displayed  a  great  anxiety  to  mitigate 
the  penalty  from  £20  to  £5 ;  but  he 
could  not  have  read  the  Act  of  1871, 
which  laid  it  down  definitely  that  the 
penalty  should  be  £20.  Altogether, 
this  clause,  which  was  a  very  long  one, 
was  most  carelessly  drawn ;  and  if  it 
were  passed  there  would  be  nothing  to 
prevent  a  mere  hawker  of  petroleum 
from  going  about  the  streets  with  a 
carriage  having  on  the  top  of  it  a  big 
vessel  containing  10  gallons  of  this 
highly  dangerous  material. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  the  reference 
made  by  the  hon,  and  learned  Member 
to  the  Act  of  1871  surprised  him  very 
much  ;  and  he  felt  very  much  inclined  to 
distrust  the  accuracy  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member's  information.  The  Act 
of    1871   deeJt    with   the    quantity    of 

Eetroleum  which  a  vendor  was  to  keep  ; 
ut  did  the  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman 
mean  to  porsu&de  the  Committee  that 
the  vendor  was  not  allowed  to  have  in 
his  possession  a  greater  quantity  than 
three  gallons  ? 

Mr.  warton  remarked,  that  if  the 
hon.  Member  would  refer  to  Section  7 
of  the  Act  of  1871,  he  would  find  that 
in  order  to  exempt  the  vendor  of  petro- 
leum from  the  penalties  of  the  Act  he 
must  not  keep  a  larger  quantity  than 
three  gallons,  and  that  it  must  be  con- 
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tained  in  vessels  holding  not  more  than 

a  pint  each.         

Mr.  COUETNEY  said,  that,  to  his 
mind,  the  Act  did  not  bear  the  readme 

S laced  upon  it  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
fember  for  Bridport.  It  was  perfectly 
well  known  that  vendors  of  petroleum 
could  keep  a  larger  quantity  than  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  referred  to; 
and  although  at  the  moment  he  was 
unable  to  explain  the  point  raised,  he 
was  quite  satisfied  as  to  the  state  of  the 
law.  If  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
would  allow  the  question  to  stand  over, 
the  matter  should  be  inquired  into.  It 
was  thought  that  if  a  less  quantity  than 
10  gallons  was  prescribed  in  the  Bill  the 
occupation  of  hawkers  would  be  un- 
necessarily interfered  with.  Since  the 
commencement  of  his  remarks  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Solicitor  General 
had  explained  that  the  quantitv  named 
in  the  Act  referred  to  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  represented  the  extent 
to  which  petroleum  was  permitted  to  be 
kept  without  a  licence.  Where  a  licence 
was  granted  no  such  restriction  ap- 
plied. 

Mb.  WABTON  said,  that  was  not  his 
point.  He  had  contrasted  the  quantity 
allowed  by  the  7th  section  of  the  Act 
of  1871,  in  pint  vessels,  with  the  10 
gallons  which,  imder  the  present  Bill, 
might  be  kept  in  one  vessel,  for  the 
purpose  of  showing  that  insufficient  pre- 
cautions with  regud  to  safety  were  now 
taken  as  compared  with  those  introduced 
into  the  Act  of  1871,  and  which  at  the 
time  were  considered  necessary  with  re- 
gard to  petroleum  for  sale  or  private 
use. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  30  ; 
Noes  4  :  Majority  26.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  345.) 

And  it  appearing  in  the  Division  that 
40  Members  were  not  present  in  the 
Committee, 

Mr.  Speaker  resumed  the  Chair : — 
House  counted,  and  40  Members  not 
being  present. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 

bdfore  Two  o'clock  till 

Monday  next. 


Jfr»  Warton 
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LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL.^No.  187.) 

(The  Lord  Ptivg  Seal) 

SECOND  READING.       [PIBST  IHOHT.] 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Kead- 
ing  read. 

Lord  CAELINGFORD,  in  rimng  to 
move  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second 
time,  said:  My  Lords,  I  think  I  may 
count  on  the  indulgence  and  considera- 
tion of  your  Lordships,  which  I  so 
greatly  need,  while  I  endearour  to  state 
the  principal  provisions  of  the  Land  Law 
(Ireland)  Bill — a  very  great,  a  very  diffi- 
cult, and  a  very  exceptional  measure  for 
the  reform  of  the  Lcish  Land  Laws.  I 
shall  only  say  for  myself  that  no  man 
in  this  House  can  take  a  deeper  interest 
in  this  measure  than  I  do,  both  as  a 
public  man  having  formerly  had  much 
connection  with  this  very  question,  and 
privatelv  as  one  deeplv  interested  in  Irish 
land.  And  I  may  add,  my  Lords,  that, 
having  had  no  official  connection  with 
this  Bill  before  it  was  introduced  to  Hia- 
liament — ^not  having  been  one  of  those 
who  assisted  the  Prime  Minister  in  the 
great  work  of  framing  this  measure— I 
found  that  it  contained  the  kmd  of  legis- 
lation which  I  had  convinced  myself  was 
necessary  for  Ireland,  and  I  have  been 
able  to  accept  it  with  full  oonviotum  and 
assent. 

My  Lords,  if  this  measure  were  not 
an  exceptional  measure,  it  would  be  a 
worthless  one,  and  that  because  the 
facts  with  which  it  deals  are  ao  com- 
pletely exceptional,  measured  by  the 
standard  of  the  land  syatema  of  Eng- 
land and  Scotland.    The  land  (^atems 
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of  the  two  Islands  are  as  different  as 
they  possibly  can  be — as  different  as  if 
the  Islands  themselves  were  to  one 
another  distant  and  foreign  regions. 
Those  differences  are  deep-rooted  and 
far-reaching.  Who  can  doubt  that  who 
knows  the  familiar  facts  of  the  case? 
Who  can  doubt  it  who  thinks  of  the 
multitude  of  peasant  farmers  all  over 
Ireland,  to  whom  the  loss  of  the  holding 
is  a  calamity  compared  to  which  almost 
anything  is  endurable,  and  which  they 
would  bear  almost  anything  to  avoid? 
Who  can  doubt  it  who  remembers  the 
broad  general  fact,  which  remains  true 
after  all  possible  deductions  and  excep- 
tionB,  that  the  Irish  tenant  is  gener^ly 
expected  to  provide,  and  must  in  future 
provide,  by  far  the  greater  part  of  that 
fixed  and  durable  outlay  upon  fixed 
and  durable  improvements  which,  in 
this  country,  as  a  mere  matter  of  course, 
is  provided  by  the  landlord?  These 
things  are  familiar  to  us  now,  much 
more  so  than  they  were  in  1870,  and  I 
am  not  going  to  dwell  upon  them.  But 
although,  my  Lords,  they  are  familiar  to 
us,  I  thixik  that  up  tUl  now  it  has  never 
been  fully  perceived  or  admitted,  by 
those  who  were  responsible  for  legisla- 
tion, how  far  these  facts  lead  us,  and 
ought  to  lead  us — how  they  point,  as 
a  matter  of  policy  quite  as  much  as  of 
justice,  to  the  granting  of  a  kind  of 
tenure,  a  securi^  of  tenure  far  beyond 
anything  known  or  anything  neces- 
sary in  this  country.  Therefore,  my 
Lords,  the  old  Irish  complaint  is  still 
unappeased — the  common  complaint  of 
insecurity,  of  uncertainty  of  tenure, 
carrying  with  it,  of  course,  the  danger 
of  an  excessive,  perhaps  an  oppressive, 
rent.  That  complaint  has  been  heard 
from  generation  to  generation  in  Ireland, 
thoQ^  it  has  been  seldom  listened  to. 
Yon  may  go  as  far  back  as  Sjpencer ; 

;ou  may  oome  down  to  Swift,  to  Arthur 
Toung,  and  to  Burke;  you  may  come 
down  to  the  Poor  Law  Commission,  the 
Devon  Commission,  and  to  Committees 
of  both  Houses  of  Parliament ;  you  may 
take  the  reports  of  of  private  observers 
— -Wakefield,  Senior,  The  Times  Commis- 
■ionero,  three  times  sent  over ;  you  may 
take  economists,  such  as  Neilson  Han- 
oobk,  and  Oliffe  Leslie,  and  Stuart  MlQ, 
and  you  will  always  find  the  same  story 
and  the  same  convictions,  the  old  com- 
plaint of  inseonrity  of  tenure.  There  is 
ona  aantenoe  from  the  Beport  of  the 


Devon  Commission  on  this  bead  which 
I  should  like  to  read  to  your  Lordships. 
My  quotations  shall  be  very  few,  but  I 
think  this  is  one  which  is  worth  reading. 
They  say — 

'*  The  most  general  and,  indeed,  universal  com- 
plaint in  every  part  of  Ireland  was  '  the  want  of 
tenure,'  to  use  the  expression  most  commonly 
employed  by  the  witnesses.  The  uncertainty  of 
tenure  is  constantly  referred  to  as  a  pressing 
grievance  by  all  classes  of  tenants.  It  is  said  to 
paralyze  all  exertions,  and  to  place  a  fatal  im- 
pediment in  the  way  of  improvement.  We  have 
no  doubt  that  this  is  so  in  many  instances." 

I  am  afraid  that  that  assertion  is  as 
true,  or  almost  as  true,  to-day  as  it  was 
then.  But  you  will  ask,  of  course— 
''  Has  not  the  Land  Act  of  1870  cured 
all  these  things?"  My  Lords,  I  am 
obliged  to  admit  that  it  has  not.  I  think 
that  Act  was  a  great  masure  of  Land 
Law  Eeform  for  Lreland ;  I  think  it  did 
great  things.  It  certainly  stimulated 
the  indust^  of  the  Irish  tenants  for  a 
considerable  time,  until  they  found  out 
that  the  security  it  gave  was  not  nearly 
so  great  as  they  expected.  It  certainly 
protected  many  tenants  from  hardship 
and  wrong,  and  until  of  late  it  greatly 
decreased  the  number  of  evictions ;  and 
if  it  did  only  those  two  things,  if  it  only 
legalized  the  Ulster  tenant  riffht  custom 
and  reversed  the  iniquitous  law  which 
made  the  tenants'  improvements  the 
landlords'  property — if,  I  say,  it  had 
only  done  these  two  things,  I  think  it 
would  have  been  a  great  measure.  But 
it  had,  at  least,  two  great  deficiencies. 
It  did  not  give  the  tenant  a  sufficient 
interest  and  property  in  his  own  out- 
lay and  improvements  to  induce  him 
to  make  them  to  the  required  extent, 
and  it  did  not  deal  directly  with  the 
burning  question  of  rent  in  the  direction 
of  securing  him  against  arbitrary  in- 
creases of  that  rent.  There  can  be  no 
doubt  that  the  recent  lawless  refusal  to 
pay  rent,  and  all  the  discontent  and  dis- 
affection we  have  seen  in  Ireland,  have 
been  largely  due  to  a  succession  of  bad 
seasons  and  to  a  violent  agitation.  But, 
on  the  other  hand,  who  can  doubt  that 
there  are  real  grievances  and  evils 
lying  behind  all  this  agitation?  We, 
at  least,  on  this  Bench  do  not  doubt  it. 
We  are  convinced,  in  common  with  a 
great  number  of  the  best  judges  of  the 
state  of  things  in  Ireland ;  we  are  con- 
vinced by  the  evidence  and  opinions 
gathered    from    all    quarters   by   the 
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two  Commissions  which  have  sat — the 
evidence,  not  of  tenants  only,  but  of 
landlords,  agents,  County  Court  Judges, 
and  the  most  experienced  men  of  every 
class,  that  these  evils  do  exist.  The  evi- 
dence of  the  County  Court  Judges  of 
Ireland  is  well  deserving  the  considera- 
tion of  this  House,  and  is  evidence  of 
great  weight,  as  coming  from  persons 
whose  special  knowledge  and  opportuni- 
ties entitle  them  to  be  heard  witn  respect 
and  attention.  Seven  or  eight  of  them 
were  examined,  and  I  doubt  if  there  was 
one  who  did  not  testify  to  the  existence 
of  those  facts  upon  which  this  Bill  is 
based,  while  most  of  them  pointed  to 
remedies  such  as  we  now  propose, 
to  legislation  practically  identical  with 
that  contained  in  this  measure.  We 
believe,  therefore,  my  Lords,  that  the 
statement  I  have  just  quoted  from  the 
Devon  Commission  is  still  too  true. 
And  let  me  remind  your  Lordships  that 
since  that  date  a  new  factor  has  grown 
up  in  Irish  life,  which  has  increased  and 
aggravated  the  distrust  of  Irish  tenants 
— that  is,  the  great  change  of  landed 

Property  in  Ireland.  That  great  change 
as  largely  broken  into  the  old  and 
kindly  traditional  system  of  land  man- 
agement which  used  to  prevail,  and 
which  still  prevails,  I  am  glad  to  think, 
to  a  great  extent ;  but  the  Irish  tenant 
now  wants  protection,  not  so  much 
against  his  actual,  as  against  his  pos- 
sible landlord.  He  is  always  in  fear  of 
a  change  of  ownership,  a  fact  that  was 
clearly  shown  in  the  evidence  before  the 
two  Conmiissions.  The  tenant  is  very 
often  satisfied  with  his  landlord,  but 
fears  a  change  ;  and,  to  repeat  a  phrase 
frequently  used  by  the  witnesses,  he 
dreads  lest  a  new  King  may  arise  who 
knows  not  Joseph.  Under  those  cir- 
cumstances, the  Irish  tenant  becomes 
discontented  and  disaffected ;  he  sullenly 
folds  his  arms,  and  refuses  to  exert  him- 
self and  to  improve.  Nothing  is  more 
plainly  proved  by  the  evidence  taken 
by  the  Commissions  than  the  wide- 
spread feeling  among  the  tenantry  that 
it  is  dangerous  to  improve.  My  Lords, 
can  any  condition  of  things  be  more 
fatal  in  a  country  where  everything 
depends  on  affriculture,  where  almost 
all  agricultural  improvements  are  yet 
to  be  made,  where  almost  all  agricul- 
tural dwellings  ouffht  to  be  rebuilt, 
and  where  it  is  chimerical,  hopeless, 
and  unjuBt  to  expect  the  lorda  of  the 

Lord  Carlingford 


soil,  the  owners  of  the  land,  to  imder« 
take  the  burden  of  so  enormouB  an  out- 
lay ?  We  desire  to  cure  that  condition 
of  things,  if  it  be  possible.  We  desire 
to  substitute  for  this  uncertainty  of 
tenure  the  fact  and  feeling  of  security, 
and  I  am  now  going  to  t^  your  Lord- 
ships the  means  by  which  this  measure 
aims  at  that  object.  My  Lords,  the 
three  main  provisions  of  the  Bill  may 
be  described  in  this  way — First,  there  is 
the  right  conferred  on  the  tenant  of  sell- 
ing his  tenancy — that  is  to  say,  the  in- 
terest in  his  holding.  Secondly,  there 
is  the  power  of  obtaining  from  a  Court, 
an  impartial  tribunal,  a  settlement  of 
the  rent.  Thirdly,  there  is  the  restric- 
tion of  the  landlord's  right  of  eviction. 
I  may  be  told  that  these  three  heads 
of  legislation  are  virtually  the  "  three 
F's,"  and  if  anyone  chooses  so  to  de- 
scribe them  I  have  no  objection ;  but  I 
do  not  use  that  term  myself,  for  this  rea- 
son— ^that  these  popular  phrases  of  fair 
rent,  free  sale,  ana  fixity  of  tenure  al- 
ways carry  with  them  a  certain  natural 
exaggeration,  and  that  to  describe  the 

E revisions  of  the  Bill  in  that  wav  would 
e  unjust  to  those  who  have  taken  im- 
mense pains  in  the  framing  of  the  mea- 
sure to  carry  out  those  principles,  and 
in  guarding  and  adapting  them  to  all 
the  circumstances  and  rights  of  the  two 
parties.  That,  my  Lords,  is  my  convic- 
tion with  respect  to  the  framing  of  this 
Bill.  But  I  am  not  ashamed  of  the 
''three  F's '' — I  am  not  ashamed  of  them, 
if  it  were  only  for  this  reason — ^The 
''three  F's"  prevail  at  this  moment 
on  great  numbers  of  the  best  and  hap- 
piest estates  in  all  Ireland.  Now,  these 
three  heads  of  legislation  are  so  closely 
connected  and  bound  together  that  if  you 
admit  one  of  them,  you  cannot  but  a&nit 
the  others  also.  If  you  begin  to  deal  with 
one,  you  cannot  possibly  help  going  on 
to  the  other  two.  They  follow  from  one 
another,  and  have  a  natural  affinity, 
growing  out  of  the  circumstances  of  the 
case.  But  the  Bill  rushes  at  once  m 
media$  res,  and  in  the  1st  danae  deals 
with  the  tenant's  right  to  sell  the 
interest  in  his  holding,  subject  to  va- 
rious conditions,  and,  above  all,  to  the 
landlord's  right  to  obtain,  either  by 
agreement  or  at  the  hands  of  the  Court, 
his  fair  rent.  This  praotioe  of  selling 
the  tenant's  interest  is  one  that  aeema 
strange  to  those  aooustomed  to  tlie  Ebig- 
lish  and  Scotch  ajsteaEaa,  eapacially  to 
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those  who  think  those  systems  a  part 
of  the  order  of  nature,  or  a  branch  of 
the  moral  law,  equally  applicable  to  the 
whole  of  the  human  race ;  but  it  is  not 
strange  in  Ireland.  It  is  perfectly 
familiar  there.  The  Land  Act  of  1870 
is  full  of  it,  although  it  did  not  directly 
enact  it  for  Ireland  generally.  Ire- 
land itself  is  full  of  it,  from  one  end 
to  the  other,  and  perhaps  fuller  of  it  at 
this  moment  than  it  ever  has  been.  The 
moment  you  look  below  the  surface,  you 
find  it  in  one  shape  or  another,  even 
where  you  least  expect  it,,  and  where  its 
very  existence  is  denied.  An  agent  says 
he  sets  himself  against  it ;  but  you  find 
that  tenant  A  sells  to  tenant  B ;  while 
the  agent  winks  at  the  transaction  or 
looks  the  other  way ;  a  landlord  says 
indignantly  that  he  sets  his  face  against 
the  growth  of  tenant  right  on  his  estate ; 
but  you  find  that  he  is  ready  and  very 
glad  to  take  from  the  incoming  tenant 
the  arrears  owing  bv  his  predecessor. 
What  is  that  every-aay  proceeding  but 
an  admission  of  tenant  right  ? — the  only 
difference  beinff  that  the  payment,  in- 
stead of  going  through  the  hands  of  the 
outffoing  tenant,  comes  direct  to  the  land- 
lord. This  is  the  condition  in  which  the 
fractice  of  tenant  right  is  found  all  over 
reland,  and  I  will  say,  in  passing,  that 
there  is  evidently  nothing  so  satisfac- 
tory to  the  mind  of  the  Irish  tenant ; 
and  that  fact  alone,  as  it  appears  to  me, 
is  an  advantage  enough  to  outweigh 
many  drawbacks.  But  there  is  one  Pro- 
vince of  Ireland  in  which,  as  we  all  know, 
this  practice  has  long  been  thoroughly 
established — first  as  a  custom,  and  now 
as  the  law  of  the  land.  For  my  part,  I 
believe  that  this  custom,  or  a  similar 
one,  would  long  ag^  have  established 
itself  over  the  whole  country  if  the 
old  and  happy  relations  between  land- 
lord and  tenant  that  exist  in  Ulster 
had  existed  also  in  the  other  Provinces. 
If  the  landlord  had  had  the  same  feel- 
ing for  his  tenant,  and  the  tenant  the 
same  spirit  of  independence,  I  believe 
this  custom  would  have  grown  up  every- 
where as  a  natural  condition  of  tenancies 
in  Ireland.    I  need  not  say  that  such  a 

Sowth  was  rendered  impossible  by  the 
t^Fiol  leg^ation  of  the  last  century, 
and  ihe  unwholesome  and  miserable 
telationB  so  established  between  the  two 
In  this  way,  it  was  in  Ulster 


only  that  ihe  custom  struck  root,  and 
originally  in  the  Fkoteetant  and  Scotch 


settlement  of  Ulster,  from  which  it  gra- 
dually extended  itself  over  the  rest  of 
the  Province.  The  men  of  Ulster  be- 
lieve that  the  custom  lies  at  the  root  of 
the  greater  part  of  their  prosperity ;  and 
I  entirely  Agree  with  them.  To  say  the 
very  least,  it  must  be  admitted  that  it 
has  gprown  up  in  that  part  of  Ireland 
which  is  the  happiest,  the  most  peaceful, 
the  most  industrious,  where  the  most  is 
made  of  the  land,  and  where  there  is  the 
largest  number  of  resident  landlords. 
Now,  what  does  this  tenant  right  consist 
of?  It  consists,  in  the  first  place,  and 
above  all,  of  the  value  of  the  tenant's 
own  outlay  on  improvements,  and  is  the 
Irish  method  of  securing  that  value  to  the 
tenant.  This  is  by  far  the  most  import- 
ant part  of  it  all,  both  in  a  public  point 
of  view  and  in  the  view  of  the  tenant 
himself.  The  tenant  has  very  little  con- 
fidence in  the  artificial  valuation  of  his 
property;  he  desires  to  have  the  full 
value  of  his  improvements,  and  to  test 
and  realize  it  by  sale.  Of  course,  there 
is  also  another  element,  a  subordinate 
element,  which  represents  the  mere  price 
for  the  occupation  of  the  farm,  the  good- 
will of  the  farm,  as  it  is  often  called,  and 
that  element  is  chiefly  and  especially  im- 
portant in  the  case  of  the  smaller  hold- 
ings. It  cannot  be  separated  from  the 
other  element ;  and  if  it  has  any  disad- 
vantages they  must  be  taken  with  the 
advantages  of  the  former  and  main 
component,  with  which,  in  a  gpreater  or 
losser  degree,  it  is  inextricably  mixed 
up.  I  know  that  in  the  eyes  of  many 
persons  this  payment  for  the  goodwill 
of  a  holding  vitiates  the  whole  system 
of  tenant  right  and  makes  it  altogether 
an  abuse.  But  the  Irish  tenant  is  not  of 
that  opinion.  In  his  eyes — and  I  think 
he  knows  his  own  interest  better  than 
other  people — this  payment  mitigates  the 
hardships  of  that  event  which  is  the  great 
dread  of  his  life — the  day  when  he  loses 
his  holding.  It  forms,  in  fact,  a  kind  of 
'*  compensation  for  disturbance,"  which 
was  looked  upon,  I  know,  by  many  as  a 
very  strange  device  in  the  Act  of  1870, 
though,  in  fact,  it  was  nothing  of  the 
kind,  for  in  Ireland,  on  the  best  managed 
estates,  a  voluntary  system  of  compen- 
sation for  disturbance  has  always  been 
in  operation.  These  tenant  right  pay- 
ments are,  of  course,  sometimes  extrava- 
gant. We  hear  a  great  deal  of  that — 
I  think  a  great  deed  too  much ;  we  are 
sure  to  hear  of  cases  of  excess,   and 
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people  do  not  ask  how  they  are  to  be 
explainod,  bo  that  there  grows  up  a 
notion  that  tenant  right  is  generally  ex- 
travagant. I  do  not  myself  believe  that 
it  is  60  ;  and  on  that  point  very  valuable 
information  was  collected  by  the  Assistant 
Commissioners  of  theEichmond  Commis- 
sion. They  assured  us  they  very  seldom 
found  a  case  in  which  an  incoming  pur- 
chasing tenant  did  not  get  value  for  his 
money  in  the  shape  of  works  and  im- 
provements. They  also  stated  that  a 
groat  number  of  the  cases  of  apparently 
extravagant  tenant  right  payments  could 
be  easily  accounted  for,  because  they 
took  place  in  little  farms  in  mountain 
and  moorland  districts,  where  the  tenant 
himself  had  made  his  farm  by  reclaim- 
ing the  waste  land  and  putting  his  home 
and  other  buildings  upon  it.  Conse- 
quently, the  tenant  right,  measured  by 
the  very  low  rent  that  is  properly  re- 
ceived by  the  landlord  from  such  a  hold- 
ing, appears  to  be  extravagant ;  but  it 
is  not  so,  for  it  is  evidently  absurd  to 
measure  the  tenant's  distinct  interest  by 
a  measurement  derived  from  the  land- 
lord's. We  are  often  told  confidently 
that  if  a  tenant  holding  at  a  reason- 
able rent  makes  this  tenant  right  pay- 
ment upon  entering  on  his  holding 
he  converts  himself  into  a  rack-rented 
farmer.  My  Lords,  that  may  be  the 
theory  of  the  matter ;  but  it  is  not  the 
fact.  The  tenant  knows  that  the  money 
he  has  paid  is  not  a  rent,  but  an  in- 
vestment, an  insurance  against  the  evil 
day  when  he  may  have  to  leave  his 
holding.  He  knows  that  every  addition 
he  makes  to  the  value  of  his  holding  is 
an  investment  that  will  add  to  the 
price  of  his  tenant  right,  and  that  all 
deterioration  of  the  buildings  or  hold- 
ing will  diminish  it.  Therefore,  the 
tenant  right  becomes  a  premium  on  in- 
dustry and  improvement,  and  a  con- 
stant penalty  on  sloth  and  neglect. 
Then  we  are  told  that  if  we,  for  the 
first  time,  confer  on  tenants  in  other 
parts  of  Ireland  than  Ulster  the  right 
of  selling  their  interest,  we  shall  en- 
able them  to  sell  something  which  is 
the  property  of  their  landlords.  Well, 
I  find  it  difficult  to  understand  that 
statement.  First  of  all,  in  the  endless 
cases  which  are  constantly  occurring  in 
Ireland,  where  the  tenant  is  permitted 
by  his  landlord  to  sell  his  interest,  does 
the  landlord  think  the  tenant  is  sell- 
ing   anything  which  belongs  to  him? 

Lard  Curling  ford 


Nothing  of  the  kind.  By  giving  the 
tenant  a  right  to  sell  his  interest  in  his 
holding  we  simply  confer  upon  him  that 
kind  of  security  for  improvements  which 
is  most  satisfactory  to  him,  and  which 
is  already  enjoyed  by  his  brethren  in 
Ulster;  and  no  one  in  this  House,  I 
take  it,  will  be  sorry  to  see  Irish  land- 
lords— I  am  afraid  the  truth  must  be 
admitted  that  there  are  in  Ireland 
some  landlords  who  would  do  it — de- 
barred from  levying  on  a  tenant  an  in- 
creased rent  on  account  of  that  tenant's 
own  outlay  and  investments.  Then,  as  to 
the  other  portion  of  the  tenant  right,  is 
it  true  that  the  occupation  element,  the 
goodwill  element,  must  be  taken  out  of 
the  landlord's  fair  rent  ?  I  utterly  deny 
that.  We  do  not  admit  it  for  a  moment. 
We  believe  that  the  goodwill  element 
of  tenant  right  grows  up  inevitably, 
side  by  side,  in  conjunction  with,  and 
outside  of,  the  landlord's  rent ;  that  it  is 
not  carved  out  of  the  landlord's  rent ; 
and  that  it  does  not  cut  down  the  land- 
lord's rent.  That  we  believe  firmly  to 
be  proved  by  all  the  evidence  bearing 
on  the  case  and  from  all  the  experience 
of  Ulster.  I  think  the  Ulster  landlords 
may  well  be  satisfied  with  the  amount 
and  the  security  of  the  rents  they  re« 
ceive  alongside  and,  so  to  speak,  in 
spite  of  the  tenant  right,  and  we  believe 
the  same  thing  will  be  true  in  every 
other  part  of  Ireland.  We  think, 
therefore,  that  provided  the  landlord 
has  security  for  nis  fair  rent,  and  pro- 
vided  that  the  tenant  is  not  allowed  to 
make  money  out  of  the  mere  indulffenoe 
of  the  landlord — and  this  the  BiU  will 
prevent — we  maintain  that  the  general 
power  of  sale  of  their  interest  con- 
ferred on  the  tenants  will  cause  the 
landlord  no  loss  of  legitimate  income, 
and  we  hold  that  to  legalize  that  right 
will  be  of  great  public  advantage  to 
Ireland ;  that  it  will  give  a  great  sense 
of  security  to  the  tenant ;  uiat  it  will 
greatly  stimulate  his  improvements;  and 
that,  to  say  the  very  least,  it  will  do  no 
injury  and  no  wrong  to  the  landlord. 

My  Lords,  the  next  main  provision 
of  the  Bill  is  closely  connected  with  that 
which  I  have  just  described — namely,  the 
power  of  appealing  to  a  tribunal  for  the 
settlement  of  rent.  This,  no  doubti  is 
novel  and  exceptional  leffialation.  It  ii 
legislation  which  is  totfllly  inapplioaUe 
to  everything  in  this  country;  bat  we 
are  convinced,  in  common  with  a  great 
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number  of  the  best  authorities  in  Ire- 
landy  that  there  are  no  other  possible 
means  within  our  power  of  protecting 
the  Irish  tenants  against  excessive  rent. 
It  is  remarkable  what  a  consensus  of 
opinion  is  found  to  exist  upon  this  subject 
outside  the  tenant  class.  Irish  opinion 
seems  to  have  hit  upon  this  as  the  only 
possible  remedy  for  the  great  evils  in 
this  matter  of  rent,  from  which  both 
landlords  and  tenants  are  now  suffering. 
I  do  not  know  whether  we  shall  hear 
much  in  this  debate  about  freedom  of 
contract  in  Ireland ;  possibly  we  may ; 
but  whatever  may  be  said  upon  the 
subject,  I  think  most  people  have  found 
out  that  there  is  not  much  of  it  in 
the  case  of  dealings  between  a  land- 
lord and  an  occupying  tenant.  I  do  not 
speak  of  dealings  between  landlords  and 
new  tenants,  but  of  dealings  between 
a  landlord  and  a  tenant  in  occupation, 
to  whom  the  loss  of  his  farm  is  the  loss 
of  his  livelihood.  The  fact  of  the  utter 
want  of  freedom  in  these  cases  has  been 
brought  out  in  the  strongest  way  by 
the  working  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870. 
The  strongest  and  the  most  novel  pro- 
vision in  that  Act  was  a  penalty  upon 
eviction.  At  that  time  we  fixed  our 
eyes  on  this  matter  of  eviction,  and  we 
thouffht  that  if  we  could  check  eviction 
we  should  check  the  raising  of  rent.  But 
we  overrated  the  efficacy  or  that  method, 
and  we  imderrated  the  enormous' power 
of  coercion  which  a  threat  of  eviction  can 
exercise  on  an  Irish  tenant.  We  did  not 
fully  see,  until  we  learnt  it  by  experience, 
that  an  Irish  tenant  will  too  commonly 
submit  to  almost  any  terms  rather  than 
undergo  the  pains  and  penalties  of  evic- 
tion. I  will  trouble  your  Lordships 
with  two  short  quotations  which  illus- 
trate this  fact.  One  is  from  the  evidence 
taken  bv  a  Conmiittee  of  this  House — 
Lord  Glanricarde's  Committee  —  some 
years  ago.  A  solicitor  in  the  South  of 
Ireland  said — 

**  They  (the  tenaDts)  told  me,  as  a  matter  of 
■ecreoy,  that  tiiov  had  saved  sums  of  money ; 
hut  they  were  afraid  to  invest  them  in  their 
furms,  or  to  let  tiie  landlord  or  agent  know  that 
they  had  them,  inasmuch  as  they  had  no  hold  of 
the  hold.  '  Do  you  really  think  there  was  the 
digfateit  foundation  for  such  a  fear  f  * — '  I  do, 
most  sincerely.  The  tenant's  rent  might  bo 
saiiedy  or  a  fine  required.' " 

The  next  extract  is  from  the  Evidence 
takfin  by  the  Bessborough  Commission, 
and  is  only  a  sample  of  what  may  be 
fimnd  in  it  from  one  end  to  the  other. 


['*  Hear,  hear !  "]  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther noble  Lords  opposite  mean  by  their 
cheers  that  no  witness  is  to  be  believed 
because  he  gave  evidence  before  the 
Bessborough  Commission.  If  so,  that  is 
a  wonderful  state  of  mind.  A  Southern 
land  agent  and  solicitor  said  before  that 
Commission — 

"  There  is  not  a  day  that  I  am  not  told  by 
tenants  that  there  is  no  use  in  their  improving 
if  the  bailiff  can  go  round,  and,  on  seeing  a 
tolerable  piece  of  ground  which  had  been  im- 
proved, can  tell  them  to  go  out,  or  pay  an  addi- 
tional rent.  At  all  events,  they  will  not  improve 
under  the  present  system." 

We  are  convinced  that  the  evidence,  of 
which  these  are  the  merest  specimens, 
proves  that  in  these  dealings  between 
a  landlord  and  an  occupying  tenant 
there  is  such  an  utter  inequality  between 
the  parties,  such  a  helplessness  on  the 
part  of  the  tenant,  that  it  becomes  a 
matter  of  the  highest  policy,  in  the  in- 
terests of  both  classes,  to  interfere,  and 
to  endeavour  to  settle  this  burning  ques- 
tion by  the  action  of  a  Court.  As  to  the 
means  of  deciding  what  is  a  fair  rent, 
we  do  not  believe  there  will  be  any 
great  practical  difficulty.  We  think  that 
the  Court,  aided  by  competent  experts, 
will  be  able  to  settle  with  sufficient  accu- 
racy what  is  a  fair  rent  for  the  holding. 
Such  a  duty  is  not  so  novel  a  one 
as  many  may  think,  because  it  is  plain 
that  the  Irish  County  Court  Judges  have, 
under  the  Act  of  1870,  been  dealing  to  a 
large  extent  with  the  settlement  of  this 
very  matter  of  rent.  The  Act  of  1870 
gave  those  learned  gentlemen  no  direct 
power  of  settling  a  fair  rent;  but  it 
became  inevitable  under  its  provisions 
that  they  should  often  consider  what, 
between  the  two  parties,  a  fair  rent  was. 
We  believe  that  this  reference  to  the 
Court  will  be  a  great  boon  to  all  parties. 
My  Lords,  I  know  some  think  that  this 
exceptional  legislation  ought,  at  least,  to 
be  confined  to  the  smaller  tenants  in 
Ireland.  I  see  that  I  myself  have  lately 
been  quoted  in  support  of  that  opinion.  I 
suppose  I  did  say,  in  the  year  1870,  that 
tenants  of  holdings  valued  at  £  1 00  ought 
to  be  able  to  protect  themselves.  [  *  *  Hear, 
hear !  "]  I  cannot  accept  those  cheers. 
I  say  at  once  that  I  totally  retract  that 
opinion.  I  have  learned  since  1870  that 
that  opinion  was  totally  unfounded.  No 
doubt  it  is  true  that  the  larger  Irish 
tenant  is  not  in  the  same  daneer  of  desti- 
tution upon  leaving  his  holding  as  the 
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smaller  tenant  may  be ;  but  the  larger 
tenant  is  the  man  who  invests  the 
most  capital  in  his  farm,  and  is  the 
very  man  who,  from  a  public  point 
of  view,  most  requires  the  protection  of 
such  legislation  as  this.  He  risks  the 
most,  he  gives  the  most  hostages  to  for- 
tune ;  and  certainly  his  industry  and 
capital  require  at  least  as  much  protec- 
tion, both  from  the  public  point  of  view 
and  in  justice  to  himself,  as  those  of 
the  smaller  tenant.  I  think,  there- 
fore, it  would  be  a  very  great  mistake 
and  misfortune  if  such  a  class  as  the 
large  and  improving  tenants  of  Ireland 
were  excluded  from  the  protection  of 
this  Bill  in  the  matter  of  rent.  I  may 
state  at  this  point  the  nature  of  the 
Land  Court  which  the  Bill  establishes. 
First  of  all,  the  measure  retains  the  Civil 
Bill  Courts  as  under  the  Land  Act,  with 
the  assistance  of  competent  valuators. 
But  it  also  creates  a  superior  Land  Com- 
mission or  Court,  and  enables  either  land- 
lord or  tenant  to  pass  by  the  Civil  Bill 
Court,  and  to  appeal  at  once  to  the  Land 
Commission.  That  Commission  will  con- 
sist of  three  Members.  Two  of  them  are 
legal  Members,  one  of  whom  is  the  Judi- 
cial Commissioner,  both  of  them  being 
men  of  the  highest  standing,  character, 
and  ability,  and  the  third  is  a  gentleman 
who  stands  at  the  very  head  of  the  pro- 
fession of  land  agents  in  Ireland,  and 
who  deserves,  and  I  believe  will  obtain, 
the  confidence  of  tenants  and  landlords 
alike.  This  Court  will  be  assisted  by 
Assistant  Commissioners,  and  sub-Com- 
missions will  be  formed  in  various  parts 
of  Ireland.  The  Court  will  be  enabled 
and  bound  to  rehear  any  case  upon  ap- 
peal, whether  from  a  County  Court  Judge 
or  from  a  sub-Commission.  My  Lords, 
I  pass  now  to  the  third  main  provision  of 
the  Bill,  which  relates  to  the  limitation 
of  the  right  of  ejectment.  I  need  scarcely 
say  that  it  would  be  useless  to  give 
this  power  to  settle  a  rent  to  the  Court  if 
it  were  left  perfectly  open  to  the  land- 
lord to  turn  out  the  tenant  for  any  and 
every  reason,  perhaps  for  the  very  rea- 
son that  he  had  applied  to  the  Court. 
The  Bill,  therefore,  provides  that  the 
fixing  of  a  judicial  rent  by  the  Court 
shall  create  a  statutory  tenancy  for  a 
statutory  term  of  15  years,  renewable  by 
the  Court,  if  the  Court  shall  again  re- 
vise the  rent.  During  that  term  the 
landlord  will  not  be  able  to  raise  the 
rent,  except  on  account  of  capital  which 
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he  may  have  laid  out  by  agreement  with 
the  tenant  upon  the  farm.  The  statutory 
conditions  to  which  the  tenant  will  be 
subject  are  these — ^tbe  landlord  retains 
the  right  to  dispossess  the  tenant  for 
non-payment  of  rent,  for  waste,  for 
sub- division  and  sub-letting,  for  bank- 
ruptcy, and  for  persistent  obstruction 
to  all  the  various  ordinary  rights  of  pro- 
perty, such  as  the  rights  of  mining  and 
cutting  timber,  of  making  roads  and 
drains,  of  sporting,  &c.  Beyond  this  list 
of  grounds  for  ejectment  the  landlord 
will  not  be  able  to  eject.  Now,  doubt- 
less, there  will  be  many  cases  in  which 
the  parties  will  not  appeal  to  the  Court ; 
and  if  they  agree,  without  the  interven- 
tion of  the  Court,  upon  an  increased  rent, 
a  similar  statutory  term  will  be  created, 
and  the  landlord,  in  addition,  will  have 
the  right,  with  the  consent  of  the  Court, 
and  with  full  compensation  to  the  tenant, 
to  resume  any  holding  or  any  portion  of 
it  for  causes  connected  with  the  benefit  of 
the  estate.  This  right  of  appeal  to  the 
Court  is  not  made  universal  or  per- 
petual. It  attaches  to  what  the  Bill  de- 
fines as  present  tenancies.  It  does  not 
attach  to  a  holding  in  any  C€Me  in  which 
the  landlord  has  resumed  possession  of 
the  holdins^  either  by  purchase  or  others 
wise.  All  such  tenancies  will  come 
under  the  description  of  future  tenan- 
cies, and  there  will  be  no  right  of 
appeal  to  the  Court.  But  the  ten- 
ancy will  be  subject  to  the  tenant's 
right  of  disposing  of  his  interest,  and 
also  to  a  self-acting  system  under  the 
3rd  clause  of  the  BiU,  which  is  in- 
tended to  check  the  demand  for  exces- 
sive rent  on  the  part  of  the  landlord, 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  to  encourage  the 
tenant  to  accept  any  reasonable  increase. 
There  are  only  two  or  three  more  points 
in  this  part  of  the  Bill  with  wmch  I 
need  trouble  your  Lordships.  There  is 
a  clause  dealing  with  the  question  of 
compensation  for  disturbance  under  the 
Act  of  1870.  The  clause  improves  the 
provisions  of  that  Act  in  some  respects, 
and  somewhat  increases  the  scale  of  pay- 
ment, in  compliance  with  the  opinion  of 
a  great  number  of  County  Court  Judges. 
I  believe  that  compensation  for  disturb- 
ance under  this  legislation  will  sink  very 
much  into  the  background.  I  believe  it 
will  be  swallowed  up  in  the  far  sounder 
system  of  the  sale  of  the  tenant's  interest 
as  in  Ulster ;  and  if,  as  we  hope,  that 
interest  is  increased  in  nnmeioiie  oases 
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by  the  tenant's  ownindustiyand  outlay, 
it  will  become  less  and  less  necessary  to 
have  reconrse  to  this  compensation  for 
disturbance.    It  was  at  best  a  palliative 
for  great  evils,  and  I  look  forward  to  the 
time  when  it  will  be  unnecessary.    For 
the  present,  however,  we  think  it  neces- 
sary to  maintain  and  to  strengthen  it,  as 
a  protection,  in  some  cases,  for  the  ten- 
ant.    I  come  now  to  the  question  of 
leases.      The  Bill    provides  for    what 
it  calls  a  judicial  lease  to  be  entered 
into  with  the  sanction  of  the  Court. 
Such  leases  will  take  the  place  of  all  the 
other  provisions  of  the  Bill,  and  will 
form  the  tenure — ^the  contract  between 
the  landlord  and  the  tenant.    At  the 
expiration  of  such  a  lease  the  tenancy 
of  the  tenant  will  be  a  future  tenancy. 
But  with  respect  to    existing    leases, 
the  Bill  provides  that  a  tenant  who,  at 
the  end  of  the  lease,  falls  into  the  posi* 
tion  of  an  occupying  tenant  from  year 
to  year,  shall  be  treated  as  a  present 
tenant.     The  more  we  look  into  the 
matter,  the  less  reason  will  be  found  to 
make  a  difference  between  the  position 
of  such  a  tenant  at  the  end  of  a  lease  and 
that  of  any  other  tenant  in  Ireland.     It 
is  well  known  that  the  real  understand- 
ing of  an  Irish  lease,  in  spite  of  any 
finmal  words,  is  not  that  the  landlord 
at  the  end  of  the  lease  shall  resume 
possession.    The  real  understanding  is 
that  the  lease  shall  fix  the  rent  for  the 
period  to  which  it  refers,  and  that  at  the 
end  of  it  the  tenant  shall  be  a  tenant 
from  year  to  year.    We  saw  no  reason 
why  a  tenant  in  that  position  should  not 
have  the  same  protection  which  the  Bill 
gives  to  his  neighbours  as  ordinary  ten- 
ants.    Indeed,  it  may  very  well  be  that 
a  tenant  at  that  moment  may  require 
more  protection  than  at  any  oUier  time, 
because  he  is  likely  to  have  invested  his 
money  in  his  holding,  and  to  have  made 
improvements  which  might  be  very  easily 
swallowed  up  and  confiscated  by  an  ex- 
cessive rent.     This  is  the  view  of  the 
matter  taken  in  the  Province  of  Ulster. 
The  general  understanding  in  that  Pro- 
vince is  that  the  lease  is  little  or  nothing 
more  than  a  fixing  of  the  rent  for  the 
time  that  it  lasts,  and  that  the  tenant 
at  the  end  of  the  lease  should  have  the 
same  right  of  protection  under  the  cus- 
tom as  any  other  tenant  in  the  Pro- 
vince.   We  have  followed  that  analogy, 
and  we  propose  to  treat  the  tenant  at^he 
end  of  an  eyieting  lease  as  a  present  ten- 


ant, and  to  give  him  the  same  protection 
as  that  whidi  other  tenants  from  year  to 
year  enjoy.     Another  provision  of  the 
bill  which  I  ought  to  mention  relates  to 
those  leases  with  respect  to  which  there 
is  reason  to  believe  that  they  have  been 
forced  upon  the  tenants  since  the  passing 
of  the  Land  Act  by  notices  to  quit  or 
threats  of  eviction.  In  those  leases  there 
are  terms  which   are  totally    contrary 
to  the  spirit  of  the  Land  Act.     It  is 
proposed  by  the  Bill    that    if   within 
the  next  six  months    any  such  lease 
is   brought   before   the  Court,   and  if 
the  Court  shall  find  it  to  contain  such 
inequitable  terms,   and   to  have   been 
forced  upon  the  tenant    by  threat  of 
eviction,  the  Court  shall  be  at  liberty 
to  declare  such  lease  void.     The  trans- 
actions in  question  must  be  very  strange 
to  your  Lordships.     [**  Hear,  hear!  "] 
I  say  the  transactions  with  which  the 
clause    deals    must    be  strange  to  the 
Ilouse.     If  the  remedy  is  unknown  in 
this  country,  certainly  such  transactions 
are  absolutely  unknown  ;  and  it  appears 
to  me  that  a  so-called  contract  obtained 
by  such  means  as  I  have  described  is  not 
one  deserving  of  the  name  of  a  lease  at 
all.  At  all  events,  we  think  it  a  matter  so 
exceptional  and  so  grievous  to  the  ten- 
ant who  has  been  coerced  to  accept  such 
a  lease  by  force  majeure  under  threat  of 
eviction,  that  we  think  the  Court  may  be 
entitled  to  take  such  influences  into  con- 
sideration, and  do  justice  in  the  matter. 
My  Lords,  I  think  I  have  said  enough 
as  to  that  great  portion  of  the  Bill  which 
relates  to  the  tenure  of  land.     I  now 
turn  for  a  short  time  to  that  part  which 
does  not  relate  to  tenure.     My  Lords, 
the  minor  provisions  of  this  portion  of 
the  Bill  deal  with  reclamation  of  waste 
land  and  emigration  from  Ireland.     My 
Lords,  there  is  no  question  more  obscure, 
or  upon  which  more  contradictory  evi- 
dence exists,  than  that  of  the  reclamation 
of  land  in  Ireland.    For  myself,  I  believe 
that  the  best  and  most  effectual  reclama- 
tion will  be  carried  out  in  the  future,  as 
it  has  been  in  the  past,  by  small  tenants 
on  their  own  land  encouraged  by  a  sys- 
tem   of    security.      Others  think   that 
there  is  a  good  deal  to  be  done  upon 
a  larger  scale,  if  the  means  be  foimd, 
and  the  Bill  proposes  to  supply  such 
means.     The  Treasury  under  the  Bill 
may  make    advances    either   to   Com- 
panies or  occupiers,  or  to  the  landlord 
and  tenant  jointly,  and  the  reclamation 
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of  land  oa  a  large  scale  may  be  tried 
under  these  provisions.     Then,   as    to 
emigration,    1  will    only    say   that  it 
is  not  to  be  thought  of  as  a  general 
remedy  for  the  evils  of  the  Irish  land 
system.     In  the  greater  part  of  Ireland 
emigration   would    be    an    evil  rather 
than  a  good.     But,  as  we  all  know,  there 
are  districts  in  the  country  which  the 
Bill  mildly  terms  **  thickly  populated  " — 
districts  where  there  is  an  amount  of 
overcrowding  which  there  are, apparently, 
no  means  of  remedying,  except  by  the 
removal  of  the   population  to  happier 
regions.     We  hope  that  the  Bill  may 
enable  such  removal  to  take  place,  and 
that  great  relief  may  thus  be  given  to 
these  overcrowded  portions  of  the  coun- 
try.   My  Lords,  the  next  and  main  enact- 
ment of  this  part  of  the  Bill  relates,  of 
course,  to  the  purchase  of  land  by  the 
tenant  farmers — a  subject  which  is  very 
familiar  to  your  Lordships.     The  Bill 
proposes  greatly  to  increase  the  facili- 
ties   for   such    purchases,    to   improve 
the    machinery    for    promoting    them, 
and   especially  to  make  this  important 
change  in  accordance  with  the  recom- 
mendations   of   the  Committee  of  the 
other  House,    presided    over    by    Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre,  that  the  Land  Commis- 
sion will    be  empowered   to   purchase 
estates  from  the  landlords  and  to  re-sell 
them,  with  the  assistance  of  Government 
advances,  to  the   tenants.     My  Lords, 
this  plan   seems  to    be  watched  with 
eager  eyes  from  two  opposite  quarters. 
There  are  the  Land  Leaguers,  who  are 
longing  to  buy  out  the  landlords  at  the 
cheapest  rate  possible,  and  there  are  a 
number  of  landlords  who — I  think  in  a 
panic — are  longing  to  be  bought  out ; 
but,  perhaps,  with  not  quite  the  same 
view  as  to  prices.     Our  point  of  view 
is  neither  one  nor  the   other.     There 
are  numbers  of  resident  landlords,  and 
some    non-resident,    whose    separation 
from  Ireland  we  should  look  upon  as  the 
greatest  calamity ;  and  we  hope  and  be- 
lieve they  will  lind  no  reason,  when  this 
Bill  comes  into  operation,  to  separate 
themselves    from    that    coimtry.      But 
there  are  others,  not  always  from  their 
own  fault,    whose    ownership   of   land 
does  not  confer  advantage  either  upon 
the  tenants,    or  the  country  at  large ; 
and   there    are,    also,    what  might  be 
called  commercial  properties  in  Ireland 
which  might  very  well  be  sold  to  the 
tenants,  while,  of  course,  it  is  probable 
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that  portions  of  large  estates  may  be 
treated  in  the  same  way.  Upon  the 
whole,  I  believe  that,  without  impair- 
ing the  existence  or  inflnenoe  df  the 
landlord  class  in  Ireland,  means  may 
be  found  to  create  a  very  oonaiderable 
number,  in  all  portions  of  the  ooontry, 
of  smaller  proprietors  cultivating  their 
own  land,  and  who,  we  think,  would 
add  greatly  to  the  stability  of  property 
in  Ireland.  My  Lords,  I  now  desue  to 
return,  for  a  moment,  to  the  main  por- 
tion of  this  Bill,  which  deals  with  the 
tenure  of  land  in  Ireland.  My  Lords,  I 
ask  myself,  what  effect  will  this  legisla- 
tion have  upon  the  interests  and  well- 
being  of  Insh  landlords?  I  ask  that 
question,  not  merely  as  a  Member  of  the 
Government,  but  as  one  of  the  olass  af- 
fected, and  of  that  portion  of  the  class 
which  is  especially  affected — namely,  the 
Irish  landlords  outside  the  PkOYinoe  of 
Ulster.  My  Lords,  I  maintain  that  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill  will  cause  the 
landlords  no  money  loss  whatever.  I 
believe  that  it  will  mfliot  upon  them  no 
loss  of  income,  except  in  those  cases  in 
which  a  certain  number  of  landlords  may 
have  imposed  upon  their  tenants  ezees* 
sive  and  inequitable  rents,  which  fhsj 
are  probably  vainly  txring  to  xecover. 
But  it  will,  undoubtedly,  deprive  Irisk 
landlords  of  a  certain  portion  of  their 
power.  It  will  deprive  them  of  the  free 
choice  of  a  tenant  when  a  change  of 
tenancy  takes  place ;  though  it  wiU  not 
deprive  them  of  a  reasonaMe  yeto  on  the 
purchasing  tenant.  It  will  also  deprive 
them  of  the  means  of  enforcing  their 
every  wish  and  every  rule  of  their  estates 
by  the  capital  sentence  of  unrestricted 
eviction.  It  seems  to  me,  however,  that 
there  is  this,  at  least,  to  be  said — ^thit 
the  time  has  almost  passed  when  it  was 
necessary,  or  politic,  or,  perhaps,  pos- 
sible, for  Irish  landlords  to  exercise 
those  powers  in  the  fashion  in  which  of 
old  they  used  to  be  exercised.  There 
used  to  be,  undoubtedly,  a  system  of 
very  despotic  power,  which,  in  its  best 
form,  amounted  to  a  benevolent  des- 
potism. Those  times,  it  appears  to  me, 
are  nearly  past ;  and  it  will,  in  that  re- 
spect, be  no  real  loss  to  the  landlords  if 
their  power  is  somewhat  retrenched. 
But,  my  Lords,  the  question  is  this — ^I 
ask  myself,  and  I  shoidd  like  to  ask 
your  Lordships,  is  it  not  worth  while  to 
surrender  some  of  these  powers  of  land- 
lordism, and  to  strengthen  the  rest  tcif 
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the  purpofle  of  efltabliahingy  upon  a 
finner  K)otiiiff»  the  essential  rignts  of 
property,  and  basing  them  upon  the 
contentment  of  a  prosperous  tenantry? 
And,  alter  all,  is  it  not  the  fact  that  we 
who  are  affected  by  this  Bill  shall  find 
oorselTes  when  it  passes  very  much  in 
the  position  in  which  the  Ulster  land- 
lords are  now?  My  Lords,  in  that 
case,  the  prospect  does  not  appear  to  me 
to  be  a  yery  terrible  one.  Of  course,  I 
shall  be  told  by  many  that  this  Bill 
will  produce  no  healing  effect.  That 
statement  we  are  prepared  to  face. 
We  shall  be  told  that  it  will  have  no 
effect  upon  the  minds  of  the  tenants 
tending  to  produce  a  condition  of  general 
contentment  in  Ireland.  That  is  not  my 
belief.  I  say  that  there  are  very  strong 
reasons  for  believing  the  contrary.  I 
know  not,  of  course,  what  difficulties  we 
may  yet  have  to  grapple  with  from  the 
agitation  which  prevails  in  Ireland,  from 
the  Land  League  with  its  American 
money ;  but  I  agree  with  the  remark  of 
a  wise  Irishman,  who  said  the  other 
day  that  the  Land  League  is  not  Ireland. 
I  firmly  believe,  also,  that,  in  the  Land 
League  itself,  there  are  a  multitude  of 
members  who  are  not  prepared  to  sacri- 
fioe  the  real  interests  of  the  Irish  tenant 
fisnnerB  and  the  prosperity  of  their  coun- 
try to  impossible  scnemes  of  social  or 
political  revolution.  The  Irish  tenants, 
as  a  class,  have  not  asked  for  revolution- 
ary measures,  they  have  not  asked  for  the 
abolition  of  landlords,  or  the  expropria- 
tion of  landlord  property.  They  have 
asked  for  seciuity  for  themselves,  and 
for  fidr  rents.  I  have  faiUi  in  this  Bill, 
because  it  attempts  to  attain  those  objects 
by  methods  which  are  congenial  to  Ire- 
Iflmd,  which  are  copied  from  the  best 
usages  and  practices  in  Ireland ;  which 
are  not  founded  upon  any  theory  such 
as  ganeraUy  ignores  half  the  facts  of  the 
ease,  and  whidi  are  not  modelled  upon 
TgngliA  and  Scotch  land  systems,  so 
totally  alien  to  the  land  system  of  Ire- 
land. My  Lords,  may  I  venture  to  repeat 
a  sentence  from  a  speech  of  my  own  in 
the  year  1870?  I  said  then,  speakine 
on  the  second  reading  of  the  Irish  Land 
Bill— 


"In  framing  this  measure  .  .  i  .  we  have 
liad  special  regard  to  the  bett  lusages  prevailing 
nposi  the  best  estates  in  Ulster  as  well  as  else- 
whan.  We  have  taken  the  elements  of  the 
nigtar  Codtom,  and  translated  them,  so  to  speak, 
into  a  statatory  form  for  the  rest  of  the  coan- 
^."—[3  Mmuard,  ozdx.  1443.] 


My  Lords,  I  have  trust  in  this  Bill,  be- 
cause it  is  framed  in  that  same  spirit 
which  I  then  described.  It  adopts,  but 
far  more  thoroughly,  the  same  principle ; 
it  moves,  but  far  more  boldly,  on  the 
same  path.  Those  usages,  which  it 
steadily  keeps  in  view,  are  not  confined 
to  Ulster ;  they  are  Irish  usages.  But 
I  must  pay  my  humble  tribute  to  Ulster 
itself.  It  is  to  Ulster  that  we  owe  the 
only  healthy  system  of  land  tenure  that 
has  ever  got  itself  established  in  Ireland. 
It  is  to  Ulster  that  we  owe  the  only  Irish 
custom  that  has  ever  substituted  for 
the  mere  indulgence  of  the  landlord  a 
manly,  moral,  and  honourable  under- 
standing between  the  two  parties.  It 
is  to  Ulster  that  we  owe,  in  the  person 
of  Sharman  Crawford,  the  first  attempts 
at  a  reform  of  the  Irish  Land  Laws. 
Few  in  this  House  will  grudge  to  Ulster 
any  legislation  necessary  to  make  her 
custom  safe.  But  we  feel  that  it  is  ab- 
solutely impossible  to  leave  all  the  rest 
of  Ireland— all  the  agricultural  classes 
of  three-fourths  of  Ireland — in  a  position 
of  absolute  inferiority  to  the  Northern 
Province.  We  desire,  therefore,  to  do 
for  the  rest  of  Ireland  what  custom  has 
done  for  Ulster.  We  desire  to  do  what 
custom,  under  a  happier  history,  would 
have  done  for  the  other  three  Provinces. 
We  desire  to  create,  by  a  just  law,  that 
state  of  tenure  which  is  slowly  growing 
up  all  over  Ireland,  with  all  the  sinister 
accompaniments  of  agitation  and  con- 
spiracy and  agrarian  crime.  We  believe 
that  the  magic  of  security  will  scatter 
those  evil  influences,  if  Parliament  adopts 
this  legislation.  Wo  believe  that  such 
a  measure  as  this  will  obtain  the  moral 
support  of  all  that  is  best  throughout  the 
country ;  and  I  trust  I  may  be  allowed, 
before  sitting  down,  with  all  sincerity 
and  earnestness,  to  entreat  your  Lord- 
ships to  join  with  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  to  join  with  the  great  majo- 
rity of  the  people  of  this  country,  in 
accomplishing  this  great  work  for  Ire- 
land. I  beg  to  move  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
— (2%<?  Lord  Privy  Seal,) 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY:  My 
Lords,  whatever  decision  your  Lordships 
may  come  to  with  respect  to  the  course 
which  it  is  right  to  take  as  to  this  Bill, 
at  all  events  it  is  desirable  that  you 
should  not  underrate  the  importance  of 
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the  change  which  you  are  making,  or 
the  magnitude  of  this  departure  from  all 
the  traditions  which  have  governed  legis- 
lation hitherto.  Tenant  right,  up  to  this 
year,  has  been  usually  understood  in 
political  controversy  in  a  sense  which 
now  appears  limited  and  restricted.  From 
the  time  of  the  Irish  Famine,  and  from 
an  earlier  period,  the  attention  of  legis- 
lators was  drawn  to  the  necessity  of  pro- 
tecting from  any  invasion  or  encroach- 
ment that  equitable  right  of  a  tenant  in 
the  improvements  which  he,  and  in  many 
cases  he  alone,  had  put  upon  the  land. 
That  was  an  object  with  respect  to  which 
Parliament  may  not  have  been  happy 
in  its  legislation,  but  which  it  sincerely 
sought  to  efifect.  There  was  no  differ- 
ence of  opinion  between  the  two  Parties 
on  that  point.  In  fact,  your  Lordships 
were  reminded  by  Lord  Beaconsfield 
last  year,  speaking  in  this  place,  that 
the  first  measure  effectively  guaranteeing 
his  improvements  to  the  Irish  tenant  was 
brought  in  by  the  Irish  Attorney  General 
of  the  first  Administration  of  the  late 
Lord  Derby.  Hitherto  both  Parties  have 
expressed  themselves  desirous  of  secur- 
ing the  interests  of  the  Irish  tenant  in 
his  improvements ;  but,  unfortunately, 
a  measure  was  passed  which  has  had  the 
effect  of  exposing  those  improvements  to 
somewhat  serious  peril.  Pressed  partly 
by  the  political  economy  of  the  day, 
pressed  also,  in  some  degree,  by  an  im- 
reasoning  dislike  to  old  families  and  a 
desire  to  break  up  old  estates,  a  Liberal 
Government,  some  25  years  ago,  passed 
the  Irish  Encumbered  Estates  Act.  The 
provisions  of  that  Act  I  do  not  attempt 
to  pourtray ;  but,  as  to  its  effect,  it  is 
enough  to  say  that  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter has  already  branded  it  as  confis- 
cating the  improvements  of  the  Irish 
tenant.  This  was  the  act  certainly  not 
of  the  Party  with  which  we  are  con- 
nected. But  from  that  time  to  this 
constant  complaints  have  arisen  about 
those  improvements  being  in  danger, 
and  constant  efforts  have  been  made  to 
save  them.  Provisions  to  that  effect 
were  introduced  into  the  Irish  Land 
Act ;  and,  so  far  as  we  understood  at  the 
time,  the  tenant  right  contemplated  by 
the  Land  Act  went  no  further  than  this. 
It  had  no  other  object  in  view  in  its 
general  provisions ;  and  even  where  it 
proposed  to  give  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance, we  were  distinctly  assured 
that  the    only  intention  was    to   pre- 
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vent  undue  and  inexpedient  ezerciie 
of  the  right  of  eviction.  It  was  in 
the  same  spirit  that  the  question 
came  to  be  examined  daring  the  last 
Autumn  and  Winter,  and  it  was  with 
this  view  that  the  CommiBsion  on 
which  the  noble  Lord  who  has  just 
sat  down  sat— the  Commission  of  the 
Duke  of  Biohmond — made  the  recom- 
mendation which  has  become  somewhat 
celebrated,  because  an  attempt  has  been 
made  to  fasten  upon  it  as  tne  basis  of 
the  vast  structure  of  this  Bill.  What 
the  Duke  of  Bichmond's  Commission 
really  pointed  out  was  that  the  tenant's 
improvements  were  in  danger  of  being 
sacrificed,  and  it  was  natural  that  the 
tenants  should  desire  legislation  to  pre- 
vent it.  Nothing  more  natural ;  and  if 
this  Bill  only  sought  to  re-enforoe  the 
previous  efforts  in  the  same  direction,  it 
would  have  met  little  opposition  or  criti- 
cism from  the  Party  with  which  I  have 
the  honour  to  be  connected.  But  an 
entire  change  has  come  over  the  defini- 
tion of  tenant  right  that  is  to  be  given 
to  the  tenants  under  the  Bill  of  the 
present  Session.  Now,  for  the  first 
time,  an  enormous  change  is  intro- 
duced into  the  relations  between  land- 
lord and  tenant.  The  tenants  all  over 
Ireland  are  to  be  authorised  to  sell 
for  money  that  which  they  never 
bought,  which  they  never  earned,  and 
which  the  noble  Lord  who  has  jnJst  sat 
down  would  persuade  us  has  g^wn 
in  some  manner  out  of  the  soil,  and 
can  be  made  over  to  the  tenant  with- 
out sacrifice  on  the  part  of  anybody 
else's  interest  in  the  matter.  No  doubt 
wonderful  things  are  done  in  Ireland, 
and  Ireland  is  a  wonderful  countzy ;  bat 
I  defy  anyone  who  pays  attention  to  the 
multiplication  table  to  show  that  this 
money  is  given  to  the  tenant  without 
taking  away  property  from  the  landlord 
on  whose  estate  the  farm  is,  or  from  the 
person  with  whom  the  bargain  is  made. 
This  is  not  all.  It  is  part  of  tenant  right 
under  this  Bill  that  contracts  deliberately 
made  are  now  to  be  freely  torn  up  by 
those  who  made  them ;  and  we  are  told 
that  this  is  necessary  fDr  the  protection 
of  the  tenant.  Yet,  when  the  Act  of 
1870  was  passed,  we  were  assured  that 
from  that  time  forward  eveiy  person  in 
Ireland  would  have  to  abide  by  the  eon- 
tractshe  made.  This  is  to  be  no  longer  the 
case  ;  but  Courts  are  to  be  set  up  to  de- 
stroy the  contracts  into  which  peojde  de^ 
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libevatelf  and  knowingly  bave  entered. 
In  ▼batpoflitioa  is  the  landlord  left?  Is 
he  wortliy  to  be  called  a  landlord  P  He 
may  not  sdeot  his  tenant;  he  may  not 
keep  off  &om  his  eetate  any  man,  no 
matter  how  much  he  may  deserve  his 
objection  or  his  hostility.  He  may  not 
deal  with  his  rent,  however  much  he 
may  justly  think  it  ought  to  be  raised. 
He  may  not  alter  the  construction  of  his 
estate;  he  may  not  unite  farm  with  farm, 
or  consolidate  farms  which  may  appear 
to  need  it.  He  may  not  even  select  the 
places  where  the  cottages  of  hia  labourers 
are  to  be  built ;  but  these  are  to  be 
seleoted  for  him,  and  without  hie  con- 
eent,  in  any  part  of  the  estate  that  is 
left.  My  Lords,  in  what  part  of  the 
ciTilieed  world  Is  that  the  definition  of  a 
landlord  ?  That  is  not  a  landlord.  He 
in  something  between  two  different  cha- 
TSoten.  He  is  a  sort  of  mortgagee  upon 
the  estate,  with  an  uncertain  and  pre- 
carioua  bold  upon  his  income,  and  he  is 
a  head  agent  to  Serjeant  O'Hagan  and 
hia  Oolleagnes.  The  noble  Lord  seems 
to  think  this  is  quite  reasonable.  Say  I 
took  a  man  five  years  ago  and  put  him 
into  %  bit  of  m;  park,  wHch  I  turn  into 
a  farm.  I  gave  him  no  promise,  no 
right  to  sell  the  tenancy  which  he  re- 
oeivee.  He  took  it  on  the  clear  under- 
standing that  he  was  a  tenant  from  year 
to  year,  liable  to  be  evicted,  and  to  have 
his  rent  raised  according  to  any  agree- 
ment to  which  we  might  come.  He  took 
it  under  the  full  understanding  that  he 
was  liable  to  leave  it.  Then  this  Act 
comes  suddenly  down  and  transfers  to 
him  all  the  rights  which  he  did  nothing 
to  earn,  nothing  to  purchase,  and  which 
rights  are  taken  away  &om  me.  Th& 
noble  Lord  tries  to  persuade  you  that 
this  legislation  is  favourable  to  the  land- 
lord, and  not  a  transfer  of  the  rights  ol 
the  landlord  to  the  tenant.  The  answer 
of  the  noble  Lord  is  this—"  Oh,  this  is 
ths  custom  of  TJlHter,  and  the  cuetam  of 
Ulster  has  splendidly  succeeded."  But 
that  is  not  the  custom  of  Ulster;  it  differs 
Mo  eaia  from  the  custom  of  Ulster.  Ac 
essential  part  of  that  custom  was  that 
flie  landlord  remained  behind  with  nb- 
•oluta  domination  over  all  the  transac- 
tions that  might  take  place.  If  the  price 
given  in  the  sale  of  the  tenancy  wa^ 
nrnnnrn'Tfi.  Ae  landlord  might  interfere  ; 
if  the  tenant  was  objectionable  the  land- 
lotd  might  prevent  him  coming  upon  the 
wtkts.  IT  the  rent  was  too  low  the 
-YOIfc  COLXIY.    [tbiks  sxriss.] 


landlord  might  raiee  it ;  the  landlord 
always  had  absolute  power  in  the  back- 
ground, whatever  custom  mi^ht  prevail. 
Whatever  traditions  might  induce  him 
to  waive  rights  in  favour  of  the  tenant, 
there  he  was  the  master.  The  holding 
liad  but  one  master ;  and  it  is  to  that 
arrangement  the  prosperity  of  Ulster 
was  due.  Do  not,  then,  attempt  to 
nlaim  the  example  and  precedent  of 
Ulster  in  favour  of  an  arrangement  in 
which  every  atom  of  power  is  taken  out 
of  the  bands  of  the  landlords  and  given 
to  a  tribunal  which  may  be,  and  I  be- 
lieve is,  rather  hostile  to  the  landlords 
and  favourable  to  the  tenants.  Now, 
what  is  the  character  of  this  meaaure? 
I  think  it  is  an  utter  misrepresentation 
of  the  Bill  to  represent  it  as  conferring 
the  custom  of  Ulster  on  the  rest  of  Ire- 
land, because  the  custom  of  Ulster  had, 
as  au  integral  and  necessary  part,  the 
dominating  power  of  the  landlord.  But 
let  us  admit  it  is  the  custom  of  Ulster; 
how  shall  we  describe  the  proposal  to 
confer  that  custom  upon  the  tenants  of 
the  rest  of  Ireland,  as  ac^ainst  the  land- 
lords of  the  rest  of  Ireland,  in  places 
where  it  has  not  grown  up,  and,  there- 
fore, in  places  where  the  consideration 
which  it  doubtless  represents  has  not 
been  given  ?  I  will  call  two  authorities 
to  that  question,  and  my  first  shall  be 
Ur.  Chichester  Fortescue.     On  the  se- 


"  I  do  not  know  whether  I  niaks  mysoU 
undcntood  by  the  Houao ;  but,  hnving  looked 
cIoBoly  into  this  matter,  I  feel  atroaijly  that 
there  Eue  great  doubts  whether  what  is  called 
vaguely  the  extension  of  the  Ulster  Costom  to 
the  rest  of  Irolfinil  would  he  fair  oitlier  to  land- 
lords or  tenants  in  that  part  of  the  country." — 
[3  Haiuard,  exciic,  H42.] 

This  is  what  was  thought  in  1 870  by  Mr. 

Chichester  Fortescue,  a  statesman  who, 
I  regret  to  say,  has  disappeared  from  the 
House  of  Commons.  There  is  also  an- 
other statesman  who  has  disappeared 
from  the  House  of  Commons.  It  is 
melancholy  how  many  of  those  who  were 
defenders  of  the  rights  of  the  landlord 
have  vanished  from  that  Assembly.  Sir 
Eoundell  Palmer,  on  the  lOtb  of  March, 
1870,  said— 

"  But  when  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Lidieard  ^Mr.  Horsman]  said  that  the  ezteniion 
of  the  UlBter  Custom  to  the  rest  of  Ireland  was 
open  for  our  consideration,  I  moat  say  that  that 
does  appetir  a  manifest  vlolatiaa  of  the  piin- 
cipleam  justice,  and  to  be  impossibla,  if  wemeon 
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to  respect  those  principles.  It  is  unquestion- 
able that  where  the  custom  obtains  and  landlords 
and  tenants  act  on  it  in  their  dealinf^^  with  one 
another,  in  such  a  case  it  is  a  matter  of  honesty 
for  the  landlord  to  allow  the  tenant  to  have  the 
bcnelit  of  the  custom.  But  when  you  talk  of 
extending  that  custom  to  other  parts  of  Ireland, 
you  speak  of  a  change  which  would  alter  the 
terms  which,  in  those  other  imrts  of  Ireland, 
have  already  been  agreed  on  Dctweon  landlord 
and  tenant ;  and,  therefore,  if  you  giivo  in  such 
a  case  to  the  tenant  the  value  of  the  custom 
existing  elsewhere,  you  would  be  just  taking  so 
much  from  the  landlord  and  gi\nng  it  to  the 
tenant."- [/AiV/.,  1666-7.] 

These  are  the  rhetorical  doctrines  for 
which  I  have  just  been  rebuked.  I 
should  like  to  quote  another  opinion 
upon  the  general  operation  of  this  Bill. 
It  will  not  be  an  English  opinion  ;  but  I 
think  a  French  opinion,  coming  not  from 
any  Conservative  source,  but  coming 
from  some  of  those  who  have  seen 
Socialism  worked  where  it  was  originally 
bred,  may,  perhaps,  shed  a  useful  light 
upon  the  procedure  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  commenced.  This  is 
from  Ths  Repuhlique  Frangaine  of  the  9th 
of  July.  I  need  not  remind  the  House, 
I  am  not  quoting  merely  a  newspaper, 
but  I  am  quoting  from  the  organ  of  the 
most  powerful  man  in  France.  In  Eng- 
land you  cannot  speak  of  a  newspaper  as 
being  the  organ  of  a  statesman,  oecause 
such  a  thing  does  not  exist ;  but  in  France 
it  is  the  habitual  custom,  and  this  fact 
is  notorious.  The  Repuhlique  Framjaise 
said — 

**  It  is  impossible  to  conceal  the  gra%'ity  and 
the  delicacy  of  the  responsibility  assumed  by  the 
English  Government.  In  order  to  form  an  idea 
of  it,  It  is  necessary  to  imagine  the  French  Go- 
vernment proposing,  or  rather  imposing,  its 
mediation  upon  landed  proprietors,  fixing  the 
rates  of  their  rents,  and  obliging  the  landowner 
who  desired  to  get  rid  of  his  tenant  to  buy  his 
right  of  tcnancv  from  him  in  ready  money. 
Assuredly,  people  would  say  that  this  was  de- 
cided Sociabsm  {dn  aociaiismt  rehforee),  and  they 
would  be  right." 

This  is  the  judgment  of  the  organ  of  the 
man  who  represents  the  most  Socialist 
constituency  in  Paris.  I  have  quoted 
these  opinions  of  distinguished  men  who 
were  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  of 
this  distinguished  organ  abroad,  because 
I  shrink  from  using  language  of  my  own, 
as  it  has  met  with  unfavourable  criticism 
from  the  Prime  Minister.  He  very  much 
objects  that  a  noble  and  learned  Friend 
near  me  and  myself  have  used  the  word 
"confiscation  "  in  reference  to  his  policy. 
I  desire,   therefore,  rather  to  use  the 
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language  of  other  men,  becauae  I  am 
aware,  so  long  as  the  ngbt  hon.  (Gentle- 
man is  at  the  head  of  affairs,  "  oonfiaca- 
tion  "  will  be  rather  a  monotonoue  word. 
The  justification  which  is  constantly  ad« 
vanced  for  all  these  restrictions  of  land- 
lords' powers,  which  constitute  this  de- 
cided SociaHsm,  is  that  it  is  to  be  done 
through  the  medium  of  an  impartial 
Court.  To  my  great  astonishment,  I 
heard  the  noble  Ix)rd  opposite  use  that 
word.  Ididnotexpectthattermtobeused 
within  these  walls.  What  is  this  Court  ? 
It  is  a  sound  tradition  that  we  usually 
abstain  from  criticizing  Courts  of  Law, 
because  their  powers  are  strictly  limited, 
and  their  character  is  well  known,  as 
they  are  constituted  according  to  fixed 
traditions,  they  are  free  from  Gk>Tem- 
ment  influence,  and  we  recognize  iheir 
impartiality  and  freedom  from  bias.  Of 
the  three  gentlemen  appointed  to  be 
Commissioners  under  this  Bill,  and  who 
are  called  a  Court,  I  do  not  wish  to  say 
any  word  that  could  be  thought  to  be 
personally  derogatory ;  I  have  no  doubt 
they  are  men  of  the  highest  character 
and  purest  motives;  but  that  does  not 

Srevent  them  being  men  under  the  in- 
uence  of  the  strongest  prepossessions  in 
reference  to  the  matter  witb  which  they 
have  to  deal.  They  are  all  three  strong 
Liberals,  with  strong  views  of  tenant 
right.  I  believe  that  Mr.  Yemon,  whose 
qualities  everybody  has  recognized,  and 
who  has  not  been  a  bit  too  highly 
praised,  is  the  most  Conservative  of  the 
three;  but  there  is  no  doubt  that  all 
three  are  appointed  with  a  strong  pre- 
possession in  favour  of  views  whidi  are 
advocated  by  the  representatives  of  the 
tenantry  in  Ireland,  and  which  are  de- 
precated by  the  landlords,  to  constitute 
a  Court  where  the  litigants  wUl  be  land- 
lords and  tenants.  Now,  my  Lords,  to 
call  that  an  impartial  Court  seems  to  me 
as  reasonable  as  it  would  be  to  apply 
the  term  to  an  Ecclesiastical  Court,  ap- 
pointed to  decide  some  matter  of  Bitoal 
or  Creed,  which  would  consist  solely  of 
High  Churchmen  or  of  Low  Churchmen. 
They  might  be  men  of  the  highest  cha- 
racter; but  it  would  be  ri£culous  to 
speak  of  them  as  an  impartial  Court, 
where  the  prepossessions  were  not  only 
avowed,  but  wnere  those  prepossessions 
were  admitted  to  be  one  of  the  grounds 
for  their  selection.  To  say  that  this  Bill 
is  to  be  administered  by  a  Court  seems 
to  mo  to  be  an  abuse  of  words.  A  Conrti 
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as  we  know  it,  is  a  tribunal  composed  of 
men  wlio  are  selected  imparti^j,  with- 
out special  regard  to  their  opinions  on 
the  matters  with  which  they  have  to 
deal.  It  is  also  a  tribunal  which  decides 
facts  by  a  jury ;  if  it  does  not  decide 
them  by  a  jury,  it  decides  them  subject 
to  appeial.  In  all  the  law  it  administers 
it  is  strictly  guided  by  tradition  or  by 
statutory  law,  which  governs  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Judge  and  prevents  him 
wandering  to  the  right  hand  or  the  left 
firom  the  narrow  pathway  prescribed  to 
him.  What  is  the  case  here  ?  I  sup- 
pose that  Mr.  Litton  and  Mr.  Yemon 
will  pair  off,  and  the  decisions  will  prac- 
ticalhr  rest  with  Mr.  Serjeant  O'Hagan. 
I  will  not  inquire  into  his  past  history, 
for  his  pre^ssessions  are  well  known. 
He  will  decide  absolutely  on  matters  of 
fact  without  appeal.  He  is  controlled  by 
no  authority  whatever.  There  is  in  the 
Bill,  as  it  is  now  on  the  Table,  no  words 
to  guide  him  in  exercising  that  which 
will  be  his  chief  and  most  important 
function — namely,  the  decision  in  the 
case  of  every  tenant  of  what  will  be  a 
fair  rent ;  and,  therefore,  without  con- 
trol, without  appeal,  without  guiding 
words,  he,  a  man  subject  to  known  pre- 
possessions, will  have  it  in  his  hands  to 
decide  the  incomes  of  every  man — land- 
lord or  tenant — connected  with  agricul- 
ture in  Ireland.  It  is  impossible  to  call 
that  a  decision  by  a  Court.  The  words  of 
The  B§publique  F)ran^a%9e  are  more  to  the 
purpose  when  it  said  that  they  would  be 
decided  by  the  mediation  of  the  G-ovem- 
ment.  It  is  not  the  relegation  of  land- 
lord and  tenant  to  an  impartial  tribunal. 
It  is  Parliament  and  the  Government 
coming  down  with  an  act  of  power,  and 
imposmg  certain  terms  advantageous  to 
the  tenant,  detrimental  to  the  landlord, 
and  imposing  them  without  appeal. 
Why  are  we  going  to  do  these  things  ? 
What  reasons  justify  us  in  departing 
from  the  principles  and  breaking  down 
the  traditions  oy  which  our  law  has 
hitherto  been  nurtured.  The  noble  Lord 
spoke  much  about  the  impossibility  of 
freedom  of  contract  in  Ireland  iii  the 
transactions  between  landlord  and  ton- 
ant.  We  have  heard  a  great  deal  of 
that ;  but  I  have  never  been  able  to  un- 
derstand it.  If,  whenever  the  demand 
exceeds  the  supply,  you  say  to  the  de- 
mander — "You  are  not  at  liberty  to 
make  your  bargain  in  the  open  mar- 
ket|"  ill  transactions  in  the  open  market 


will  soon  disappear.  But  these  principles 
will  apply  also  to  other  things.  I  wish 
the  Ghovemment,  when  they  are  bent 
upon  a  revolutionary  measure,  and  the 
only  real  motive  at  the  bottom  of  their 
hearts  is  the  tyrant's  plea,  necessity, 
I  wish  they  would  say  plainly  what  the 
state  of  the  case  is,  instead  of  spending 
their  time  in  the  mischievous  task  of  find- 
ing principles  to  justify  their  acts.  They 
have  sent  political  economy  to  Jupiter 
and  Saturn,  and  they  have  invented  a 
doctrine  of  free  contract  which,  if  it  ever 
comes  to  be  applied  to  the  industries  in 
this  country,  will  produce  the  utmost 
confusion  and  most  bitter  contention. 
The  noble  Lord  seemed  to  have  a  par- 
ticular regard  for  leaseholders,  for  he 
said  that  the  leaseholder  was  a  person 
who  specially  required  the  protection  of 
the  State  when  his  lease  terminated. 
And  why  did  he  say  so  ?  Because  the 
leaseholder  had  invested  his  means  in 
the  improvement  of  the  land,  and  when 
the  lease  came  to  an  end  there  was  a 
possibility  that  the  rent  might  be  raised. 
But,  mv  Lords,  strike  ''  Ireland  "  out  of 
the  Bill,  and  insert  "Scotland,"  and 
how  will  this  doctrine  read  ?  By  what 
possible  means  are  you  going^  to  prevent 
tenants  in  other  parts  from  claiming  the 
extension  to  them  of  the  extraordinary 
principles  which  the  noble  Lord  has  in- 
vented in  order  to  disguise  his  acts? 
What  may  be  the  effect  of  this  measure 
on  the  wage-receiving  class  I  do  not 
know  ;  but  it  must  be  obvious  that 
many  of  the  arguments  which  are  being 
advanced  in  favour  of  the  tenantry  of 
Ireland  will  apply  equally  well  in  fa- 
vour of  artizans.  We  are  told  that  evic- 
tion is  a  sentence  of  death.  That  is  a 
strong  phrase.  But  is  not  dismissal 
from  employment,  when  there  is  no 
other  employment  open  to  a  man,  sen- 
tence of  death  as  well?  We  are  told 
that  there  is  land  hunger  in  Ireland, 
and  that  the  Irish  tenant  will  not  be- 
take himself  to  any  other  employment 
than  the  cultivation  of  the  soil.  But  is 
that  not  the  case  with  the  artizan,  whose 
physical  constitution  is  formed  to  the 
performance  of  certain  functions,  and 
who  cannot  adapt  himself  to  any  other 
mode  of  living  than  that  from  which  the 
circumstances  of  the  market  drive  him  ? 
And  if  you  tell  him  that  the  market 
supply  is  not  equal  to  the  demand,  that 
he  18  not  free  to  make  a  contract,  and 
that  the  House  of  Commons  has  a  right 
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to  come  in  and  make  it — will  you  not 
raise  difficulties  and  excite  bitternesses 
between  the  classes  of  which  now  you 
have  little  idea  ?  There  is  another  jus- 
tification of  this  policy  which  is,  I  may 
say,  so  comical  that  I  cannot  help  asking 
the  attention  of  your  Lordships  to  it. 
We  are  told  that  the  Irish  tenant  has 
acquired  a  new  property — a  tenant  right 
of  land.  And  how  do  you  think  he  has 
acquired  it  ?  He  did  not  buy  it ;  he  did 
not  earn  it ;  but  he  got  it  because  at  a 
certain  moment  Mr.  Gladstone  and  the 
House  of  Commons  went  to  sleep.  We 
have  this  strange  statement  attributed 
to  the  Prime  Minister — 

"  It  was  not  perceived  by  anyone  during  the 
pABsago  of  the  Act  of  1870  that  the  foundation 
of  tenant  right  was  being  laid.  The  House  was 
not  fully  conscious  of  the  result  of  what  it  was 
doin^.  The  object  was  to  fine  the  landlord  for 
ejecting  the  tenant.  Hut  the  case  now  was 
totally  different.  They  had  now  affirmed  a  real 
tenant  right,  and  given  the  tenant  the  power  of 
selling  that  right,  lliat  right  embraced  more 
than  the  mere  value  of  the^improvcments." 

Well,  my  Lords,  of  all  the  extraordinary 
forms  of  legislation  of  which  I  have 
heard  the  form  of  legislation  by  inad- 
vertence is  at  once  the  strangest  and  the 
most  alarming.  At  all  events,  if  it  is 
reallv  the  case  that  the  property  of  the 
landlord  has  been  given  to  the  tenant 
because,  in  one  unhappy  moment,  Mr. 
Gladstone  was  inadvertent,  let  us  take 
care  that  the  inadvertence  does  not  occur 
again.  I  do  not  know  what  inadvert- 
ence may  not  be  concealed  in  this  Bill. 
It  seems  to  me  that,  in  some  of  its 
doubtful  and  ambiguous  phrases,  and  in 
some  of  the  obvious  tendencies  of  its 
provisions.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  preparing  to  commit  an  inadvert- 
ence. I  entreat  the  House  to  take  care 
that  this  capricious  mode  of  conferring 
benefits  on  one  class  of  subjects  at  the 
expense  of  the  other  does  not  receive 
any  further  extension.  But,  after  all, 
the  real  argument  of  the  noble  Lord  for 
this  legislation  is  the  necessity  of  re- 
storing peace  to  L^cland.  Her  Majesty's 
Gt)vemmeDt  tell  us  they  are  sending  a 
message  of  peace  to  Ireland.  I  can- 
not help  asking  how  messages  of  peace 
have  hitherto  fared  when  sent  to  that 
country  by  the  Liberal  Party  ?  We  are 
told  that  Ireland  has  increased  in  pros- 
perity, and  it  is  true;  but  it  is  true 
because  she  has  had  a  large  exten- 
sion of  communication  by  railway  and 
steam   such    as  other    countries    have 
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had.  But  if  the  object  of  moa—goa  of 
peace  which  we  have  been  perpetually 
occupied  for  some  time  past  in  sending 
is  to  make  the  Irish  more  reconciled  to 
English  rule,  I  appeal  to  notorious  fects 
when  I  say  that  these  messages  of  peace 
have  most  lamentably  failed.  Ireland 
is  more  hostile — there  is  a  ffreater  area 
of  hostility — and  the  hostifity  is  more 
bitter  to  English  rule  than  at  any  time 
during  the  last  century.  And  now  is 
this  message  of  peace  to  work  ?  What 
you  want,  surely,  is  the  **  precious  gift  " 
— as,  I  think,  the  noble  Lord  called  it — 
of  security.  What  you  surely  want  is 
that  there  should  be  some  prospect  of 
the  two  classes  that  have  been  at  issue 
agreeing  to  make  up  their  differences. 
But  that  depends  upon  what  you  mean  by 
the  message  of  peace.  If  it  is  like  the 
message  of  peace  occasionally  sent  by 
a  decaying  Empire  to  its  invaders — a 
message  conveying  spoil  and  tribute, 
and  exhorting  the  invaders  to  retire 
or  a  time  in  consideration  of  what 
is  offered,  it  is  possible  this  message 
of  the  Government  may  have  some  of 
the  success  which  such  messages  of 
peace  ordinarily  obtain.  It  is  possible  it 
may  procure  a  respite,  while  the  grains 
that  have  been  obtained  are  being  real- 
ized and  distributed,  with  the  certainty 
that  in  the  future — and  in  a  ve^  earlv 
and  immediate  future — the  inva^Jers  wiu 
return  with  larger  and  more  formidable 
demands.  But  as  a  message  of  peace 
between  the  two  interests,  between  land- 
lords and  tenants,  how  can  you  expect 
it  to  be  successful  ?  What  will  the  state 
of  the  landlord's  mind  be  after  this 
legislation  has  passed  ?  At  least,  he  has 
no  doubt  of  the  effect,  whatever  you 
may  have,  that  both  by  the  Act  of  1570, 
and  still  more  by  this  Bill,  he  has  been 
or  will  be  stripped  of  many  of  the 
rights  which  he  purchased  or  inherited. 
These  rights  have  been  taken  from  him, 
first  by  legislation  at  one  time,  then  by 
legislation  at  another  time,  and  he  has 
observed  that  they  have  always  come  at 
moments  of  political  exigency — after  a 
particular  verdict  has  been  delivered  by 
the  electors  at  the  poll.  He  has  had  many 
difficulties  hitherto  to  struggle  against. 
He  has  had  all  the  difficulties  of  the 
climate,  of  the  people,  the  difference  of 
religion,  and  the  historical  difficulties  in 
Ireland.  But,  up  to  10  years  ago— or 
rather,  I  might  say,  up  to  thia  present 
time — his  one  sure  foundation  was  that 
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the  lawB  of  property  and  the  rights  of 
property  had  been  upheld  by  the  Gk>- 
vemment  under  which  he  lived.  Now, 
from  this  time  forward,  he  will  have  to 
look  upon  the  Imperial  Parliament  and 
the  Oovemment  as  one  of  his  most  for- 
midable dangers.  He  will  know  that 
when  the  next  electoral  crisis  arrives  — 
when  the  next  political  exigency  de- 
mands it — new  requirements  will  be 
put  forward  by  the  Irish  tenantry ;  and 
assuredly  there  is  nothing  in  the  past 
history  of  the  English  Governments, 
with  whom  they  have  had  to  deal,  which 
would  lead  them  to  expect  that  those 
demands  and  requirements  will  be  re- 
jected. The  landlord  in  Ireland  seems 
to  me  from  henceforth  to  be  like  a  man 
living  in  a  country  ravaged  by  earth- 
quakes. He  never  knows  when  an 
earthquake  will  come  and  destroy  some 
portion  of  his  property.  All  he  knows 
IS,  that  its  advent  is  impossible  to 
prophesy,  and  its  power  is  impossible 
to  resist.  Or  I  might  liken  him  to  a 
man  living  in  one  of  those  coimtries ; 
where  the  nature  of  the  Government  is 
arbitrary  and  severe  —  like  a  peasant, 
say,  living  in  Armenia  —  who  knows 
that  when  he  has  invested  his  money  in 
the  cultivation  of  his  land,  the  Govern- 
ment itself  can  seize  and  take  from  him 
a  part  of  the  rights  he  possesses.  He  is 
unable  to  resist;  but  he  knows  it  has 
happened  in  the  past,  and  that  it  will 
happen  in  the  future,  and  he  is  careful 
not  to  expose  more  of  his  property  than 
he  can  help  to  such  an  untoward  mis- 
chance. I  do  not  rely  merely  upon 
my  own  opinion  for  what  I  say.  I 
will  read  an  extract  from  the  letter  of 
an  Irish  landlord,  giving  his  view  of 
the  future ;  I  will  not  give  his  name, 
for  when  talking  of  an  Irish  land- 
lord you  should  not  give  his  name,  but 
he  is  well  known  to  be  a  considerable 
authori^.  The  letter  is  dated  July  29, 
1881.     The  extract  says — 

'^  It  is  certain  after  such  treatment  of  those 
who  have  worked  as  I  have  done  there  is  an  end 
to  all  confidence.  Instead  of  spending  £800  a- 
year  in  penuanent  improvements,  and  mudi 
more  in  mbonr,  on  my  farm,  I  have  made  up  my 
mind  to  lay  out  no  more  money  in  any  way,  to 
pot  all  the  land  I  hold  in  grass,  and  draw  aU 
the  money  posaihle  out  of  the  country,  and  so  to 
recoup  for  my  children  as  far  as  possible  the 
money  of  which  I  have  been  deprived." 

That  is  the  feeling  which  is  only  natural 
to  men  who  live  by  the  land.  Large 
Eioprietors  may  still  afford  to  be  philan- 


thropic and  to  spend  their  money  in  Ire- 
land ;  but  those  who  deal  with  it  as  a 
matter  of  business  will  not  expose 
more  of  their  properirv  than  they  can 
help  to  the  risks  of  this  preaatory 
legislation.  That  is  not  the  only  evil. 
By  this  legislation  you  urge  upon 
every  landlord  that  he  should  take  the 
utmost  advantage  of  all  the  rights  he 
possesses.  The  great  object  to  be  de- 
sired is  that  a  landlord  should  not  press 
his  tenant  too  hardly.  That  is  the  con- 
dition on  which  they  will  live  well  to- 
gether. Henceforth,  however,  you  tell 
the  landlord — **Your  only  chance  of 
rescuing  your  property  from  these  ob- 
j  ectionable  and  humiliating  restrictions  is 
to  obtain  the  pre-emption  of  it,  and  the 
sale  of  it  by  your  tenant  to  you,  so  that 
you  may  enter  into  possession  of  it 
again."  The  landlord  will  do  this  if  he 
acts  on  principles  of  business,  and  it  is 
only  on  motives  of  business  you  can 
calculate  in  legislation.  He  will  watch 
his  tenant  for  every  default  which  may 
bring  him  within  the  cog^zance  of  the 
law,  and  he  will  insist  on  his  rent  to  the 
hour  and  the  last  shilling  in  order  to  be 
able  to  enter  into  possession  of  his  pro- 
perty again.  Of  course,  I  am  not  saying 
that  those  landlords  who  can  afford  to  act 
otherwise  will  not  act  otherwise — and  I 
heartily  hope  there  may  be  many  who 
will ;  but  as  to  those  who  will  be  guided 
by  business  principles  alone,  this  is  in- 
evitably the  course  they  must  pursue. 
What  will  be  the  attitude  of  the  tenant 
all  this  time  ?  He,  like  the  landlord, 
will  be  looking  to  the  future,  but  in  a 
very  different  temper.  He  knows  per- 
fectly well  that  all  he  has  hitherto  got 
he  has  not  got  because  he  has  moved 
your  convictions,  but  because  he  has 
moved  your  fears.  He  knows  that  he 
has  obtained  it  by  agitation.  He  is 
told  in  eloquent  perorations  that  it  is 
the  result  of  the  Divine  light  of  justice; 
but  he  sees  that  justice  is  always 
on  the  side  of  those  who  can  produce 
the  numerical  majority  at  the  poU.  De- 
pend upon  it,  the  Irish  tenant  will  learn 
that  lesson.  You  have  not  given  him 
anything  near  all  he  demands.  There 
is  much  more  in  the  background ;  and 
the  weapon  which  has  obtained  him 
satisfaction  before  will  be  used  to  obtain 
it  again.  He  will  resort  to  the  agitation 
which  has  benefited  him  hitherto,  with  a 
sound  conviction  that  it  will  not  fail.  On 
these  grounds  I  cannot  help  feeling  very 
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great  doubt  as  to  this  Bill  being  a  mes- 
sage of  peace,  even  for  a  short  time — 
I  am  certain  it  will  not  for  any  con- 
siderable period.  Then  the  question 
arises,  What  course  are  we  to  taKe  with 
reference  to  this  Bill  ?  My  Lords,  if  I 
were  responsible  for  the  legislation  for 
Ireland— if  I  had  to  frame  and  carry 
through  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  settling 
these  troubles,  assuredly  I  should  not 
choose  such  a  Bill  as  this.  It  seems 
to  me  that  in  the  holding  of  landed 
property  there  is  no  middle  term  be- 
tween actual  ownership  as  freeholder  or 
copyholder  and  true  tenancy,  of  course 
with  proper  protection  for  improve- 
ments. Any  attempt  to  institute  a  ten- 
ancy which  will  be  intermediate  be- 
tween these  two  conditions,  and  which, 
practically,  results  in  a  double  owner- 
ship of  the  land,  and,  therefore,  requires 
the  supervision  of  the  Court — any  such 
contrivance  seems  to  me  to  be  con- 
demned beforehand,  because  it  has 
never  yet  occurred  to  any  man  or 
race,  in  any  age  or  country,  and  by  the 
nature  of  things  it  is  foredoomed  to 
failure.  I  confess  I  deeply  reg^t  that 
those  parts  of  the  Bill  which  refer  to 
the  purchase  of  land  for  the  purpose 
of  installing  the  peasantry  as  owners 
in  some  parts  of  Ireland  have  not 
received  a  greater  development.  I 
have  regretted  to  see  that  as  this  Bill 
went  on  those  parts  have  shrunk  and 
shrunk  in  the  importance  and  emphasis 
given  them,  till  tney  are  nothing  but  a 
tribute  to  the  personal  position  of  Mr. 
Bright.  In  that  system  there  was  far 
greater  hope  of  the  return  of  peace  and 
prosperity  to  Ireland  than  in  this  strange 
plan  of  cultivating  Ireland  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Court.  But,  my 
Lords,  we  must  consider  the  precise 
effect  which  the  vote  of  this  House  of 
Parliament  would  have  on  the  proceed- 
ings in  and  the  state  of  Ireland.  In 
discussing  this  matter,  I  am  not  advert- 
ing, even  for  a  moment,  to  those  foolish 
threats  to  which  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
did  not  think  it  beneath  him  to  give  vent 
last  year  in  Parliament.  As  long  as 
the  House  of  Lords  possesses  preroga- 
tives it  must  exercise  them  to  the  best 
of  its  conscience.  The  moment  it  ceases 
to  do  so  it  has  practically  ceased  to 
exist.  But  there  are  things  stronger 
than  either  the  House  of  Lords  or  the 
House  of  Oonunons.  The  state  of  Ire- 
land, the  condition  into  which  her  popu- 
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lation  has  been  allowed  to  drift  by  the 
culpable  laehet  of  the  ExecutiTe  GK)vem« 
ment,  is  a  consideration  whioh  must 
greatly  govern  us  in  deciding  on  the 
course  we  shall  take.  It  is  evident  that, 
even  if  we  rejected  the  BiU,  we  should 
have  little  or  no  influence  on  the  dangnrs 
to  which  I  recently  adverted — ^namely, 
the  apprehension  which  would  continue 
to  haunt  the  landowner,  or  the  un- 
doubtedly unjust  hopes  which  would 
continue  to  animate  the  tenant.  Ejiow- 
ing,  as  he  does,  that  he  has  been 
able  by  his  agitation  to  force  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  House  of  Commons 
on  his  side,  he  will  not  abstain  ttam 
that  agitation,  because  the  House  of 
Lords  is  not  on  his  side  also.  But  thete 
is  a  more  serious  consideration  still.  If 
this  Bill  is  rejected  on  the  second  read- 
ing we  must,  of  course,  remember  that 
we  have  not  in  our  hands  the  Executive 
Government.  We  have  no  hold  over 
the  principles,  or  the  policy,  or  the 
methods  by  which  they  will  enforce  the 
reign  of  law  and  order  in  Ireland ;  and, 
judging  ftY)m  the  spirit  and  the  success 
with  which  they  did  it  last  winter,  the 
prospects  for  next  winter,  especially  if 
it  be  the  interest,  not  of  themselves— 
they  are  incapable  of  such  a  thing* — but 
of  their  partisans,  to  represent  the 
anarchy  as  the  result  of  tne  action  of 
the  House  of  Lords — are  gloomy  in- 
deed. It  is  impossible  to  ezdnde  that 
circumstance  altogether  from  considera- 
tion, or  to  forget  how  many  of  the  land- 
lord class,  with  all  the  industrious 
members  of  the  community,  now  look 
anxiously  to  Parliament  to  find  some 
solution  which  may  bring  about  a  re- 
spite, if  only  temporarily,  to  the  suffer- 
ings and  anarchy  they  are  enduring. 
I  confess,  though  with  some  rriuctanoe, 
these  considerations  have  led  me  to  the 
belief  that  it  may  be  wiser  for  us  not  to 
vote  against  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  but  to  see  whether,  in  Committee, 
we  cannot  remove  from  it  some  of  its 
most  glaring  acts  of  impolicy,  some  of 
its  greatest  injustices,  and  then  leave 
the  measure,  thus  divested  of  features 
and  accretions  which,  perhaps,  do  not 
rightly  belong  to  it,  to  the  reeponsibiHty 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  What 
I  have  not  been  able,  to  conceal  from 
myself  during  the  passage  of  this  Bill 
is  that  it  corresponds  Uttie  either  with 
the  {)romises  made  concerning  it  or  the 
principles  upon  which  it  was  sapposei 
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to  be  based.  We  are  told  tbat  it  is 
based  on  the  difficulty  of  obtaining  free 
contract  in  Ireland.  Well,  then,  are 
you  right  in  applying  it  to  the  richer 
tenant^  ?  Still  more,  are  you  right  in 
applying  it  to  those  leaseholders  who 
would,  of  all  persons  in  the  world,  have 
a  perfect  knowledge  of  the  engagements 
they  entered  into  in  signing  a  deed, 
and  who,  if  free  contracts  were  ever  to 
exist  in  Ireland,  must  be  fit  subjects  for 
it  ?  Again,  we  are  told  that  this  Bill  is 
introduced  because  the  tenant  does  all 
the  improvements  in  Ireland.  But,  Uien, 
on  the  estates  in  which  he  does  not  do 
all  the  improvements  is  this  Bill  to 
apply  ?  That  is  a  subject  your  Lord- 
ships will  do  wisely  to  attend  to  in  Com- 
mittee. There  is  another,  and  a  much 
larger,  and  a  more  vital  question.  Of 
course,  I  am  not  going  now  to  dwell  on 
all  the  improvements  which  I  think  it 
would  be  well  to  consider  in  Committee. 
But  there  is  one  vital  subject  which  I 
hope  the  House  will  not  forget,  and 
which,  unless  it  is  solved  in  a  reasonable 
manner,  will  taint  this  Bill  with  a  stigma 
of  injustice  which  nothing  can  remove. 
The  noble  Lord  has  told  us,  again  and 
a^ain,  that  non^  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Billaretointerferewithafairrent.  What 
security  have  we  for  that?  What  is 
there  in  the  Bill  to  show  that  this  Com- 
mission, which  is  invested  with  these 
unlimited  powers,  may  not,  if  it  thinks 
fit,  take  into  consideration  the  amount 
given  in  the  purchase  of  the  holding 
when  they  are  fixing  a  fair  rent  ?  There 
is  no  definition  of  fair  rent  given  in  the 
BilL  The  noble  Lord  tells  us  that  every- 
bodv  knows  nothing  is  easier  than  to  fix 
it,  tliat  everybody  knows  what  it  is.  I 
have  no  knowledge  of  Ireland ;  but  I 
can  say  that  that  is  not  true  of  England. 
There  is  no  subject  on  which  neighbours 
in  this  country  differ  more  keenly.  Every- 
body connected  with  Quarter  Sessions 
has  constant  experience  of  it.  I  had  a 
case  the  other  day  at  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions with  which  I  am  connected.  The 
witnesses  who  appeared  gave  the  most 
violently  opposite  estimates  of  the  value 
of  the  land  and  the  amount  of  rent 
proper  to  be  fixed  on  it.  It  was  evident 
that  the  most  honest  difference  of  opi- 
nion was  entertained  by  all  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  the  holding.  In  this,  as  in 
other  matters,  people  wiU  be  uncon- 
sdouflfy  guided  by  their  own  interest 
and  ibit  of  their  dass.    You  are  not. 


therefore,  to  suppose  that  this  Land 
Commission  will  not  feel,  when  settling 
a  fair  rent,  this  pressure  of  earth  hunger 
which  is  supposed  to  overbear  all  the 
doctrines  of  political  economy  in  some 
wav  or  other.  It  seems  to  me  a  most 
senous  daneer  indeed  that  the  Court 
can  be  led,  m  considering  the  amount 
of  a  fair  rent,  to  take  into  account  the 
price — probably  an  exaggerated  price — 
which  the  tenant  has  paid  for  his  hold- 
ing. When  the  tenant  has  paid  that 
exaggerated  price,  and  has  got  the  fair 
rent  reduced  accordingly,  at  the  next 
sale  the  price  will  rise  oecause  the  rent 
is  lower  ;  and  so,  toties  quoties,  that  pro- 
cess wiU  go  on  until  a  considerable  por- 
tion, if  not  the  whole,  of  the  landlord's 
interest  disappears.  If  we  had  a  Bill, 
perfect  in  all  its  parts,  we  might  not  be 
afraid  of  this  result;  but,  knowing  we 
have  a  Government  before  us  which 
legislates  by  inadvertence,  I  exhort 
your  Lordships  to  prevent  any  inadvert- 
ence by  inflicting  this  great  wron^  on 
Irish  landlords.  These  are  some  of  the 
alterations  which,  I  think,  we  may  pro- 
perly attempt  when  the  Bill  is  in  Com- 
mittee. It  will  be  time  to  judge  of  our 
future  conduct  with  respect  to  the  Bill 
when  we  have  seen  how  far  these  altera- 
tions will  be  accepted  when  we  shall  be 
in  Committee.  In  the  meantime  I,  for 
one,  shedl  give  my  vote  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  earnestly  hoping 
that  some  of  the  anticipations  of  ito 
authors  may  be  realized,  but  not  seeing 
myself,  either  in  the  provisions  which  it 
contains,  or  in  the  circumstances  under 
which  it  has  been  introduced,  any  hope 
of  that  repose  and  that  concord  which 
Ireland  so  sorely  needs. 

Lord  0' HAG  AN  agreed  with  the 
noble  Marquess  that  this  Bill  should  be 
regarded  as  an  important  measure.  He 
thought  it  was  the  most  important  mea- 
sure that,  since  the  time  of  the  Union, 
had  been  conceded  to  Ireland.  He 
thought  it  was  a  great  measure  in  its 
conception,  a  meeisure  complete  in  its 
details,  and  a  measure  which,  if  there 
was  no  great  falling-off  in  the  progress 
of  it,  woidd  hereafter  be  for  Ireland  a 
blessing  and  benefit  of  a  valuable  cha- 
racter. He  fully  understood  the  difficulty 
the  Government  had  in  making  a  case 
for  it,  and  the  number  of  considerations 
which  might  actuate  anyone  in  opposing 
it ;  but  he  had  little  hesitation  in  saying 
that  when  they  came  face  to  face  with 
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the  objectionB  that  might  be  raised  tliey 
would  be  eoBily  dispoaed  of.  The  noble 
Uarquesa  had  eaid  that  some  of  the 
clauses  in  reference  to  the  purahase  of 
land  aad  the  sale  of  it  to  peasant  pro- 
prietors had  shrunk  in  their  progress 
through  the  House  of  Commons ;  but 
that  was  not  correct,  as  they  had,  in  hie 
belief,  been  expanded. 

The  MAKacEsa  of  8ALI8BUET  ex- 
plained that  he  meant  that  the  clauses 
in  question  had  shrunk  in  comparison 
with  the  form  in  which  they  were  fore- 
shadowed. 

Lord  O'HAGAN  retorted  that  if  that 
was  the  meaning  of  the  noble  Uarquess 
his  own  statement  had  shrunk  wonder- 
fully. He  would  ask  the  noble  Mar- 
quess to  consider  whether  he  was  justi- 
fied in  condemning  this  Bill  when  the 
greater  part  of  it  wae  based  upon  the 
Seport  of  the  Bichmond  Commission. 
What  was  the  question  which  had  been 
most  in  controversy  ?  Why,  the  secu- 
rity of  the  tenant  in  his  holding.  Great 
stroes  had  been  laid  upon  the  security  of 
the  tenant  in  his  improvements,  and  it 
was  for  the  good  of  agriculture  and  the 
produce  of  the  country  that  those  im- 

frovements  should  be  secured  to  him. 
'o  do  that  it  was  necessary  that  there 
should  be  legislative  interference  to  pro- 
tect him  from  an  arbitrary  increase  of 
rent.  Such  a  proposition  did  not  seem 
at  all  unnatural.  The  landlord  now 
could  raise  the  rent  at  any  time  as  much 
as  be  pleased,  and  the  Beport  of  the 
Commission  suggested  that  such  an  ar- 
bitrary power  should  be  restrained  by 
law,  and  the  tenant  be  protected  in  that 
respect.  Now,  in  the  suggestions  of  the 
Beport  were  involved  those  principles  in 
the  Bill  which  had  been  condemned  by 
the  noble  Marquess.  Then  the  noble 
Marquess  complained  of  the  composition 
of  the  Land  Commission ;  but  it  was  one 
worthy  of  commendation.  He  (Lord 
CHagan)  did  not  know  what  Mr.  Vernon 
was.  He  might  be  as  good  a  Conserva- 
tive  as  the  noble  Marquess.  ["  No, 
no  !  "1  Well,  he  had  not  pronounced 
himself  on  either  side.  The  question 
was — Were  the  Commissioners  honest 
and  capable  men?  He  fully  believed 
that  they  were.  The  Commission  was  a 
TSTj  good  one.  and  should  not  be  con- 
demned. Passing  from  these  matters, 
he  would  call  attention  to  the  great  ob- 
jects of  the  Bill.  He  had  liv^  long  in 
ueland,  and  knew  something  of  the  &el- 
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ings  of  the  people,  and  he  did  not  i 
member  any  measure  which  had  oo 
manded  such  unanimity  of  support,  wit 
out  reference  to  Party  and  without  ref 
ence  ia  sect.  The  people  supported  t 
Bill  because  they  saw  it  was  bei 
passed  for  their  good.  A  great  porti 
of  the  landed  interest  in  Ireland  st 
ported  the  Bill.  Indeed,  the  Consen 
tive  gentlemen  of  Ireland,  long  hefi 
this  Bill  was  formulated,  had  come  f< 
ward  and  asked  that  its  principles  ^oi 
be  the  basis  of  legislation.  The  Bill  h 
been  accepted  by  the  House  of  Commc 
and  by  the  mass  of  the  people  of  Irelai 
and  he  ho^ed  it  would  become  law.  ] 
admitted  it  was  impossible  that  thi 
should  be  judicial  rents  without  a  vio 
tion  of  the  principles  of  political  ei 
nomy ;  but  in  referenoa  to  this  they  mi 
remember  that  what  suited  one  phase 
society  would  not  suit  another.  T 
people  of  Ireland  almost  exclanvely  < 
penned  upon  the  land  for  aubsisten' 
The  land  wae  life  with  them ;  the  wi 
of  it  destruction.  The  Commission, 
maintained,  was  justified  in  saying  tt 
freedom  of  contract  did  not  exist  in  Ii 
land  ;  and,  therefore,  the  ordinary  [ori 
ciples  of  political  economy  could  not 
rightly  applied  to  the  present  state 
things  in  Ireland  at  the  present  tin 
Another  objection  entertained  by  t 
opponents  of  the  Bill  was  that  it  woi 
subject  the  landlords  to  certain  loss 
But  he  believed  that,  if  it  were  admin 
tered  conscientiously  and  honestly, 
material  injury  would  be  done  to  t 
landlords.  If  a  fair  ront  was  what 
landlord  exacted  now  he  would  lose  i 
thing,  for  the  tribunal  by  whom  t 
judicial  rent  would  be  fixed  would  i 
with  perfectly  impartiality,  and  woi 
not  diminish  that  rent.  He  held  thai 
restoration  of  content  in  Ireland  woi 
be  a  most  beneficial  change  for  the  lai 
lords ;  and  if  the  efi'ect  of  the  Bill  shoi 
be  to  regulate  afi'airs  in  such  a  way 
to  induce  the  payment  of  rent  as  deb 
mined  by  the  Court,  the  landlords,  : 
stead  of  losing  anything,  would  reap 
material  profit.  But  the  Bill  andoul 
edly  did  cause  a  loss.  Landlords  woi 
no  longer  be  able  to  do  exactly  wl 
they  pleased  with  their  own.  11 
would  no  longer  be  able  to  make  dei 
ances,  or  to  place  one  tenant  here  a 
displace  another  there.  In  foot,  t 
amenities  of  landlordism  would  be  li 
to  the  landlords.    But  was  not  ttie  pi 
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Bent  condition  of  things  already  such  as 
to  Umit  the  landlord's  power  r  It  was 
the  landlords'  boast  that  the  power  of 
eviction  was  exercised  in  a  number  of 
cases  infinitesimally  small,  and  that  they 
had  practically  given  up  their  power  of 
eviction.  Therefore,  without  the  operation 
of  the  Bill,  the  landlords  had  of  their 
own  accord  abandoned  one  of  the  ameni- 
ties of  their  position.  It  was  said  that 
the  landlord  would  have  diminished 
power,  though  he  might  not  have  dimi- 
nished wealth,  and  to  most  men  the  loss 
of  power  was  not  agreeable.  But  might 
it  not  be  suggested  that  the  course  of 
events  had  already  greatly  shortened  the 
landlord's  aim,  and  limited  the  sphere 
of  his  old  dominion  ?  The  Act  of  1870 
was  undoubtedly  inconsistent  with  the 
claims  he  woula  have  made  in  former 
times,  and  those  who  were  parties  to 
that  Act  committed  themselves  to  the 
principles  by  which  the  present  Bill  was 
justified.  Then,  might  it  not  be  asked 
whether,  practically,  the  landlords  of 
Ulster  wielded  less  legitimate  power  be- 
cause of  the  restraints  of  tenant  right  ? 
He  thought  the  answer  must  be  in  the 
negative,  and  so  tend  to  diminish  exag- 
gerated fear  of  change.  But  might  it 
not  be  said  that  Iridi  proprietors,  and 
the  vast  majority  of  the  Irish  people, 
recognized  an  inevitable  necessity  for 
alteration  in  the  territorial  system  of  the 
country  ?  That  alteration  would  not  be 
without  its  compensation  if  the  new  con- 
dition of  things  promoted  peace  and 
order.  Establishing  the  supremacy  of 
the  law  in  the  affection  of  the  community, 
giving  them  a  new  sense  of  security,  and 
a  new  impulse  to  industrial  effort,  would 
surely  compensate  for  personal  sacrifices 
of  sentiment  and  pride.  Another  objec- 
tion to  the  Bill,  and  one  which  prevailed 
to  a  great  extent  with  society,  was  the 
supposition  that  if  this  Bill  were  passed 
for  Ireland  a  similar  measure  must  be 
passed  for  England.  In  fact,  proximus 
wdet.  It  was  forgotten  by  those  who 
put  forward  this  argument  that  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  two  countries  were 
absolutely  different ;  that  they  differed 
in  history,  traditions,  and  habits,  and  in 
the  mode  of  living  upon  the  land.  In 
Ireland  the  alternative  occupation  was 
wanted  which  in  England  enabled  men 
to  deal  fairly  with  their  fellow-men  upon 
a  footing  ofperf ect  equality.  The  noble 
Duke  (ue  TJuke  of  Argyll)  had  stated 
in  a  pamphlet  that  the  confiscations  that 


had  taken  place  in  the  past  had  no  bear- 
ing on  the  present  state  of  things.  In 
this  he  differed  from  the  noble  Duke, 
for  confiscations  had  produced  a  division 
of  classes  in  Ireland,  a  dominant  and 
servient  class,  and  been  a  disturbing 
force  in  Irish  affairs,  which  to  this  hour 
operated  to  the  injury  of  the  country. 
But  confiscations  should  not  alone  be 
referred  to  in  this  connection.  It  was 
not  merely  confiscation,  but  the  smother- 
ing of  manufactures  in  Ireland  which 
had  produced  the  existing  state  of  things. 
The  noble  Marquess  had  referred  to  that 
question  in  a  touching  speech  which  he 
delivered  last  Session.  Manufactures  in 
Ireland  were  destroyed.  The  commerce 
and  trade  of  Ireland  were  destroyed. 
Thousands  of  families  were  thus  at  once 
deprived  of  their  means  of  living.  Ire- 
land had  never  recovered  from  the  effects 
of  that  black  and  dismal  time.  There  was 
no  fair  reason  for  any  English  landed  pro- 
prietor to  fear  that  he  would  be  subjected 
to  any  of  the  treatment  to  which  Irish  pro- 
prietors would  be  subjected  under  this 
Bill.  But  he  wished  to  make  this  remark. 
When  the  Irish  Church  Disestablish- 
ment Act  WCU9  passed  the  same  kind  of 
argument  was  used  as  their  Lordships 
had  heard  that  evening.  It  was  said 
that  the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish 
Church  would  lead  to  the  disestablish- 
ment of  the  Church  in  England.  But 
was  there  a  man  living  who,  in  his  con- 
science, believed  that  the  Church  estab- 
lished in  England  was  a  bit  less  strong 
for  what  had  occurred  in  Ireland  ?  Was 
there  anyone  who  believed  that  the  re- 
moval of  that  great  abuse  had  not 
strengthened  the  Church  of  England? 
There  were  many  in  this  country  who, 
not  agreeing  in  the  doctrines  of  the 
Church  of  England,  still  regarded  her 
as  a  serviceable  breakwater  against  the 
infidelity  which  was  now  so  widely  pre- 
valent. Those  persons  who  held  such 
opinions,  if  the  question  came  to-mor- 
row whether  the  Church  of  England 
should  be  disestablished  or  not,  would 
strongly  oppose  her  disestablishment. 
They  might  believe  him  that,  to  main- 
tain wrong  in  Ireland,  would  not,  in  the 
least  degree,  prevent  the  doing  wrong 
in  England  ;  neither  would  doing  right 
in  Ireland  in  the  smiallest  degree  affect 
the  prosperity  of  England.  Let  them 
fear  nothing  except  the  unanswered  cry 
for  justice ;  let  them  fear  onlv  that  ne^- 
I  lected  appeals  for  mercy  would  result  in 
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CToating  grieyanceB  which  would  operate 
largely  to  the  evil  of  both  countries. 
With  respect  to  the  actual  proposals  of 
the  Billy  no  would  remark  that  it  did  not 
contain,  as  it  was  alleged  to  contain,  the 
**  three  F's  "  pure  and  simple.  It  con- 
tained only  two  F's — fair  rents  and  free 
sale.  Fixity  of  tenure  it  did  not  confer ; 
but  it  gave  security  of  tenure.  The 
Land  Question  was  absolutely  forced 
upon  the  attention  of  the  Oovemment. 
As  to  fair  rents,  it  was  all  that  the  land- 
lords themselves  claimed,  and  the  Bill 
could  secure  no  less  for  the  tenants.  If 
the  Party  represented  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess opposite  had  come  into  power, 
they  could  not  have  avoided  legislation 
on  the  subject.  There  was  a  universal 
sentiment  that  the  Land  Act  of  1870 
had  not  fulfilled  its  office,  and  there  was 
a  feeling  of  discontent  and  dissatisfac- 
tion that  in  Ulster  the  rent  was  nibbled 
at,  and  then  came  the  distress  which 
culminated  in  the  year  1880,  making 
Ireland  the  centre  of  commiseration  on 
the  part  of  the  civilized  world.  Of  those 
sad  circumstances  the  present  measure 
was  the  outcome,  and  its  authors  should 
not  be  blamed  for  trying  to  make  it 
adequate  to  the  occasion,  so  comprehen- 
sive in  its  provisions  and  far-reaching  in 
its  efforts  as  to  accomplish  a  permanent 
improvement,  and,  if  possible,  prevent 
further  complaint  and  further  agitation. 
He  wished  to  quote  the  opinion  on  the 
subject  of  Mr.  Kavanagh,  a  gentleman 
entitled  to  consideration,  and  who  had 
proved  his  independence  by  refusing  to 
join  in  the  Report  of  the  Bessborough 
Commission,  and  making  a  Beport  him- 
self.    In  that  Beport  he  said — 

*'  The  weight  of  ovidonco,  however,  hiis  proved 
that  the  qucntion  of  rent  is  at  the  bottom  of 
ever>'  other,  and  is  rcaUy,  whether  in  the  North 
or  the  South,  the  gist  of  the  grievances  which 
have  caused  much  of  the  present  dissatisfaction. 
I  think  the  evidence  suggests  the  conclusion 
that  the  Land  Act  as  now  in  force  does  not 
afford  sufKcient  protection  to  the  tenants  against 
the  unjust  exercise  of  the  power  to  raise  rents 
in  unscrupulous  hands ;  and  although  I  admit 
that  in  adopting  the  suggestion  of  a  system  of 
arbitration  for  the  settlement  of  disputes  as  to 
rcntfl  and  other  matters  of  valuation,  I  am  en- 
dorsing an  interference  with  rights  of  property 
and  freedom  of  contract  open  to  grave  econo- 
mical objections,  and  which  to  the  great  majority 
of  landowners  who  have  not  abused  their  powers 
wiU,  I  have  no  doubt,  appear  unwarrantable, 
yet,  having  regard  to  the  mischief  which  the 
unjust  exercise  of  the  power  has  occasioned,  I 
can  come  to  no  other  conclusion  than  that  in 
any  proposed  alteration  of  present  rents,  whe- 
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ther  at  the  instance  of  landlord  or  tenant,  when 
the  two  parties  cannot  agree  the  question  should 
be  left  to  arbitration,  wiUi  final  reference,  in  the 
event  of  the  arbitrators  being  unable  to  agree 
upon  an  umpire,  to  a  Land  Court  or  Conunisnon 
wnich  hhould  be  appointed  for  that  and  other 
purposes." 

That  was  the  opinion  of  a  gentleman 
beyond  all  impeachment,  a  man  tho« 
rouffhly  acquainted  with  Ireland,  a  man 
of  Targe  property,  and  who  gave  his 
entire  attention  to  the  ample  evidence 
which  was  laid  before  the  Commission. 
That  Commission  examined  some  150 
landlords  and  agents,  and  some  600  ten- 
ant farmers.  He  would  also  like  to  call 
attention  to  a  Conservative  meeting 
which  was  held  in  Armagh  before  the 

§  resent  Bill  was  formulated,  at  which 
ir  James  Stronre  presided,  and  at  which 
Mr.  Maxwell  Close  was  present,  where 
they  actually  passed  resolutions  pro- 
posing arbitration  with  regard  to  rents, 
and  thus  foreshadowing  what  was  after- 
wards embodied  in  the  Bill.  Taking 
into  consideration  the  recommendations 
of  the  two  Commissions,  he  asked  the 
House  whether  a  stronger  case  was  erer 
presented  in  support  of  legislation  than 
had  been  made  out  now  ?  The  case  of 
fair  rents  had  been  sustained  by  Mr. 
Kavanagh,  by  the  ConsenratiTe  gentiy 
of  Ulster,  and  the  Liberal  gentry  <n 
Ireland.  If  they  admitted  that  a  case 
for  fair  rents  had  been  made  out,  free 
sale  followed  as  a  necessary  consequence. 
There  had  existed  at  all  times  in  Ireland 
an  understanding  which  amounted  to  a 
practical  rule  that  the  tenant  had  a 
vested  interest  in  his  holding  never 
claimed  or  conceded  in  England.  At 
Common  Law  a  tenant  from  year  to 
year  had  a  perfect  right  to  sell,  and  un- 
less that  right  was  taken  away  by  con- 
tract or  custom,  that  right  was  as  good 
as  any  other  in  the  world.  It  was  said 
that  this  right  was  injurious  to  the  worth 
of  a  farm — that  it  took  away  the  capital 
which  a  man  ought  to  invest  in  his  farm. 
The  tenant  farmers  in  Ulster  understood 
their  interests  and  their  rights  as  well  as 
any  people  in  the  world,  and  if  there 
was  anything  they  valued  as  the  apple 
of  their  eye  it  was  the  possession  of  this 
tenant  right  of  Ulster.  It  had  been 
truly  said  by  a  gentleman  who  gave  evi- 
dence before  a  Committee  of  iheir  Lord- 
ships that  if  the  tenant  right  of  Ulster 
was  assailed,  all  the  force  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  Horse  Ghiards  would  not 
suffice  to  keep  Ulster  down  or  to  pm- 
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Berre  fhe  peace  in  that  Froyince.  Why, 
then,  should  the  advantages  of  free  sale 
not  follow  upon  a  fair  rent?  He  re- 
joiced that  m  one  matter  they  were 
agreed.  He  rejoiced  to  find  that  the 
noble  Marquess  desired  to  see  created 
in  Ireland  a  yeomanry  fixed  in  the  soil. 
Nothinff  was  more  desired  by  the  people 
themsebres.  For  many  years  he  had 
long^  to  see  the  day  when  that  might 
come,  and  that  the  chasm  between  wecuth 
and  poYcrty  should  be  bridged  oyer.  It 
was  deeiraDle  that  they  should  have  a 
yeomanry  as  England  had,  happy  in 
their  hearths  and  homes,  and  faithful  to 
the  Constitution.  Whatever  assaults 
might  be  made  on  other  parts  of  the  Bill, 
he  noped  this  would  be  left  unassailed, 
as  it  was,  he  believed,  unassailable. 
Then  they  might  hope  to  see  a  body  of 
people  planted  in  the  soil,  giying  hos- 
tages to  fortune,  and  bound  oy  interest 
as  well  as  duty  to  maintain  law  and 
order,  and  promote  the  public  peace. 
He  looked  upon  this  Bill  as  a  great  mea- 
sure, yast  in  its  conceptions,  complete  in 
its  details,  and  certain  to  confer  here- 
after the  gpreatest  blessings  on  Ireland. 
The  House  would  not  reject,  and  he 
beffged  them  not  to  emasculate  it.  He 
did  not  think  that  the  Goyemment  could 
regard  it  as  a  mere  measure  of  Land 
Beform;  he  thought  it  was  an  honest 
effort  for  the  reoemption  of  a  people. 
Fortune  had  been  wayward  to  Ireland 
for  many  dismal  centuries ;  but  if  the 
Irish  tenant  were  placed  under  just  laws 
— ^under  a  law  such  as  this  measure 
would  enact — he  would  play  his  part 
nobly  in  the  battle  of  life.  Ireland  had 
already  achieyed  many  things— she  had 
achieyed  religious  equality,  extended 
dyil  rights,  and  diffused  education ;  and 
now,  he  was  happy  to  see,  it  was  pro- 
posed to  giye  her  an  opportunity  of  se- 
curing for  her  sons  a  higher  education. 
All  these  things  were  desirable  ;  but  the 
passing  of  this  Bill  would  give  Ireland 
great  material  advantages  ;  it  would  re- 
move a  secret  scourge,  and  make  Irish- 
men loyal  and  happy. 

The  Mabquess  of  LANSDOWNE: 
My  Lords,  it  was  impossible  to  listen  to 
the  speech  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  who  has  just  addressed  the  House 
without  feeling  that  he  was  convinced 
of  the  neoeesity  and  of  the  justice  of  this 
measure.  In  the  eloquent  peroration 
widi  which  he  concluded  he  has  told  us 
thai  we  have  only  to  pass  this  Bill  in 


order  to  make  Irishmen  loyal  and 
happy.  My  Lords,  if  eloquent  pero- 
rations could  regenerate  a  nation,  Ire- 
land would  be  the  most  prosperous  and 
the  most  contented  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  Your  Lordships  will,  how- 
ever, excuse  me  if  I  pass  from  the  pe- 
roration of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
to  the  dry  details  of  the  Bill  which  we 
are  about  to  discuss. 

The  first  impression  which  that  Bill 
produces  on  the  mind  of  the  reader  is 
that  it  is  one  of  the  most  composite 
measures  ever  submitted  to  Parliament. 
Now,  I  do  not  wish  to  complain  of  that. 
The  circumstances  of  Irish  land  tenure 
are  so  various  in  their  character  that  a 
certain  amount  of  variety  and  elasticity 
are  indispensable  in  any  measure  in- 
tended to  deal  with  them.  Elasticity, 
however,  is  one  thing,  and  inconsistency 
is  another ;  and  it  certainly  appears  to 
me  that  there  is  something  approaching 
to  inconsistency,  if  not  to  antagonism,  be- 
tween the  earlier  and  the  later  provisions 
of  this  Bill.  On  the  one  hand,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  propose  to  offer  large 
inducements  to  the  tenantry  of  Ireland  to 
become  proprietors  of  their  holdings. 
That  is  a  proposal  which  entirely  com- 
mends itself  to  my  judgment.  I  approve 
of  it  for  many  reasons :  by  conferring  u  pon 
a  large  number  of  the  peasantry  of  Ire- 
land the  position  and  the  responsibilities 
of  ownership,  you  will  at  once  encourage 
them  to  thrift  and  industry,  and  you 
will  besides  accustom  them  to  the  idea 
that  their  success  or  failure  in  their 
vocation  depends  upon  themselves,  and 
that  they  must  look  to  their  own  exertions 
rather  than  to  the  assistance  of  their 
landlords  or  of  the  State,  if  they  intend 
to  surmount  the  difficulties  which  they 
have  to  encounter.  Nothing  will  add 
so  much  to  the  stability  of  the  social 
system  in  Ireland  as  a  large  addition  to 
the  number  of  owners  of  land  in  that 
country;  nothing  will  do  so  much  to 
prevent  recurrent  demands  for  extreme 
legislation,  and  the  expectation  that 
those  demands  are  to  be  satisfied  by  the 
introduction  of  a  new  Land  Bill  ence  in 
every  ten  years. 

I  will  make  one  observation  only 
with  regard  to  this  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment measure.  These  now  proprietors 
who  will  come  into  existence  under  the 
Purchase  Glauses  will,  it  may  fairly  be 
assumed,  in  some  cases  not  care  to  oc- 
cupy their  holdings  or  to  work  their 
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land  thomselves.  In  this  event  they 
will  lot  their  farms,  and  thus  the  rela- 
tion of  landlord  and  tenant  will  re-arise. 
Now,  I  observe  that  all  tenancies  created 
after  the  passing  of  this  Act  are  to  be 
''future"  tenancies,  and  that  the  ten- 
ants of  such  future  tenancies  are  not  to 
enjoy  the  same  privileges  of  access  to 
the  Court  and  protection  from  exorbitant 
rents  which  the  Bill  accords  to  tenancies 
already  in  existence.  This  being  so,  I 
should  like  to  ask  your  Lordships  whe- 
ther it  is  quite  clear  that  these  new  land- 
lords will  prove  fit  to  be  trusted  with  an 
amount  of  liberty  which  you  altogether 
deny  to  the  present  race  of  landlords  ? 
I  confess  that  our  experience  of  the 
conduct  of  Irish  tenants,  when  any 
accident  places  them  in  the  position  of 
landlords  over  sub-tenants  of  their  own, 
does  not  inspire  me  with  much  confidence 
that  they  will  use  wisely  the  discretion 
which  you  are  ready  to  intrust  to  them, 
but  with  which  you  will  not  intrust  the 
persons  who  are  at  this  moment  owners 
of  Irish  estates. 

I  must,  however,  admit  that,  in  my 
opinion,  this  danger,  if  it  exists,  is  not 
a  very  imminent  one.  I  doubt  ex- 
tremely whether  we  are  likely  to  be 
confronted  with  a  very  large  number 
of  these  new  proprietors,  and  for  this 
reason — While  you  are,  with  one  hand, 
offering  to  the  Irish  tenants  these  fa- 
cilities for  acquiring  the  fee  simple  of 
their  farms,  you  are,  with  the  other 
hand,  strengthening  their  position  as 
tenants  to  such  an  extent  that  there  ^ill 
be  little,  if  any,  inducement  to  them  to 
give  up  that  position  for  the  position 
of  proprietor.  Why,  I  would  aek  the 
House,  should  one  of  these  men  submit, 
as  he  will  probably  have  to  do,  to  an 
addition  to  his  rent  for  35  years,  why 
should  he  substitute  for  a  landlord  from 
whom  he  has  a  good  deal  to  hope  and 
very  little  to  fear  the  stem  and  in- 
exorable landlordism  of  the  State, 
merely  in  order  that  at  the  end  of  those 
35  years  his  successors  may  have  a 
chance  of  becoming  owners  of  the  fee 
simple  of  the  land  ?  The  two  pro- 
posals, my  Lords,  appear  to  me  to  bo 
in  opposition  to  each  other.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  running  two 
horses,  and  cannot  win  with  both.  It 
would  be  interesting  to  know  upon 
which  of  the  two  they  really  rely.  I 
have  observed  lately  that  whenever  any 
Buggestion  is  made  with  the  object  of 

I7i$  IfarquMi  of  Laiudowm 


accelerating  or  simplifying  the  operation 
of  the  Purchase  Ofauses,  a  cry  u  raised 
that  the  public  purse  is  in  danger,  and 
that  we  must  be  very  careful  what  we 
are  about.  I  draw  my  own  eondliuion 
from  these  facts ;  it  is  to  the  effect  that 
the  real  proposals  of  the  (Government 
are  to  be  found  in  those  clauses  whieh 
deal  with  the  question  of  tenure,  and 
that  the  scheme  for  creating  small 
proprietors  is  likely  to  prove  little  more 
than  a  sterile  expression  of  those  an- 
charitable  feelings  towards  large  pro- 
prietors which  some  Members  of  the 
Ministry  have  never  cared  to  oonoeal. 

I  will,  therefore,  my  Lords,  with  the 
permission  of  the  Mouse,  say  a  few 
words  with  regard  to  the  proposals  of 
the  Government  on  the  question  of 
tenure.  I  confess  that  those  proposals 
appear  to  me  to  be  open  to  suspicion, 
both  on  account  of  the  circumstances 
under  which  they  are  made,  and  on 
account  of  the  arguments  which  have 
been  used  in  their  support.  And,  first 
of  all,  I  desire  to  raise  my  Droteet 
against  the  argument  that  this  Bill  is  a 
legitimate  development  of  the  Act  of 
1870.  This  Bill,  my  Lords,  is  no  deve- 
lopment of  the  Act  of  1870.  It  is  the 
repudiation  of  the  Act  of  1870  by  the 
Ministers  who  were  its  authors.  We 
are  told  that,  in  assenting  to  the  3rd  sec- 
tion of  that  Act,  we  unconsciously  com- 
mitted ourselves  to  the  principle  of  this 
Bill ;  we  are  told  that  that  dause  con- 
ferred upon  the  tenants  of  Ireland,  if 
not  a  proprietary  right  in  their  holdings, 
at  all  events  sometning  which  was  un- 
distinguishable  from  such  a  right.  I 
own  that  I  am  filled  with  alarm  when  I 
contemplate  these  unconscious  exercises 
of  our  predatory  instincts.  I  venture, 
however,  to  submit  to  your  Lordships 
that  this  theory  is  not  one  which  will 
bear  examination.  We  passed  the  3rd 
clause  of  the  Act  of  1870  not  inad- 
vertently, but  with  a  full  knowledge  of 
what  we  were  about.  Allow  me  to  re- 
mind the  House  of  the  facts.  Parlia* 
ment,  it  is  true,  consented  to  oonfisr 
upon  the  tenants  a  right  to  compensation 
for  "  disturbance  "  over  and  above  any- 
thing which  they  could  claim  on  account 
of  improvements;  but  in  doing  so  it 
imposed  two  limits,  distinctly  expressed, 
upon  the  concession.  In  the  first  place, 
we  limited  it  to  the  smaller  tenants,  on 
whose  behalf  a  special  and,  to  my  mind, 
irresistible  appeal  was  nuide  to  us.  Tbsfj 
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were  the  men  of  whom  the  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Argyll)  spoke  to  us  with 
so  much  feeling  and  sympathy  a  few 
nights  ago — the  men  whom  the  neglect 
or  mismanagement  of  our  predecessors 
brought  into  their  present  position.  To 
those  men  a  mere  payment  for  their 
scanty  improvements,  often  valueless  in 
fact,  but  perhaps  representing  the  toil 
of  years,  would  be  no  consolation  for 
the  loss  of  their  homes,  miserable  though 
those  homes  might  be,  and  for  this  rea- 
son their  case  was  specially  dealt  with. 
That  was  the  first  limit ;  but  there  was  a 
second  and  not  less  important  one.  These 
tenants  were  to  be  entitled  to  this  com- 
pensation only  in  those  cases  where  they 
were  arbitrarily  removed  from  their  hold- 
ings by  the  landlord,  so  that  the  pay- 
ment which  was  to  be  a  solatium  to  the 
tenant  was  to  be  also  a  deterrent  to  the 
landlord,  who  would  find  that  a  capricious 
exercise  of  his  rights  would  involve  him 
in  considerable  expense.  I  believe  there 
is  no  doubt  as  to  the  historical  accuracy 
of  this  account.  It  is  confirmed  by  the 
fact  that  the  scale  of  compensation  is  to 
be  explained  on  no  other  assumption. 
The  sum  which  the  tenant  can  claim 
under  that  scale  varies  inversely  with 
the  flLee  of  his  holding ;  in  other  words, 
the  landlord  has  to  make  the  heaviest 
payment  where  the  tenant's  interest  is 
presumably  least  valuable,  but  where 
the  temptation  to  obliterate  the  holding 
is  presumably  greatest.  That  was  the 
arrangement  of  1870,  and  I  believe  we 
entered  into  it  knowing  perfectlv  what 
we  were  about.  If,  however,  tnere  is 
any  doubt  on  this  point,  I  will  remind 
TOUT  Lordships  of  what  was  then  said 
in  ''another  place"  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  upon  the  Woolsack,  then 
Sir  Boundell  P^mer,  who  certainly  ap- 
preciated very  clearly  the  nature  of  the 
proposals  which  were  then  under  discus- 
sion. Sir  Boundell  Palmer,  my  Lords, 
speaking  on  the  4th  of  April,  1870,  of 
this  Srd  clause,  used  these  words — 

''I  must  ezprefls  my  opinion  that  in  giving 
tiui  compenflation  the  most  cztrome  caution  is 
mtnred,  because  unless  in  its  practical  appli- 
catum  you  keep  the  principle  within  proper 
limits,  sad  accompany  it  with  all  reasonable 
checks,  it  will  become  an  invasion  of  all  the 
n^its  of  property."— [3  Haruard,  cc.  1211.1 

What  were  the  limits,  then,  in  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord's  contemplation  ?  He 
prooeeded  to  describe  them — 

"  U^"  he  nid,  "  there  is  a  tenant  from  year 
to  TMT  of  (HK)  acres  at  i^2  an  acre,  that  tenant 


cannot  receive  notice  to  quit  without  being 
enabled  to  call  upon  his  landlord  to  pay  him  a 
year's  rent  under  this  new  scale.  Well,  Sir, 
that  is  perfectly  extravagant." — \^Ibid.  1214.] 

And  further  on  he  continued — 

'^I  am  satisfied,  from  all  I  have  heard  of 
Ireland,  that  tenancies  of  land,  valued  at  £60 
a-year  and  upwards,  are  not  tenancies  of  the 
class  which  requires  this  extraordinary  legis- 
lation. I  am  convinced  that  wc  mav  safely 
except  them  altogether  from  the  Bill.  — \Ihid. 
1216.] 

That,  my  Lords,  was  the  opinion  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  in  1870.  The 
two  limits  were  clearly  expressed  then  ; 
both  of  them  are  swept  away  now.  The 
proprietary  nghts  conceded  by  this  Bill 
are  conferred  indiscriminately  upon  all 
tenants  large  and  small ;  the  landlord  is 
deprived  of  the  power  of  capriciously 
removing  his  tenant,  and  as  the  ten- 
ant's right  to  claim  compensation  in  a 
contingency  which  cannot  arise  will 
be  valueless,  that  conditional  and  con- 
tingent claim  is  converted  into  a  sub- 
stantive right  saleable  by  the  tenant, 
and,  as  I  shall  show  your  Lordships, 
realized  by  him  to  the  ultimate  detriment 
of  the  landlord's  interest  in  his  estate. 

There  is  another  argument  to  which  I 
would  refer  in  this  connection.  We  are 
told  that  the  Land  Act  of  1870  has 
proved  a  failure,  and  that  new  legisla- 
tion has  been  rendered  necessary,  owing 
to  the  alterations  to  which  that  Act  was 
subjected  at  the  instance  of  the  landlord 
party,  and  notably  owing  to  the  mutila- 
tions which  it  underwent  at  your  Lord- 
ships* hands.  Now,  I  should  like  to  say 
a  few  words  as  to  these  alterations  and 
mutilations.  I  cannot,  of  course,  enter 
upon  an  examination  of  every  Amend- 
ment which  was  made  in  the  Bill  during 
its  passage,  but  I  will  take  three  of  the 
points  upon  which  most  stress  is  laid  by 
those  who  insist  upon  this  theory.  In 
the  first  place,  it  was,  no  doubt,  the 
original  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, as  expressed  in  the  Prime 
I^iuister's  speech  in  moving  the  first 
reading  of  the  Bill,  that  the  limit  below 
which  no  tenant  should  bo  allowed  to 
contract  himself  out  of  its  benefit  should 
stand  at  £100.  That  limit  was,  we  are 
told,  lowered  to  £50.  This  change  was, 
it  is  true,  not  made  in  your  Lordships' 
House ;  but  it  is  represented  as  having 
been  the  work  of  what  is  spoken  of  as 
the  landlord  party  elsewhere.  Now, 
what  are  the  facts  ?  I  observe,  on  refer- 
ence to  the  Beports  of  what  took  place 
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in  the  other  House,  that  £50  was  the 
limit  which  the  Gk)yemmeiit,  through 
the  mouth  of  the  Lord  Privy  Seal,  then 
Mr.  Chichester  Fortescue,  themselves 
suggested  as  that  above  which  *'  perfect 
freedom  of  contract "  ought  as  a  matter 
of  justice  to  be  allowed  to  the  parties. 
There  was  no  discussion  and  no  resist- 
ance. The  change  of  the  limit  affected 
no  more  than  24,000  out  of  the  600,000 
occupiers  of  land  in  Ireland,  and  those 
24,000  were  the  very  men  whom  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack 
described  in  the  debates  from  which  I 
have  already  quoted  as  being  men  of  a 

**  Superior  class  who  had  no  moral  claim  to 
be  relieved  from  the  contracts  which  they 
might  make,'* 

and  whose  inclusion  in  the  Bill  would 
constitute  an  ''  invasion  of  all  the  rights 
of  property." 

The  second  "mutilation"  was  one 
which  occurred  in  your  Lordships' 
House.  It  had  reference  to  the  ten- 
ant's right  of  assignment.  Every  ten- 
ant had,  as  we  are  all  aware,  at  Com- 
mon Law,  a  right  of  assigning  his  inte- 
rest in  his  holding.  As,  however,  the 
landlord  had  also  the  right  of  refusing 
to  accept  the  assignee,  it  is  evident 
that  the  tenant's  right  was  merely  tech- 
nical and  of  no  practical  value  to  him. 
Your  Lordships  findino^  that,  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  the  assignee  might 
put  forward  a  claim  to  be  compensated 
if  the  landlord  refused  to  accept  him, 
inserted  an  Amendment  to  the  effect  that 
he  should  not  be  entitled  to  compensa- 
tion, or,  in  other  words,  that  he  should 
not  be  regarded  as  having  been  capri- 
ciously disturbed  bv  the  landlord,  unless 
the  landlord  had  first  agreed  to  accept 
him  as  tenant.  Now,  it  was  objected 
to  this  Amendment  that  in  some  cases, 
where,  for  instance,  assigpament  without 
the  landlords'  consent  had  been  usual, 
the  assignee  might  have  some  cause  for 
complaint  if  he  were  absolutely  pre- 
cluded from  compensation,  and  accord- 
ingly a  suggestion  was  made  that  the 
operation  of  the  Amendment  should  be 
limited  to  estates  upon  which  it  was  the 
clearly  established  custom  not  to  permit 
assignment  without  the  concurrence  of 
the  landlord.  From  the  manner  in  which 
the  action  of  your  Lordships  in  regard  to 
this  provision  has  been  criticized,  I  own 
that  1  was  under  the  impression  that  the 
suggestion  which  I  have  described  had 
proceeded  from  some  ingeniously  minded 
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Teen  on  the  oppoaite  aide  of  the  Houae* 
On  reference,  however,  to  the  reoordB,  I 
find  that  the  suggestion  oame  from  llie 
noble  Earl  the  Seoretaiy  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs  (Earl  Ghranville),  whoniade 
the  proposal  without  a  word  of  oroteet, 
and  apparently  as  affording,  in  his  opi- 
nion, a  perfectly  just  and  equitable  aolU'' 
tion  of  tne  difficulty. 

I  will  refer  to  one  more  caae  of  al- 
leged mutilation.  When  the  Bill  came 
up  to  your  Lordships  it  contained  a 
clause  under  which  the  Court  was  em- 
powered to  allow  the  tenant  compen- 
sation for  disturbance  upon  "special 
nounds,  "even  thoughhe  might  be  evicted 
for  non-payment  of  rent,  and,  therefore, 
primd  faoie,  not  entitled  to  such  compen- 
sation. This  clause  your  Lordaoipa 
undoubtedly  amended:  you  atrack  out 
the  reference  to  "  special  sioanda,"  and 
you  inserted  words  to  the  effect  thai 
compensation,  where  the  eviction  was 
for  non-payment,  should  be  given  only 
where  the  landlord  had  allowed  arreazs 
of  rent  to  accumulate  over  the  tenant's 
head  for  more  than  three  years,  or  where . 
the  Court  should  be  of  opinion  that  the 
rent  itself  was  an  exorbitant  one.  Now, 
your  Lordships,  perhaps,  imagine  that 
this  alteration  was  imposed  upon  the 
Government,  and  accepted  by  tnem  re- 
luctantly, and  under  protest.  Nothing 
of  the  sort.  When  the  matter  waa  under 
discussion  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
who  was  then  and  is  now  Chancellor  &r 
Ireland  rose  in  his  place,  and  expUdned 
that  these  cases  were  not  only  the  sort  of 
cases,  but  that  they  were  the  onlyoaaes&r 
which  the  Oovemment  had  intended  to 
provide,  and  thereupon,  at  the  inatanoeof 
the  noble  and  learned  Earl  (Earl  OaixnB), 
and  with  the  full  concurrence  of  the 
Government,  the  clause  waa  amended  ao 
as  to  make  it  point  directly  at  these  two 
cases.  These,  my  Lords,  are  the  mole* 
heaps  out  of  which  mountains  of  arga- 
ment  are  constructed.  The  statement  is 
repeated  until  it  obtains  belief,  and  the 

Sublic  is  persuaded  that  your  Lordships 
eliberately  spoiled  agreat  measure  which 
would  have  worked  well  if  it  had  passed 
in  the  shape  in  which  you  received  it 
I  trust  it  will  not  be  forgotten  that 
these  three  acts  of  mutilation,  which  are 
the  stock-in-trade  of  those  who  have 
adopted  this  theory,  were  carried  out 
with  the  full  and  caressed  i^iproval  of 
a  Triumvirate  consisting  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack^  the  noble 
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Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  and  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland.  It  is 
also  not  unworthy  of  remark  that  very 
little  was  heard  of  those  mutilations 
until  after  the  outbreak  of  the  agitation 
now  prevailing  in  Ireland,  and  after  the 
Oovemment  had  determined  to  abandon 
their  old  lines  and  to  make  a  new  de- 
parture in  legislating  as  to  Irish  land. 
A  few  months  ago  Uie  country  was  de- 
scribed by  the  Prime  Minister  as  being 
in  a  condition  of  unexampled  prosperity : 
the  Peace  Preservation  Acts  were  not 
renewed — not  a  word  was  said  as  to  the 
necessity  of  a  revolution  in  the  Land 
Laws.  It  is  only  when  the  disorder  of 
the  country,  after  being  allowed  to  run 
on  unchecked,  becomes  intolerable,  that 
we  make  this  opportune  discovery,  and 
find  out  that  whatever  goes  wrong  on 
the  other  side  of  St.  George's  Channel 
is  due  to  half-a-dozen  insignificant 
Amendments  made  ten  years  ago  in  the 
Irish  Land  Bill.  Arguments  of  this 
kind,  my  Lords,  are  used  for  the  pur- 
pose of  bolstering  up  a  weak  case. 
Ministers  arrive  at  a  hasty  conclusion ; 
they  allow  their  hand  to  be  forced,  and 
then,  desiring  to  justify  their  action, 
the^  catch  at  any  pretext,  at  any  plau- 
silue  theory,  in  their  endeavour  to  jus- 
tify the  position  into  which  they  have 
allowed  themselves  to  drift. 

My  Lords,  I  am  certainly  not  one  of 
those  who  believe  that  the  settlement  of 
1 870  was  a  perfect  settlement.  It  was,  I 
believe,  imperfect  in  many  respects.  With 
regard  to  one  point,  I  entirely  share  the 
opimon  of  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
ifeesborough)  and  his  Colleagues.  It 
seems  to  me  that  where  landlord  and 
tenant  are  unable  to  agree  upon  a  mere 
question  of  rent  it  should  be  possible  for 
either  to  appeal  to  the  Court  for  its  ar- 
bitration, without  first  compelling  the 
landlord,  as  he  is  now  compelled,  to  put 
an  end  to  the  tenancy,  so  as  to  bring 
the  question  before  the  Court  as  a  ques- 
tion of  compensation  to  the  tenant  for 
his  loss  on  quitting  his  holding.  That 
is  a  point  which  requires  consiaeration, 
and  there  are,  no  doubt,  many  others ; 
but  remember  this — we  are  not  asked 
to  remove  blots  and  imperfections  in  the 
existing  system,  but  to  substitute  for  it 
an  entirely  new  one ;  and  I  own  that  I 
am  wholly  unable  to  see  why,  because 
a  few  such  blots  have  been  discovered, 
why,  because  the  Bessborough  Commis- 


sion have  brought  to  light  a  few  more 
or  less  apocrypnal  cases  of  misconduct 
on  the  part  of  the  landlords,  whom  the 
Prime  Minister  has  acquitted  as  a  whole, 
we  are  to  concede  to  the  tenants  of  Ire- 
land those  *'  three F's,"  which,  until  a  few 
weeks  ago,  every  Minister  sitting  on  the 
Bench  below  me  regarded  as  outside  the 
possibilities  of  Irish  legislation. 

The  fact  is,  my  Lords,  that  this  is  not  an 
attempt  to  remove  imperfections  from  the 
existing  law.  It  is  an  attempt  to  quell 
an  agrarian  rebellion  by  the  wholesale 
concession  of  proprietary  rights  to  the 
peasantry  of  Ireland — a  concession  which 
has  been  extorted  by  violence  and  agi- 
tation. These  rights  you  are  asked  to 
create :  do  not  let  us  be  deluded  into  the 
belief  that  we  are  merely  going  to  re- 
cognize and  legalize  something  which 
exists  already.  The  Lord  Privy  Seal 
says  that  the  concession  is  called  for, 
because  the  Irish  tenants  have  executed 
improvements  on  their  holdings  ;  but 
you  are  asked  to  concede  the  same  pri- 
vileges even  if  the  tenant  has  never  ex- 
pended 6d,  upon  the  permanent  im- 
provement of  his  farm.  The  Lord  Privy 
oeal,  unintentionally,  no  doubt,  took  us 
into  his  confidence  as  to  these  improve- 
ments, upon  which  he  rests  his  case.  He 
told  us,  m  the  speech  to  which  we  have 

i'ust  listened,  that  the  improvements  in 
reland  ''had  almost  all  to  be  done," 
and  the  buildings  ''almost  all  to  be 
built."  What,  then,  becomes  of  the 
argument  founded  on  the  tenant's  im- 
provements ?  But  the  Lord  Privy  Seal 
referred,  also,  to  the  general  prevalence 
of  local  customs  as  favouring  the  con- 
tention that  the  tenant  had  a  quasi-j^ro- 
prietary  riffht.  I  was  under  the  impres- 
sion that  those  local  customs  were  ade- 
quately protected  under  the  existing  law; 
but,  be  that  as  it  may,  this  Bill  gives  free 
sale  to  every  tenant  in  Ireland,  whether 
a  local  custom  does  or  does  not  prevail 
in  the  district,  and,  which  is  the  hardest 
case  of  all,  even  where  the  tenant's  in- 
terest under  such  a  custom  has  been 
bought  and  extinguished  by  the  land- 
lord at  the  express  invitation  of  the 
Legislature,  as  declared  in  the  Ist  sec- 
tion of  the  Act  of  1870. 

I  should  like  your  Lordships  to  consider 
for  a  moment  what  are  the  factors  in  this 
saleable  right  which  we  are  about  to  con- 
fer upon  the  tenants.  They  are  obviously 
two —  the  rent  at  which  he  will  hold  his 
farm,  and  the  term  during  which  it  is 

lFir9i  Niyhf.] 


Zand  Law 


(L0BD8I 


ilr$bni)  BiB. 


red  to  him.  The  rent  is,  I  observe, 
)e  "a  fair  rent;"  and  I  pre- 
)  no  one  objects  to  that.  I  must 
admit  that  this  part  of  the  Bill 
been  greatly  improved  by  the 
sion  of  some  of  the  words  which  it 
nally  contained.  The  general  direc- 
given  to  the  Court  to  consider  all 
circumstances  of  the  case,  holding, 
listrict,  is,  I  think,  a  sufficient  one  ; 
[  regret  that  to  that  direction  should 
been  added  another  to  the  effect 
the  Court  is  also  to  **  have  regard 
iie  interests  of  the  landlord  and 
at  respectively."  These  are  plau- 
words ;  but,  in  my  opinion,  they 
if  they  have  any  meaning,  full  of 
;er.  Take,  in  the  first  place,  the  re- 
ice  to  the  landlord's  interest.  The 
Lords,  I  am  sure,  will  be  grateful  for 
admission  that  they  have  an  in- 
\t ;  but  I  should  like  to  know  how 
)ourt  could  possibly  determine  the 
ig  value  of  a  holding  without  refer- 
to  the  landlord's  interest?  The 
ence  to  the  landlord's  interest  is 
Lusage  ;  but  it  is  mischievous  sur- 
ige,  for  the  words  are  made  an  ex- 
for  directing  the  Court  to  have 
ence  in  fixing  the  rent  to  the  tenant's 
est;  and,  unless  I  am  much  mis- 
n,  this  direction  will  be  regarded  as 
iatory  on  the  Court  to  reduce  a  rent 
lich  may  originally  have  been  a 
3ctly  reasonable  one — in  order  to 
3ct  and  keep  alive  the  newly  created 
est  which  this  Bill  gives  to  the  ten- 
and  which,  judging  from  past  ex- 
ince,    will,  in  many  instances,  be- 

>  inflated  to  a  very  extravagant 
int. 

will  not,  however,  press  this  point 
ler,  and  I  will  pass  to  the  term 
vhich  the  tenant  is  to  be  secured 
is  holding.  I  heard  with  great 
mre  the  frank  admission  of  the 
.  Privy  Seal  that  he  **  was  not 
med  of  the  '  three  F's.'  "  I  wish 
1  frankness  had  been  used  through- 
)y  his  Colleagues,  and  that  we  had 
i  a  little  less  of  those  ingenious  dis- 
ions  between  fixity  of  tenure  and 

>  very  little  f "  of  which  the  Prime 
ster  admitted  the  existence,  and  of 
difference  between  perpetuity  of 
re  on  the  one  hand,  and  continuity 
durability  of  tenure  on  the  other, 
e  extenuations  are  ominous  for  the 
re,  when  we  consider  that  they  are 
ted  to  by  the  statesman  who  may  be 
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theory  in  politics,  and  whose  col 
ingenuity  was  able  to  discorer  in  tK^ 
moderate  legislation  of  1870  the  piiK*^ 
ciples  of  the  Bill  now  before  the  Hons^^ 
The  motives,  however,  of  those  who  tal 
of  "  little  fs,"  and  who  otherwise  e] 
tenuate  the  concessions  of  the  Bill,  ai»' 
obvious  enough.  The  extenuations  serv»"^ 
a  double  object — they  serve  to  vindicat^^-^ 
the  consistency  of  the  Ministry,  most  oK.  ^ 
whom  have,  at  one  time  or  another,  de — -^ 

monstrated  the  injustice  and  theimprac 

ticability  of  these  very  concessions ;  and^E 
they  serve,  also,  this  purpose— that  in  ^-^ 
whatever  proportion  Ministers  are  able 
to  minimize  the  concessions  which  they 
are  making  to  the  tenants,  in  the  same 
proportion  they  are  able  to  minimize  the 
claims  which  may  be  put  forward  by  the 
landlords,  at  whose  expense  those  con- 
cessions are  to  be  made,  to  be  compen- 
sated for  the  loss  which  they  will  sustoin. 
My  Lords,  that  which  this  Bill  gives  to 
the  tenant  is  perpetuity  of  tenure,  sub- 
ject to  revision  of  rent  at  intervals  of  15 
years ;  we  are  told  that  the  landlord  is  to 
have  the  power  of  resumption,  and  that 
resumption  is  inconsistent  with  per- 
petuity. What  is  the  landlord's  power 
of  resumption  under  this  Bill  ?  It  arises 
when  the  tenant  wishes  to  sell,  or  when 
he  has  violated  the  statutorv  conditions, 
or  when,  after  15  years,  the  landlord  can 
satisfy  the  Court  that  it  is  for  the  in- 
terest of  the  holding  or  estate  that  he 
should  resume  upon  full  payment  to  the 
tenant  of  any  compensation  which  the 
Court  may  consider  to  be  due.  As  far  as 
I  am  aware,  none  of  the  advocates  of 
fixity  of  tenure  over  proposed  that  the 
tenant  should  retain  nis  holding,  whe- 
ther lie  paid  his  rent  or  not,  whether  he 
burned  his  land  or  not,  whether  he 
wished  to  sell  his  interest  or  not.  Those 
who  deny  the  existence  of  fixity  of 
tenure  in  this  Bill  first  attach  to  that 
expression  a  sense  which  no  one  ever 
attached  to  it,  and  then,  having  shown 
that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  do  not 
give  fixity  in  their  sense  of  the  word, 
they  proceed  to  argue  that  there  is  no 
fixity  in  the  measure.  These  refinements 
upon  the  meaning  of  words  may  be  an 
agreeable  intellectual  exercise  to  those 
who  indulge  in  them ;  but  no  one  is  de- 
ceived by  them.  The  landlords  are  not 
quite  so  foolish  as  to  be  misled  by  them; 
the  tenants  are  quick  witted  enough  to 
take  them  for  what  they  are  worth* 
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The  English  public  will,  at  any  rate,  i 
hare  no  one  but  itself  to  blame  if  it 
misapprehends  what  is  taking  {>lace,  for 
on  the  day  after  the  Prime  Minister  had 
delivered  his  elaborate  disquisition  upon 
the  difPerence  between  durability  and 
perpetuity  of  tenure,  two  of  the  leading 
organs  of  Liberal  opinion  took  him  to 
task — ^the  first  congratulating  him  on  the 
"  exquisite  felicity  of  his  language/'  but 
pointing  out  to  its  readers  that  it  was 
"  nothing  much  higher  than  a  play  upon 
words  without  any  very  practical  issue;" 
the  seoond  mildly  reproving  him  for 
what  it  tormed  his  *' needlessly  candid 
deterioration  of  the  measure." 

And  now,  my  Lords,  I  will,  with  your 
permission,  say  a  few  words  as  to  the  po- 
sition in  which  this  Bill  will  leave  the  two 
parties  whom  it  affects.  Let  us,  in  the 
first  place,  consider  the  position  of  the 
tenants :  it  may,  I  think,  be  disposed  of 
in  a  few  words.  The  advantages  which 
this  Bill  confers  will  be  limited  to  the 
tenanto  already  upon  the  land,  who  will 
be  liberally  endowed  and  given  the 
power  of  selling  that  which  they  never 
Dought.  The  niture  race,  who  will  in 
process  of  time  replace  these,  will  gain 
no  such  advantege.  They  will  pay  two 
rente,  one  to  the  landlord  and  another  to 
their  predecessors ;  and  they  will,  in  too 
many  cases,  be  driven  into  the  arms  of 
the  local  usurers  and  money  lenders, 
whose  authority  will,  to  a  large  extent, 
replace  that  of  the  landlords.  These 
seem  to  me  to  be  the  obvious  conse- 

aaenoes  of  the  Bill.  That  it  will  be  to 
tie  advantage  of  the  existing  tenante 
only  is  admitted  by  a  high  authority  on 
these  matters,  the  Colleague  of  the  noble 
Earl,  Baron  Dowse,  the  agricultural 
Commissioner.  ''  The  people,"  says 
Boaron  Dowse — the  remark  is  one  which 
he  interpolated  during  the  examination 
of  a  witness  before  the  Bessborough 
Oommission — ''  who  require  protection 
are  those  that  are  in,  not  those  that  are 
out."     Everything,  in  other  words,  is  to 

£>e  way  to  present  convenience.  We 
ive  all  heard  the  saying,  ''  Posterity 
never  did  anything  for  me,  whj  should 
I  do  anything  for  posterity ; "  and  wo 
have  always  understood  that  the  words 
were  those  of  a  distinguished  but  un- 
known Irishman.  Is  it  possible  that 
the  author  of  the  aphqrism  is  at  last 
revealed  to  ue  in  the  person  of  the  learned 
Member  of  the  Bessborough  Oommission  ? 
Siieh  will  be  the  position  in  which  this 
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Bill  will  leave  the  tenants  of  Ireland — a 
position  which  those  who  are  fortunate 
enough  to  be  in  occupation  of  land 
when  this  Bill  passes  will,  no  doubt, 
find  extremely  advantageous  to  their 
pockets.  I  leave  it  to  your  Lordships 
to  judge  how  far,  if  we  look  to  the 
ulterior  effects  of  the  measure,  the  ten- 
ants are  likely  to  be  benefited  by  it. 

And  now,  my  Lords,  let  \is  pass  from. 
the  tenant  to  the  landlord,  and  consider 
how  he  will  be  affected  by  the  change. 
By  this  Bill,  in  the  first  place  you  de- 
prive the  landlord  of  two  of  the  prin- 
cipal attributes  of  ownership — the  right 
of  determining  whether  he  will  or  will 
not  let  his  own  land,  and  the  right  of 
selecting  the  person  to  whom  he  wishes 
to  let  it.  The  owner  of  a  farm  may  in 
past  years  have  let  the  land  for  dO«.  an 
acre.  He  may  be  willing  and  glad  to 
let  it  at  that  rate;  under  this  Bill  he 
is  liable  to  be  told  that,  whether  he 
likes  it  or  not,  he  is  to  let  it  at  20«., 
even  though  he  may  much  prefer  to 
retain  it  in  his  own  hands  ramer  than 
part  with  it  upon  such  terms.  When 
this  Bill  has  become  law,  any  tenant 
who  happens  to  be  in  occupation  of  a 
farm  may  dispose  of  it  for  the  best  price 
which  he  can  obtain  to  some  person  in 
whose  selection  the  landlord  has  neither 
voice  nor  part.  Even  the  stony  hearte 
of  the  Bessborough  Commissioners  are 
a  little  touched  at  the  hardship  of  the 
step.     The  Commissioners  say — 

''  Tho  right  of  freo  sale,  oven  moro  than 
flxity  of  tenure,  intorforos  with  the  landlord's 
right  of  control  ovor  his  property,  in  respect  of 
his  power  to  choose  the  tenants  hy  whom  he  is 
siu^ounded,  and  to  surround  himself  with  those 
whom  ho  profors.  It  renders  him  liahlo  to  the 
intrusion  of  a  tenant  to  whom  lie  may  have  a 
strong  personal  ohjoction,  unless  that  objection 
should  fall  within  the  definition,  as  interpreted 
by  the  tribunal,  of  a  reasonable  veto." — \Report 
of  Betaborough  Canimiasion,  par.  77.] 

The  Commissioners  conclude  by  the  ob- 
servation— a  somewhat  wonderful  one 
— that  the  right  in  question  **  is  not 
calculated  to  lessen  the  value  of  the 
landlord's  property." 

We  shall,  perhaps,  hear  that  the  land- 
lord has  his  remedy  either  in  the  exer- 
cise of  the  veto  accorded  to  him,  or  in 
that  of  his  right  of  pre-emption.  The 
exercise  of  the  right  of  pre-emption 
means  that  he  will  have  to  pay  20  or 
30  years'  purchase  of  the  rent  for  the 
sake  of  buying  back  his  own  estate, 
probably  making  enemies  of  half  the 
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oountry  side  into  the  barg^n.  As  for 
the  yeto,  that,  in  a  large  number  of 
cases,  will  be  absolutely  valueless.  The 
purchaser  may  be  a  person  unknown  to 
the  landlord  ;  he  may  come  from  a  dis- 
trict notoriously  disaffected  ;  he  may  be 
a  returned  American,  with  ideas  of  his 
own  as  to  the  use  and  abuse  of  revolvers. 
How  is  the  landlord  to  discover  his 
antecedents,  or  to  produce  proof  of  them 
in  Court,  unless  he  is  prepared  to  at- 
tach to  the  estate  a  sort  or  private  in- 
quiry office  for  the  investigation  of  the 
character  and  circumstances  of  every  in- 
tending purchaser?  My  Lords,  it  is  a 
singular  circumstance  that  this  proposal 
to  substitute  for  the  selection  of  the 
landlord  selection  according  to  the  length 
of  the  incoming  tenant's  purse  comes  to 
us  from  Ministers  who,  10  years  ago, 
abolished  purchase  in  the  Army,  in 
order  to  substitute  selection  in  its  place ; 
who,  1 0  years  hence,  will  very  likely 
abolish  purchase  in  the  Church ;  and 
who  are  the  ardent  advocates  of  pro- 
motion by  merit  in  every  Profession  and 
every  branch  of  the  Public  Service. 
Perhaps  I  shall  be  told  that  there  is  a 
wide  difference  between  the  case  of  the 
officer  and  the  case  of  the  farmer.  I 
admit  it ;  but  that  difference  appears 
to  me  to  be  this — that  the  officer  did 
not  require  the  capital  which  he  paid 
for  his  commission  in  order  to  serve 
the  Queen  efficiently,  whereas  the  Irish 
farmer  unquestionably  does  require  his 
capital — which  he  will  henceforward  have 
to  pay  away  for  the  goodwill  of  the  farm 
— ^in  order  to  cultivate  it  with  success. 

I  say,  then,  that  the  change  which  we 
are  about  to  make  will  deprive  the  land- 
lords of  two  valuable  incidents  which 
have  hitherto  belonged  to  the  ownership 
of  land ;  and,  if  this  oe  so,  it  must  lead  to 
a  large  diminution  in  the  value  of  every 
estate  in  Ireland.  I  should  like  to 
notice,  at  this  point,  a  statement  that  has 
been  made — one,  I  think,  of  the  most 
extraordinary  of  the  many  extraor- 
dinary statements  made  in  support  of 
this  measure — that  the  Land  Act  of 
1870  raised  the  selling  value  of  pro- 
perty in  Ireland,  and  that  this  Bill, 
which  goes  much  further  than  the  Act 
of  1870,  is  likely  to  lead  to  a  further 
increase  in  the  price  of  land  in  that 
country.  My  Lords,  it  might  well  have 
been  the  case  that  the  price  of  land  had 
risen  after  the  year  1870.  We  had  im- 
mediately afterwards  more    than    one 
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ver}'  prosperous  season.  Again,  several 
of  the  estates  sold  in  the  following 
years  were  let  at  veiy  low  rents,  and, 
consequently,  fetched  a  large  number  of 
years'  purchase  of  the  rental.  Nor  must 
we  forget  that  the  settlement  of  1870 
was  accepted  at  the  time  as  final,  and 
that  a  sense  of  security  likely  to  be  re- 
flected in  the  land  mart  was  thereby 
created.  Under  such  circumstances,  even 
if  the  prices  fetched  by  land  in  the 
years  which  succeeded  1870  had  been 
higher  than  the  prices  of  the  preceding 
years,  I  should  have  been  slow  to  admit 
that  the  legislation  of  that  year  was  the 
cause  of  the  rise.  I  should  have  ques- 
tioned the  conclusion;  but,  unluddly, 
not  only  is  the  conclusion  questionable, 
but  the  premisses  themselves  are  defec- 
tive. It  is  not  the  fact  that  after  the 
passing  of  the  Act  of  1870  there  was  a 
g^nenS  increase  in  the  price  fetched  by 
the  estates  sold  in  the  JLanded  Estates 
Court.  I  hold  in  my  hand  Betnms 
which  are  on  the  Table  of  the  Hoose, 
and  which  bear  out  my  statements. 
They  have  reference  to  three  periods — 
the  first  includes  the  three  years,  1867, 
1868,  1869  ;  the  second  the  years  1872, 
1873,  1874;  the  third  the  years  1875 
and  1876.  There  is,  therefore,  one 
period  prior  to  the  passing  of  the  Land 
Act,  and  two  periodiB  subsequent  to  that 
date.  Now,  what  is  the  conclusion  to 
be  drawn  from  these  Betums  ?  Taking 
the  four  Provinces  separately,  I  find 
that  in  Ulster  the  price  of  land  remained 
stationary  during  the  three  periods.  In 
Munster  it  rose  sliffhtly  during  the 
second  period,  and  feU  in  the  third  be- 
low the  level  at  which  it  stood  in  the 
first.  In  Leinster  it  fell  in  the  second 
and  third  periods  considerably  below  the 
level  of  the  first ;  and  in  Oonnaught 
alone  it  rose  both  in  the  second  and  in 
the  third  periods.  If  we  take  individual 
years  we  find  that  in  Ulster  the  lowest 
year  of  the  whole  eight  was  1873, 
and  in  the  three  other  Provinces  1878 ; 
both  years  being  subsequent  to  the 
passing  of  the  Act.  Whatever  oondn- 
sion  these  figures  may  justify,  they  do 
not  justify  the  conclusion  that  the  ene(^ 
of  the  Act  of  1870  was  to  increase 
the  selling  value  of  land  in  Ireland. 

The  Land  Act  of  1870,  my  Lords,  di- 
minished the  value  of  land  in  Ireland ; 
and  this  Bill,  H  it  becomes  law,  will  di- 
minish it  still  further.  How  can  it  do 
otherwise?     We  are  going  to  divide 
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that  which  until  now  has  been  the  pro- 
perty of  a  single  person  between  that 
person  and  another,  and  haying  divided 
it  we  are  going  to  say  to  the  one — ^*  The 
value  of  your  share  shall  be  closely  re- 
stricted and  confined  by  a  tribunal  to 
which  we  are  going  to  hand  you  over," 
and  to  the  other — **  You  shall  be  free  to 
diroose  of  your  share  to  the  highest 
bidder  in  the  open  market."  Is  it  con- 
ceivable that  under  such  conditions  the 
share  of  the  former  will  not  diminish 
and  the  share  of  the  latter  increase  in 
value  ?  Upon  this  point  there  is  a  com- 
plete concurrence  of  testimony.  We  may 
question  the  evidence  collected  by  the 
Beesborough  Commission,  but  as  to 
this  at  least  it  is  conclusive,  that  in  the 
tenant  right  districts  every  rise  of  rent, 
no  matter  how  moderate,  is  regarded  as 
an  infringement  of  the  tenant's  interest. 
Wherever  you  have  tenant  right  there 
you  will  find  that,  on  the  one  hand,  the 
right  of  the  landlord  to  profit  by  a  rise 
of  prices  is  denied ;  while,  on  the  other, 
if  tne  prices  fall  it  is  expected  that  the 
loss  should  be  met  out  of  the  landlord's 
rent,  and  not  out  of  the  tenant's  share 
in  the  enterprize.  Nor  is  this  a  new  dis- 
coveiy — ^it  was  clearly  asserted  by  the 
Devon  Oommissioners.  They  saw  that 
the  existence  of  these  customs  must  lead 
to  the  absorption  of  a  large  part  of  the 
landlord's  interest  in  their  estates,  and 
these  are  the  words  in  which  they  warned 
the  landlords  of  the  danger  with  which 
they  were  threatened — 

<<  It  is  difficult,"  they  said,  '*  to  deny  that  the 
effect  of  this  system  is  a  practical  assumption 
by  the  tenant  of  a  joint  proprietorship  in  the 
land,  although  those  lanolox^  who  acquiesce 
in  it  do  not  acknowledge  to  themselves  this 
broad  fact,  and  that  the  tendency  is  gradually 
to  convert  the  proprietor  into  a  mere  rent- 
charger  having  an  indefinite  and  declining 
annuity  on  the  lord  of  a  copyhold." — [Digestf 
VoL  I,  p.  2.] 

That,  my  Lords,  is  a  fair  description  of 
the  system  which  we  are  asked  to  create 
all*over  Ireland,  even  upon  the  estates 
of  those  proprietors  who  have  submitted 
to  every  sacrifice  sooner  than  tolerate 
such  a  system ;  and  I  say  that  the  intro- 
duction of  such  a  system,  followed  by 
the  consequences  which  are  inseparable 
from  it,  must  tend  to  deprive  the  owner- 
ship of  land  of  the  incidents  which  have 
hitherto  rendered  it  attractive,  and  must, 
therefore,  diminish  the  number  of  per- 
sons who  will  hereafter  desire  to  acquire 
that  ownership.    If  that  is  the  result. 


as  I  believe  it  must  be,  of  the  passing  of 
the  Bill,  it  will  follow  that  the  saleable 
value  of  every  acre  of  land  in  Ireland 
will  bo  largely  reduced. 

This  is,  however,  not  the  only  conse- 
quence of  the  Bill  in  so  far  as  it  will 
affect  the  landlord's  position.  There 
remains  the  important  question  of  im- 
provements. I  do  not  wish  to  delay  the 
House  by  a  discussion  of  the  extent  to 
which  Irish  landlords  have  improved 
their  estates.  The  point  is,  I  know,  a 
much  controverted  one.  I  am  ready  to 
admit  that  in  many  parts  of  the  countxy 
the  number  and  small  size  of  the  hold- 
ings renders  it  impossible  that  the  im- 
provements should  oe  generally  carried 
out  by  the  landlord.  On  the  other  hand, 
if  it  is  true,  as  has  been  stated  by  some 
persons,  that  it  is  only  upon  one-tenth 
of  the  area  of  Ireland  that  the  landlords 
have  been  in  the  habit  of  making  im- 
provements, we  must  guard  ourselves 
against  assuming  that  upon  the  other 
nine-tenths  the  tenants  have  done  what 
was  necessary  for  the  proper  maintenance 
and  cultivation  of  the  farms.  My  own 
impression  is  that  in  many  places  the 
improvements  are  either  executed  by  the 
landlord  or  not  executed  at  all ;  and  cer- 
tainly if  you  exclude  the  badly  executed 
works  and  improvements  scarcely  worthy 
of  the  name,  and  confine  your  considera- 
tion to  properly  executed  works  of  an 
exemplary  character,  you  will  find  that 
the  abstention  of  the  landlords  would 
have  been  in  the  past  a  very  serious 
misfortune.  That  abstention  is,  how- 
ever, what,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Bess- 
borough  Commission,  we  have  to  look 
forward  to  in  the  future.  The  result, 
thoy  say,  will  be — 

^*  To  discourage  still  further  if  not  to  extin- 
guish thoir  (the  landlords')  expenditure  upon 
the  soil  of  land  not  in  their  own  occupation. 
Evidence  has  been  tendered  us  showing  that 
sums  have  been  and  still  are  being  expended  by 
landlords  in  works  on  their  estate.  The  cessa- 
tion to  any  extent  of  this  expenditure  will  bo 
an  evil." — [Report  of  Beaahorough  Commission , 
par.  67.] 

The  extent  of  that  evil  we  are  able  to 
appreciate  when  we  read  in  the  evidence 
of  Professor  Baldwin  and  in  the  Eeport 
of  the  minority  of  the  Bessborough  Com- 
missioners a  description  of  the  miserable 
condition  into  which  Irish  agriculture 
has  fallen  in  the  remoter  districts — a 
condition  from  which  I  believe  it  can  be 
raised  only  by  the  efforts  and  the  example 
of    those    improving    landlords    whose 
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existence  is  denied,  but  who  have  done 
so  much  for  the  advancement  of  their 
country.  I  own,  my  Lords,  that  I 
am  filled  with  concern  when  I  con- 
template in  anticipation  the  position  of 
helplessness  and  uselessness  into  which 
the  landlords  are  likely  to  be  reduced 
by  this  Bill.  I  read  the  other  day  in  the 
report  of  the  proceedings  of  a  society  of 
entomologists  that  there  is  a  species  of 
wasp  which  is  in  the  habit  of  feeding  its 
young  upon  the  bodies  of  other  insects, 
generally  those  of  a  large  grasshopper. 
These  wasps  have  discovered  that  their 
victims,  if  killed  outright,  are  apt  to 
decay  and  to  become  worthless.  They 
have  accordingly,  by  a  marvellous  effort 
of  instinct,  hit  upon  the  expedient  of 
stinging  them  in  such  a  manner  as, 
without  actually  killing  them,  to  de- 

frive  them  of  all  power  of  movement, 
n  this  miserable  condition  they  languish 
until  they  are  required  for  consumption. 
That,  my  Lords,  is  the  condition  into 
which  the  Lrish  landlords  will,  I  fear, 
be  driven  by  their  persecutors.  It  will, 
I  am  sure,  be  a  consolation  to  your 
Lordships  to  know  that  the  distinguished 
naturalist  who  conducted  these  researches 
found  that,  even  after  the  treatment  I 
have  described,  the  victims  retained  some 
power  of  digestion,  and  that  he  was  able 
to  prolong  their  lives  considerably  by 
feeding  them  on  syrup.  Let  us  hope 
that  in  their  last  days  the  landlords  will 
be  equally  fortunate  in  the  treatment 
which  they  will  experience. 

It  is  not,  however,  possible  to  ap- 
preciate the  effects  of  this  measure 
merely  by  an  examination  of  the  man- 
ner in  which  it  will  affect  one  or  other 
of  the  classes  engaged  in  agriculture. 
The  subject  has,  perhaps,  been  too  often 
discussed  from  the  exclusive  stand- 
point of  either  landlord  or  tenant.  I 
admit  freely  that  Parliament  would  be 
justified  in  sacrificing  the  interests  of 
every  landlord  in  Ireland  if  it  was  de- 
monstrable that  the  sacrifice  would  be 
for  tho  general  advantage  of  the  com- 
munity. The  landlords  are,  perhaps, 
not  culpable  if,  persuaded  as  they  are  of 
the  wrong  which  you  are  about  to  do 
them,  they  place  their  case  before  the 
public.  Within  these  walls,  however, 
it  is  our  duty  to  take  a  wider  view, 
and,  endeavouring  to  take  such  a  view ; 
I  would  ask  the  House  to  consider  the 
consequences  of  this  legislation,  as  they 
will  affect  the  peace  and  contentment  of 

The  Narquess  of  Lansdowne 


Ireland,  and  the  well-being  and  pros- 
perity of  Irish  society.  What,  my 
Lords,  will  be  the  position  in  which  this 
Bill  will  leave  that  country  ?  From  one 
end  of  it  to  the  other  there  will  not  be 
a  sod  of  land — with  the  exception  of  a 
few  demesnes  and  grazing  farms — of 
which  any  human  being  will  be  able  to 
say,  ''  That  land  is  mine."     You  be- 

?[ueath  to  the  future  a  legacy  of  con- 
iision  more  inextricable  than  any  which 
has  yet  distracted  that  unfortunate  coun- 
try. No  landlord  will  be  able  to  say 
what  is  the  value  of  his  estate ;  no  tenant 
will  be  able  to  determine  beforehand  the 
value  of  his  interest  in  his  farm.  You 
throw  down  as  an  apple  of  disoord 
the  whole  of  the  soil  of  Ireland  to  be 
struggled  for  by  rivals  who  are  already 
too  ready  to  fly  at  each  other's  throats. 
You  say  to  the  landlord,  ''  Keep  what 
you  c€Ui ;  "  and  to  the  tenant,  "  Take 
what  you  can  get."  How  will  your 
new  system  work  ?  On  the  one  hand  is 
the  tenant  ready,  as  we  are  aware,  to 
pay  an  extravagant  price  for  the  posses- 
sion of  a  farm ;  on  the  other  is  the  land- 
lord, knowine  that  in  the  long  run  the 
payment  of  that  price  will  diminish  the 
value  of  his  estate.  Between  the  two 
will  be  the  Court  endeavouring  to  hold 
the  balance.  One  of  two  things  will 
happen — the  extravagant  price  will  be 
paid,  the  landlord  wul  be  saddled  with 
an  insolvent  tenant,  and  the  holding 
with  a  charge  which  will  dominate  and 
ultimately  eat  into  the  landlord's  rent, 
or  the  Court  will,  at  the  landlord's  in- 
stance, intervene  and  frustrate  the  trans- 
action. It  can  do  so  by  allowing  the 
landlord  to  raise  the  rent,  or  by  em- 
powering him  to  exercise  his  right  of 
pre-emption.  In  the  one  case  he  will 
commit  the  very  action  for  the  commis- 
sion of  which  the  landlords  have  been 
over  and  over  again  held  up  to  public 
obloquy.  To  demand  an  increased  rent 
at  the  moment  of  a  sale  of  the  tenant 
right  is,  in  the  eyes  of  an  Irish  farmer, 
the  most  heinous  offence  which  an  Irish 
landlord  can  commit.  In  the  other  he 
will  be  placed  in  the  position  of  saying 
to  the  outgoing  tenant  who  is  the  vendor 
— *  *  It  is  quite  true  that  you  have  an  offer 
of  £500  for  your  interest,  but  I,  to  suit 
my  own  convenience,  require  you  to  part 
for  £300  with  that  for  which  you  are 
able  to  obtain  the  larger  sum."  How 
will  the  outgoing  tenant  and  hia  firiends 
and  neighbours  receive  such  a  deoi&ion 


297 


Lamd  £md 


(August  1,  1881) 


(Irskmi)  Bill, 


298 


on  the  part  of  the  Court  ?  And  yet,  my 
Lords,  that  is  the  sedative  which  Her 
Majesty's  Gkyremment  are  going  to  apply 
to  a  country  on  the  verge  of  rebellion, 
that  is  the  panacea  with  which  they 
expect  toqueU  the  turbidenoe  of  limerick 
and  Tipperary,  and  to  relieve  the  chronic 
discontent  of  Oalway  and  Mayo. 

My  Lords,  whenever  these  arguments 
are  used,  we  are  referred  to  the  case  of 
TTlster,  and  we  are  told  triumphantly, 
as  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  has  told  us  to- 
night, that  none  of  these  things  happen 
in  Ulster,  and  that  in  that  Province  all 
is  prosperity  and  contentment.    I  never 
listen  to  the  Ulster  ar^ment  without 
admiring  the  manner  m  which  those 
who  use  it  are  able  to  look  with  one  eye 
at  all  the  facts  which  fit  in  with  their 
own  theoiy,  and  shut  out  from  the  vision 
of  the  other  every  circumstance  which 
does  not.     Portions  of  Ulster  are,   no 
doubt,   in  remarkable  contrast  to  the 
rest  ol  Ireland  in  regard  to  the  pros- 
perity and  loyalty  of  the  population. 
But  are  there  no  differences  between 
the  circumstances  of  Ulster  and  those 
of  the  other  Provinces?      Are   there 
no  differences  of  race,  of  religion,  of 
climate  ?    Does  not  Ulster  stand  almost 
alone  in  the  exercise  of  industries  other 
than  that  of  agriculture?    Is  not  her 
dvilixation  a  couple  of  centuries  older 
than  of    the  remoter  districts  in  the 
West  ?    Again,  when  you  point  to  ten- 
ant right  as  the  sole  cause  of  the  supe- 
riority of  Ulster,  ought  you  not  to  bear 
in  mind  that  in  her  case  the  tenant  right 
custom  is  one  having  its  origin  in  the 
first  plantation  of  the  Province  where  it 
has  been  gradually  developed  and  inti- 
mately mixed  up  with  the  habits  and 
social  institutions  of  the  people  ?    Can 
we  predict  with  confidence  that  the  at- 
tempt to  create  such  a  custom  by  arti- 
ficial means,  in  the  midst  of  a  population 
hitherto  unused  to  it,  will  be  followed 
with   equal  success  in  other  parts  of 
Ireland  r     For,  my  Lords,  is  it  indeed 
the  ease  that  tenant  right  and  prosperity 
alwavs  go  hand  in  hand  ?    Nothing  of 
the  kind.     There  are  parts  of  Ireland 
in  which  prosperity  is  to  be  found  with- 
out tenant  right ;   there  are  others  in 
which  tenant  right  is  to  be  found  with- 
out prosperity.     In  no  part  of  Ulster 
does  tenant  right  prevail  more  than  it 
does  in  Donegal,  and  yet  the  area  sche- 
duled in  that  county  under  the  Belief  Act 
of  laat  year  was  no  less  than  1,169,000 


acres;  an  area  larger  than  that  scheduled 
in  almost  any  other  county.  Take,  again, 
the  case  of  evictions.  Last  year  the 
Province  of  Ulster  stood  second  in  the 
list  in  point  of  the  number  of  evictions ; 
this  year  it  stands  first.  Try  another 
test.  Of  all  the  causes  which  have  con- 
tributed to  Irish  distress  and  discontent 
none  has  contributed  more  than  the 
minute  sub-division  of  the  holding^. 
How  does  Ulster  stand  in  respect  of 
sub-division  ?  It  is  at  the  head  of  the 
list.  In  Leinster  there  are  86,000,  in 
Munster  93,000,  in  Oonnau^ht  123,000, 
and  in  Ulster  188,000  holdings  below 
£15  valuation.  Before  we  recommend 
free  sale  as  the  remedy  of  all  the  ills  to 
which  Ireland  js  heir  we  should  satisfy 
ourselves  that  it  has  worked  well  and 
stood  the  strain  of  adverse  circum- 
stances where  it  exists  already.  How 
has  free  sale  stood  the  test  of  adversity 
in  Ulster.  I  will  read  to  your  Lord- 
ships part  of  a  letter  addressed  in  Sep- 
tember, 1879,  to  Mr.  Thaddeus  O'Brien, 
of  Shanballymore,  by  a  well-known  au- 
thority— 

**  Speaking  from  on  Ulster  standpoint,*'  says 
the  writer,  •*  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  the  tenant 
right  custom  has  not  stood  the  test  of  hard 
times.  It  is  vanishing  at  the  first  touch  of 
adversity.  The  value  of  tenant  right  has  been 
reduced  30  per  cent  at  least,  and,  in  many  in- 
stances, forms  cannot  be  sold  at  all.  A  tenure 
which  is  so  easily  affected  by  temporary  circum- 
stances is  unsatisfactory,  and  hence  students  of 
the  Land  Question  here  are  looking  forward  to 
the  extension  of  peasant  proprietorship  as  the 
only  adequate  remedy  for  all  agricultural  ills." 

It  did  not,  by  the  way,  occur  to  the 
writer  that  the  peasant  proprietor  would 
fare  no  better  than  the  tenant  farmer 
under  the  circumstances  described.  Now, 
who  do  your  Lordships  suppose  was  the 
student  of  the  Land  Question  who  ex- 
pressed these  views?  It  was  Mr.  M*Elroy, 
the  oracle  of  the  Ulster  farmers,  the 
witness  quoted  again  and  again  by  the 
Bessborough  Commissioners  as  an  ar- 
dent defender  and  apostle  of  that  very 
Ulster  tenant  right  whose  collapse  he 
so  forcibly  describes.  That  was  Mr. 
M'Elroy's  description  in  1879  ;  what  has 
been  the  state  of  things  in  Ulster  ever 
since  ?  It  is  impossible  to  read  the  Evi- 
dence on  the  Table  without  perceiving 
that  in  Ulster,  as  in  the  rest  of  Ireland, 
a  deeplv-rooted  agrarian  movement  is 
proceeiding.  A  movement  of  resistance 
to  every  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  land- 
lord to  assert  tne  rights  which  even  this 
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Bill  is  by  way  of  retaining  for  him,  of 
opposition  to  all  increases  of  rent,  no 
matter  how  reasonable,  to  all  restrictions 
on  the  tenant's  right  of  sale,  to  all  limi- 
tations on  the  choice  of  a  successor  by 
the  outgoing  tenant.  The  statutory  con- 
ditions of  this  Bill  will  be  bitterly  resisted 
just  as  the  so-called  office  rules  have  been 
resisted  hitherto.  Her  Maj esty 's  Minis- 
ters will  be  credulous  indeed  if  they 
suppose  that  after  they  have  once  called 
into  existence  this  custom  over  the  whole 
of  Ireland,  they  will,  through  any  tri- 
bunals which  they  may  constitute,  be 
able  to  keep  it  within  the  limits  which 
they  would  prescribe.  Free  sale  is  a 
reality,  the  restrictions  and  reservations 
are  scarcely  worth  the  paper  upon  which 
they  are  written.  I  say,  then,  that  the 
case  of  Ulster  does  not  establish  the 
conclusion  which  you  draw  from  it ;  but 
that,  on  the  contrary,  the  effects  of  the 
confusion  of  interests  which  the  Bill 
will  create  all  over  Ireland  are  already 
manifesting  themselves,  and  producing 
dangerous  results  in  that  Province.  De- 
pend upon  it  that  confusion  will  be 
worse  confounded  in  districts  where  the 
tenant  right  system  has  been  hitherto 
unknown  and  is  to  be  violently  created 
in  the  midst  of  a  people  who  are  un- 
familiar with  its  operation,  and  who 
have  not  even  the  advantage  of  an  estab- 
lished custom  to  guide  them. 

Is  there,  I  would  ask  the  House,  any 
other  industry,  any  other  profession  in 
which  such  a  confusion  of  interests  exists? 
Partnership  I  understand,  co-operation 
I  understand;  but  this  is  neither  co- 
operation nor  partnership.  We  are 
going,  with  our  eyes  open,  to  create  a 
system  of  tenure  barbarous  in  its  inci- 
dents, and  opposed  to  the  enlightened 
opinion  of  civilized  communities.  I  have 
heard  it  said  that  in  the  legislation  of 
Prussia  is  to  be  found  a  precedent  for 
the  law  which  you  are  going  to  apply  to 
Ireland .  Nothing  could  be  further  from 
the  truth.  The  statesmen  of  Prussia 
found  at  the  commencement  of  this 
century  a  land  system  under  which  the 
great  lords  were  the  nominal  owners  of 
vast  estates,  into  the  actual  possession  of 
which  they  were  unable  to  re-enter.  The 
land  was  occupied  by  tenants  who  en- 
joyed a  sjpecies  of  fixity,  and  who  paid  to 
the  lord  feudal  services  in  consideration 
of  their  occupancy  rights.  Neither  party 
was  the  owner  in  the  full  acceptation 
of   the  term;    but   the  two    interests 
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were  confused  and  entangled  together. 
It  was  under  these  circamstances  that 
the  Legislature  intervened,  in  order  to 
extricate  and  disentangle  those  interests. 
The  absolute  ownership  of  a  portion  of 
their  land  was  given  to  the  lords,  and  the 
services  of  the  tenants  were  commuted 
for  a  fixed  rent,  which,  by  subsequent 
legislation,  the  tenants  were  allowed  to 
extinguish  so  as  to  effect  the  complete 
enfranchisement  of  their  holdings. 
This  is  not  the  moment  to  inflict  upon 
your  Lordships  a  lecture  upon  the  sys- 
tems of  land  tenure  to  be  found  in  dif- 
ferent European  countries ;  but  I  believe 
I  am  not  wrong  in  saying  that  if  you 
turn  to  France,  to  Spain  and  Portugal, 
to  the  Low  Countries,  you  will  find  that 
everywhere  the  efforts  of  statesmen  have 
been  directed  to  the  disentanglement  of 
interests  before  confused  and  competing 
with  each  other,  and  to  the  establish- 
ment of  full  and  undivided  ownership. 
In  this  country,  of  all  others,  it  has 
been  the  object  of  statesmen,  particu- 
larly of  Liberal  statesmen,  to  give  every 
facility  for  the  creation  of  unrestricted 
ownership,  and  to  simplify  and  expe- 
dite all  transactions  relating  to  land.  It 
is  in  Ireland  alone  that  we  are  asked  to 
take  a  step  backwards  in  the  direction 
of  that  chaos  from  which,  in  other  coun- 
tries, the  civilized  communities  of  the 
world  have  emerged.  We  seem,  in  deal- 
ing with  that  country,  to  have  taken 
leave  altogether  of  the  patience  which 
makes  allowance  for  human  infirmities, 
of  the  consistency  which  rises  superior  to 
pressure  and  to  excitement,  of  the  states- 
manship which  is  able  to  discern  pro- 
gress even  when  it  is  tardy  and  inter- 
rupted. With  the  passage  of  this  Bill 
wo  shall  complete  another  cycle  of  agi- 
tation and  concession.  I  will  venture  to 
say  that  before  the  ink  is  dry  upon  the 
final  print  of  the  measure  a  new  cycle 
will  commence.  This  Bill  oannot  be  a 
settlement  of  the  Irish  Land  Question, 
in  no  single  clause  of  it  is  finality  written : 
it  is  the  reward  of  past  aeitation,  it  will 
be  the  vantage  ground  of  the  agitation 
of  the  future.  I  may  be  asked  why, 
holding  these  views,  I  do  not  move  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill.  I  am  not  one  of 
those  who  believe  that  this  House  should, 
on  all  occasions,  content  itself  with  regis- 
tering decisions  arrived  at ''  ekewhere." 
Only  last  year  we  rejected  a  measure 
dealing  with  this  verv  question,  and  I 
believe  that  the  pubuo  opinion  of  the 
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oonntiy  Bupported  us.  The  circum- 
atances,  however,  with  which  we  are  now 
confronted  differ  widely  irom  those  under 
which  we  declined  to  give  a  second  read- 
ing to  the  Compensation  for  Disturb- 
ance Bill.  The  Oompensation  for  Dis- 
turbance Bill  was,  in  name,  a  temporary 
measure,  though  it  admitted  principles 
of  permanent  application.  It  came  to 
us  backed  by  diminishing  majorities, 
supported  by  arguments  which  had  been 
demolished,  and  statistics  which  had 
been  discredited  and  disproved.  This 
measure  comes  to  us,  afber  a  discussion 
which  has  extended  over  several  months, 
supported,  so  far  as  its  main  pro- 
▼isionB  are  concerned,  by  the  whole 
weight  of  a  powerful  Party.  It  is  pre- 
sented to  us  as  a  permanent  settle- 
ment without  which  the  Executive  Gk)- 
vemment  decline  the  responsibility  of 
administering  the  affairs  of  Ireland.  Its 
rejection  would  be  the  signal  for  a  re- 
crudescence of  the  conflict  already  raging 
there :  during  the  coming  autumn  and 
winter  we  should  have  to  deal  with 
anarchy  and  terrorism  worse  than  those 
which  have  already  made  Ireland  a  bye- 
word,  and  we  should  have  the  spectacle 
of  a  Gt>vemment  reluctantly  and  half- 
heartedly enforcing  a  law  which  it  has 
itself  declared  to  be  unjust.  These  con- 
ditions could  have  only  one  result — they 
would  lead  to  a  renewal  of  the  pro- 
posals now  made  to  us  in  a  probably 
more  extreme  and  violent  shape.  The 
Bill  indicates  a  legislative  low  water 
mark  above  which  the  next  tide  may 
rise,  below  which  it  certainly  will  not 
fall.  Under  these  circumstances,  our 
duty,  I  conceive,  lies  in  the  direction  to 
whidi  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess 
of  Saliabuiy)  has  pointed.  We  must 
pass  the  BiU,  we  must  amend  it  in  Com- 
mittee, so  far  as  it  may  be  possible  to 
amend  it  consistently  with  its  general 
scope  and  principle;  but  in  doing  this 
we  must  place  upon  record  that  Hor 
Majesty's  Ministers,  and  they  alone,  are 
responsible  for  the  injustice  of  the  mea- 
sure which  we  have  exposed,  and  that 
they,  and  they  alone,  will  be  accountable 
for  its  failure,  which  we  are  clearly  able 
to  foresee. 

LoBD  INCHIQUIN,  in  protesting 
against  the  Bill,  said,  surely  the  land- 
Indfl  in  Ireland  were  entitled  to  ask  for 
the  same  justice  and  liberty  over  their 
own  propeorty  as  their  brethren  in  Eng- 
land and  Scotland.     It  ooidd  not  be 


denied  that  in  Ireland  there  was  a  dis- 
affected class  who  were  anxious  to  pos- 
sess the  property  of  others,  and  whose 
doctrines  were  Communism,  pure  and 
simple.     Their  ultimate  object  was  to 
bring  about  dissension  and  rupture  be- 
tween the  two  countries  ;  and  it  appeared 
to  him,  in  adopting  that  Bill,  the  Go- 
vernment were  endeavouring  to  buy  up 
these  men  to  discontinue  agitation.  They 
would  never,  however,  be  satisfied  by 
any  reasonable  promises,  and  the  proper 
course  to  pursue  was  to  take  a  firm 
stand,  and  say — **  "We  will  insist  upon 
law  and  order  being  respected."     He 
contended  that  many  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  were  at  variance  with  the 
principles   expressed  in    1870   by  Mr. 
Gladstone,   Judge  Longfield,  and  Mr. 
Bonamy    Price.      From    the    landlord 
valuable  proprietary  rights  would    be 
taken,  and  yet  no  compensation  would 
be  given  him.     In  the  case  of  the  West 
Indian  slaveowners,  and  on  the  occasions 
of   the  Disestablishment  of  the  Irish 
Church  and  the  Abolition  of  Purchase 
in   the  Army,  compensation  had  been 
awarded ;  but  now  the  landlords  of  Ire- 
land, though  dispossessed  of  many  of 
their  powers,  were  to  have  no  such  jus- 
tice meted  out  to  them.     The  1st  clause 
in  the  Bill — that  which  related  to  free 
sale — would  be  productive  of  great  in- 
justice.    He  would  have  no  objection  to 
indemnify  tenants  for    their  own    im- 
provements ;   but  he  strongly  objected 
to  their  being  allowed  to  [sell  what  did 
not  really  belong  to  them.     Purchasers 
of  holdings  would  often,  he  contended, 
have  to  pay  an  extravagant  sum  for  the 
tenant  right ;  and  thus,  though  the  rents 
might  be  greatly  lowered  by  the  Court, 
the    position  of   the  incoming  tenants 
would  be  no  better  than  that  of  tenants 
at  the  present  time.     Ho  thought  the  re- 
sult of  the  measure  would  bo  that,  be- 
fore long,   a  large  amount  of   money 
would  be  taken  out  of  the  country  by 
tenants  who  had  sold  their  interest  in 
their  holdings.     The   incoming  tenants 
would  really  have  to  pay  a  larger  rent 
than  ever  they  had  paid  and  than  the  land 
would  bear.     There  was  groat  difiiculty 
in  fixing  a  fair  rent,  and  it  was  almost 
impossible  to  make  all  proper  allow- 
ances for  differences  in  the  character  of 
the  land,  and  the  other  circumstances  of 
the  holdings.     Ho  was  of  opinion  that 
in   the  altered  circumstances  in  which 
landlords  would  find  themselves   they 
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ought  to  be  empowered  to  compel  the 
State  to  buy.  He  was  exceedingly  sorry 
that  the  Amendments  to  the  Emigration 
Clause  had  rendered  it  a  practical  nullity, 
as  he  regarded  that  clause  as  the  most 
important  in  the  Bill ;  and  he  believed  its 
purpose  had  been  defeated  in  some  mea- 
sure by  the  machinations  of  the  Koman 
Catholic  priests,  who  were  afraid  to  lose 
the  fees  ,  they  derived  from  the  over- 
crowded districts  of  Ireland.  He  ob- 
jected also  to  the  clause  relating  to 
leases.  There  might  be  cases  of  hard- 
ship ;  but  the  tenants  had  entered  into 
those  contracts  with  their  eyes  open,  and 
it  was  inequitable  to  re-open  questions 
thus  settled.  He  regarded  the  Bill  as  a 
whole  as  most  unsatisfactory ;  it  was 
not  a  final  settlement  of  the  question, 
and  he  fully  expected  that  in  six  or  seven 
years  they  would  have  another  Land 
Bill.  He  regretted  that  the  Bill  had 
ever  been  introduced,  and  he  hoped  that 
their  Lordships  would  be  able  to  modify 
in  Committee  some  of  its  most  objec- 
tionable features. 

LoBD  MONTEAGLE  said,  they  could 
all  understand  with  what  great  pain 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne)  separated  himself  from 
the  Party  with  which  he  usually  acted. 
It  was  frequently  as  difficult,  however, 
to  act  in  opposition  to  one's  class  as  to 
one's  Party.  No  complaint  could  be 
made  with  regard  to  the  references  to  the 
Emigration  Clause;  and  he  was  quite 
convinced  that  the  Koman  Catholic  priests 
of  Ireland  had  been  actuated  in  this 
matter  by  pure  motives.  With  regard 
to  the  general  question,  they  must  ask 
themselves  whether  there  was  a  griev- 
ance to  be  dealt  with  in  Ireland  ?  One 
was  ashamed  seriously  to  discuss  this 
question  after  all  that  had  come  and 
gone.  One  might  almost,  after  the 
speeches  which  had  been  made,  begin 
to  fancy  that  the  Irish  land  system  was 
the  most  perfect  possible.  The  evidence 
collected  by  the  Bessborough  Commis- 
sion could  not  be  all  swept  away  by  a 
derisive  cheer.  But  there  was,  besides, 
the  Eichmond  Commission,  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Carlingford)  had  re- 
ferred. The  recommendation  of  that 
Commission  was  most  significant.  It 
could  scarcely  be  maintained  that  before 
1870  there  was  freedom  of  contract  or 
undivided  ownership.  The  latter  implied 
that  the  landlord  had  the  right  to  deal 
with  the  soil  as  he  liked ;  but  that  was 
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far  from  being  the  case.  The  fireedom 
of  contract  which  existed  before  1870 
reminded  him  of  a  passage  in  one  of 
Goldsmith's  plays.  The  old  father  wished 
his  son  to  marry  an  heiress  who  was  the 
father's  ward.  The  son  was  reluctant, 
being  engaged  to  another  lady,  and  he 
was  addressed  by  the  father  in  this 
wise — 

"  You  are  both  of  you  perfectly  free ;  the  is 
free  to  marry  you  or  lose  half  her  fortune ;  and 
YOU  are  free  to  marry  her  or  pack  out  oi  the 
house  without  any  fortune  at  aU." 

Consolidation  was  responsible  for  much 
of  the  difficulty  in  which  they  found 
themselves ;  and  it  was  out  of  the  ques- 
tion that  the  right  of  consolidation  could 
be  exercised  freely.  A  right  which  re- 
mained, but  which  he  feared  would  be 
somewhat  damaged  by  the  Bill,  was  that 
of  making  tenants  combine  to  effect  im- 
provements. The  rent  question  was  left 
open  in  1870.  The  Government  were 
then  under  the  impression  they  could 
adequately  secure  the  interest  of  the 
tenant  by  protecting  him  against  arbi- 
trary eviction .  It  must  be  admitted  that 
there  were  many  cases  in  poorer  parts  of 
the  country  in  which  rents  had  been 
raised  in  virtue  of  the  improvements 
made  by  the  tenants,  and  this  had  im- 
ported a  sense  of  insecurity  into  the  rent 
system.  In  illustration,  he  quoted  the 
particulars  of  a  case  in  which  a  tenant 
had  paid  an  increased  rent  for  10  years 
on  lus  own  improvements,  and  a  case 
which  would  not  have  been  brought  to 
light  if  the  landlord  had  not  at  last 
turned  the  tenant  out.  The  great  ma> 
jority  of  landlords  were  as  honourable  in 
Ireland  as  in  England,  and  treated  their 
tenants  with  g^eat  consideration.  Bat 
it  was  hardly  necessary  to  remind  their 
Lordships  that  a  small  amount  of  in- 
justice might  create  a  widespread  feeling 
of  insecurity.  The  noble  Lord  read  an 
extract  from  the  Beport  of  the  Devon 
Commission,  in  proof  of  that  statement. 
Their  Lordships  had  heard  but  little 
from  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  as  to  the 
remedies  which  ought  to  be  applied  to 
the  present  state  of  affairs  in  Lrelaad. 
In  his  opinion  the  only  solution  for  pre- 
sent difficulties  was  to  be  found  in  in- 
creasing the  interest  of  the  tenant  in  his 
holding,  and  augmenting  the  number  of 
the  owners  of  the  soil.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess opposite  was  in  favour  of  the 
latter.  But  anything  done  in  that  way 
must  be  voluntary,  and  if  it  were  yohin- 
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iary,  many  distriots  would  be  untouched. 
If  they  could  not  convert  tenants  gene- 
rally into  owners,  be  saw  no  other  alter- 
native than  to  develop  the  interest  of 
the  tenant,  and  leave  nim  then  to  work 
out  hia  own  salvation.  If  rents  were  to 
be  considered  by  a  Court,  no  doubt,  in 
cases  where  they  were  reduced,  the  land- 
lords might  think  their  interests  damaged. 
But  it  was  admitted  on  all  sides  that  the 
enormous  majority  of  the  landlords  of 
Ireland  were  prepared  for  that.  If  they 
did  not  want  to  extract  more  than  a  fair 
rent,  what  reason  was  there  for  fear  on 
that  head  ?  The  part  of  the  Bill  to  which 
most  objection  was  taken  by  noble  Lords 
was  the  clause  relating  to  free  sale.  But 
if  a  fair  rent  was  fixed,  he  did  not  see 
how  the  landlords  would  be  damaged  by 
free  sale.  He  had  heard  of  various  cases 
in  which  the  rent  had  been  largely  in- 
creased onaccount  of  improvements  made 
by  the  tenant  himself;  but  he  had  never 
heard  of  a  single  case  in  which  a  land- 
lord had  suffered  from  tenant  right.  He 
did  not  see  that  any  of  those  provisions 
were  calculated  to  damage  the  landlord's 
pecuniary  interests,  though,  no  doubt, 
it  would  interfere  with  his  rights  in  some 
respects.  It  had  been  said  that  this 
measure  was  a  concession  to  agitation, 
and  it  was,  no  doubt,  a  ereat  misfortune 
that  legislation  of  this  Kind  should  just 
follow  on  agitation.  He  might,  how- 
ever, remind  their  Lordships  that  the 
same  thing  had  happened  more  than 
once  in  England,  and  that  several  im- 
portant measures,notably  OatholicEman- 
dpation,  had  been  passed  deliberately 
as  concessions  to  agitation.  He  would 
only  add  that  it  was  his  firm  belief  that 
the  Bill  would  confer  great  benefit  on 
the  tenants,  and  would  prove  such  a 
lettlement  of  the  present  difficulties,  as 
▼onld  render  it  acceptable  to  the  land- 
ioids  also. 

The  Mahqubss  of  WATERFORD: 
Uy  Lords,  I  rise,  as  an  Irish  landlord, 
to  address  you  upon  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant measures  that  have  ever  come 
oefore  your  Lordships'  House,  and  I  say 
this  advisedly,  as,  although  I  am  aware 
that  this  measure  only  affects  the  Land 
Tenure  of  Ireland,  yet  I  am  satisfied 
tluit  any  change  which  may  be  made  in 
the  Land  Laws  of  that  country  will 
eventually  find  an  echo  in  legislation — 
in  Badioal  legislation — with  regard  to 
the  Land  Laws  of  Ghreat  Britain.  Up 
-to  the  present  timei  the  rights  of  pro- 


I  perty  have  rarely  been  interfered  with 
by  Parliament;  and,  when  it  has  been 
found  necessary  to  interfere  with  the 
vested  rights  of  individuals  for  the  pub- 
lic good,  it  has  been  invariably  the  cus- 
tom to  give  full  compensation  for  the 
value  taken  away.  But  this  is  a  mea- 
sure of  confiscation  pure  and  simple, 
without  \b,  of  compensation  being  given. 
It  takes  away  the  just  rights,  whether  pur- 
chased or  inherited,  of  a  class  who — as 
the  Prime  Minister  himself  has  stated — 
have  been  tried  and  honourably  ac- 
quitted, and  who,  although  so  acquitted, 
are  to  be  heavily  fined  in  the  future  for 
their  conduct  in  the  past.  I  appeal  to 
your  Lordships  to  be  informed  wnether 
that  is  in  accordance  with  your  views  of 
English  justice  ?  It  has  been  argued 
by  the  noble  Ijord  the  Lord  Privy  Seal 
(Lord  Carlingford)  that  there  is  no  con- 
fiscation in  this  measure,  and  that  the 
landlords  will  not  be  injured,  but  will 
absolutely  gain  by  it,  as  it  will  put  down 
agitation,  and  also  that  there  are  certain 
clauses  in  the  Bill  which  will  render 
their  rents  more  secure.  I  entirely  deny 
both  of  those  statements.  No  one  will 
attempt  to  argue  that  enormous  advan- 
tages, which  represent  many  millions  in 
value,  are  conferred  on  the  Irish  tenant. 
Where  do  those  advantages  come  from? 
There  is  no  intermediate  property  in 
land ;  the  Act  of  1870  drew  a  hard-and- 
fast  line  where  the  landlord's  rights 
ended  and  the  tenant's  rights  began. 
If  advantages  representing  many  mil- 
lions are  to  be  conferred  upon  the  Irish 
tenant,  they  must  have  been  taken  from 
the  landlords,  who  had  previously  en- 
joyed them,  because  there  is  no  other 
place  from  whence  they  can  have  come. 
How,  then,  can  it  be  argued  that  this  is 
not  a  measure  of  confiscation?  Then 
there  is  the  statement  that  this  Bill  will 
stop  agitation ;  that  it  will  settle  the 
Land  Question  and  render  Ireland  con- 
tented. I  wish  from  my  heart  I  believed 
that  was  the  case ;  for,  if  I  believed 
that,  much  as  I  dislike  this  measure 
and  almost  everything  in  it,  I  would 
receive  it  with  open  arms.  But  I  am 
afraid  it  will  be  but  the  starting  point 
for  a  fresh  agitation,  which  will  gather 
force  by  the  stren^hened  position  of 
the  tenants,  who  will  then  have  a  much 
firmer  basis  of  operations  than  they  had 
before.  Then,  as  regards  certain  clauses 
in  this  Bill  rendering  the  rents  more 
secure,  I  think  that  is  a  ridiculous  sug- 
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gestion,  because  every  Buch  clause  could 
have  been  conceded  by  the  landlord  of 
his  own  free  will,  if  he  wished  to  secure 
his  rents  by  doing  so.    What  is  the  his- 
tory of  this  measure  ?    Has  it  been  pro- 
duced by  feelings  of  right  and  justice  in 
the  minds  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, or  is  it  an  answer  to  an  agitation 
which  has  been  a  disgrace  to  the  Em- 
pire and  has  destroyed  all  progress  and 
prosperity  in  Ireland?      I   think    the 
whole  history  of  the  measure  points  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  is  an  answer  to 
agitation,  and  if  we  needed  any  further 
proof  the  changes  that  have  been  intro- 
duced since  the  Bill  first  appeared  would 
supply  it.     There  was  no  mention  of  it 
when  the  Ministry  came  into  power; 
we  heard  then  of  nothing  but  the  "com- 
fort and  satisfaction"  at  the  state  of 
Ireland;   but  since  the  Bill  has  been 
before  the  House  of  Commons  addition 
after  addition,  all  tending  to  make  it 
much  worse,  have  been  made  at  the  in- 
stigation of  the  Land  League.      But 
what  are  the  aims  of  the  agitation  which 
is  being  pandered  to  by  the  Govern- 
ment ?  It  goes  far  beyond  any  agrarian 
question,  and  aims  at  nothing  less  than 
the  dismemberment  of  the  Empire ;  and 
giving  way  to   it  will  lead   the  Irish 
people  to  believe  that  they  have  only  to 
agitate  in  the  future  to  get  anything 
they  may  require.    This  agitation  is  led 
by  men  who  know  well  that  if  they  can 
destroy  the   landlords  of  Ireland  and 
eliminate  from  the  soil  of  that  country 
those  men  who  up  to   this  time  have 
been  the  most  loyal  and  true  to  the 
British  connection,  they  will  have  gone 
far   to   bring  about  their  real  object, 
which  is  separation  from  England  alto- 
gether.   Mr.  Famell  himself  stated  that 
he  would  not  have  taken  off  his  coat  to 
this  work  if  he  had  not  something  far 
greater  and  grander  to  bring  about  in 
the  future.     It  would  not  have  been 
easy  to    believe,   after  the  statements 
made  by  the  Liberal  Party  in  1 870,  that 
an  Act  including  the  **  three  F's"  would 
be  brought  forward  by  that  Government 
within  1 1  years,  and  yet  this  is  the  case. 
Is  it  more  difficult  to  believe  now  that  a 
measure  granting  Home  Bule  will  bo 
laid  on  the  Table  of  this  House  in  a 
limited  period  ?    For  my  part,  I  believe 
such  a  measure  will  be  brought  forward 
before  many  vears  are  passed,  and  when 
that  takes  place  separation  will  not  be 
far  distant.    But  I  am  not  one  of  those 
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who  consider  no  change  necessary.    I 
know  the  country  too  well  and  the  ter- 
rible state  to  which  it  is  now  reduced  to 
believe  we  could  go  on  without  a  measure 
of  Land  Beform,  which  has  been  ren- 
dered necessary  by  the  promises  made 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  that  have 
excited  such  lively  hopes  in  Ireland, 
which  hopes  it  would  be  impossible  now 
to  blight  and  destroy ;  also  by  the  weak- 
ness of  the  present  Government  in  bavins 
allowed  Ireland  to  drift  into  sucli  a  fearfiu 
state;  and,  in  addition  to  this,  by  the 
fact  that  the  Act  of  1870  has  been  a 
failure.    I  have  never  believed  that  the 
Act  of  1870  could  be  a  final  settlement 
of  the  question,  because  it  unsettled  the 
basis  upon  which  the  Land  Laws  rested 
—a  basis  that  had  grown   up  by  the 
usage  of  centuries.     But  I  have  never 
objected  to  that  measure  as  regards  the 
interests  of  the  landlords,  except  in  so 
far  as  the  unsettlement    it   produced, 
which  rendered  it  necessary  that  other 
Acts  should  be  passed  to  attempt  to  find 
the  foundation  that  was  lost,  just  as  I 
believe  this  Bill,  which  again  thoroughly 
unsettles  the  question,  will  be  repudiated 
in  its  turn  by  the  very  Government  who 
pressed  it  upon  Parliament  as  a  final 
settlement  of  the  question.     The  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll),  whom  I  do 
not  see  in  his  place,  has  stated  that  the 
Act  of  1870  carried  out  all  that  was  in- 
tended by  its  framers,  and  therefore  I 
suppose  he  believes  that  it  has  not  been 
a  failure ;  but  I  would  say  that,  in  cer- . 
tain  instances,  it  carried  out  more  than 
was  intended,  because  it  was  distinctly 
stated  by  the  Prime  Minister,  and  the 
Government  to  which  the  noble  Duke 
then  belonged,  that  there  was  no  inten- 
tion of  giving  an  interest  in  a  holding 
by  granting  compensation  for  disturb- 
ance.   But  now  it  is  stated  that,  unin- 
tentionally, that  measure  created  a  valu- 
able interest,  which  it  is  now  necessaiy 
to  pass  this  measure  to  protect.    If  such 
unintentional  advantages  were  granted 
under  an  Act  so  clear  as  the  Act  of  1870, 
we  must  almost  shudder  at  the  idea  of 
the  unintentional  advantages  which  may 
be  conferred  in  an  Act  so  complicated  as 
this.    But,  although  I  have  never  ob- 
jected to  the  Act  of  1870,  except  for  the 
unsettlement  it  produced,  I  think  it  has 
been  a  failure.    I  shall  not  now  wo  into 
the  points  whore  that  Act  has  failed ; 
but,  as  it  has  been  a  failure,  and  for  the 
other  reasons  I  have  stated,  I  consider  it 
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an  absolute  necessity  in  the  interestn  of 
both  landlords  and  tenants  that  a  change 
should  be  made  and  a  measure  of  Land 
Beform  introduced.  But,  though  I  con- 
sider a  measure  necessary,  I  think  the 
Bill  before  your  Lordships'  House  the 
very  worst  means  that  could  possibly 
have  been  devised  for  making  such  a 
change.  It  is  so  complicated  that  no 
one  can  understand  it,  and  it  will  pro- 
duce an  amount  of  litigation  perfectly 
fearful  to  contemplate;  but  it  is  per- 
fectly clear  in  this — that  it  gives  no 
compensation  to  the  landlords  for  the 
rights  taken  away,  and  it  will  demoralize 
Lreland  and  ruin  the  future  race  of  ten- : 
ants.  What  was  required  was  a  simple 
measure  anyone  could  understand,  grant- 
ing large  advantages  to  the  Lrish  ten- 
ants—  which  any  measure  to  have  a 
chance  of  success  must  grant — and  giving 
full  compensation  to  the  landlords  for 
those  advantages  which  I  have  shown 
must  have  been  taken  from  them.  But, 
my  Lords,  we  have  no  other  measure 
before  us,  and  therefore  I  regard  it  as  a 
necessity,  having  regard  to  the  interests 
of  all  classes  in  Ireland,  that  we  should 
give  this  Bill  a  second  reading,  bad  as 
it  is  and  worse  as  it  has  become,  and 
attempt  to  introduce  some  moderate 
Amendments  in  Committee  to  clear  up 
some  of  its  ambiguities,  because  what 
the  Prime  Minister  has  stated  is  the 
object  of  certain  clauses  is  not  always 
cImut,  and  also  to  correct  some  of  the 
mistakes,  unfairnesses,  and  anomalies 
which  appear  upon  the  surface  of  it. 
My  Lords,  if  we  are  to  accept  this  Bill, 
it  ia  necessary  we  should  look  the  matter 
boldly  in  the  face,  and  see  what  the  effect 
of  it  really  will  be,  and  what  will  be  the 
future  position  of  the  landlords  and  ten- 
ants of  Ireland.  I  will  divide  the  Bill 
into  two  parts — the  first  part  dealing 
with  the  ••  three  F's  "—fixity  of  tenure, 
ha  rents,  and  free  sale ;  the  second  part 
dealing  with  the  ''  ornamental  clauses  " 
— peasant  proprietary,  reclamation  of 
waste  lands,  and  emigration.  The  reason 
why  I  call  them  the  ornamental  clauses 
if,  because  it  is  impossible  they  can  be 
made  use  of  under  the  Bill  as  it  stands, 
and  I  do  not  believe  it  is  intended  thoy 
should  be,  as  the  first  part  renders  them 
almost  entirely  inoperative ;  and  I  be- 
Keve  they  have  been  put  in  to  meet  the 
wishes  and  catch  the  votes  of  certain  of 
the  Government  supporters  who  have 
bobbies  on  one  or  other  of  them.  It  is 
not  easy,  my  Lordsi  to  reconcile  the 


speeches  which  have  been  made  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  with  regard  to  the 
Bill.  For  instance,  the  Prime  Minister 
has  stated  that  the  ''  three  F's  "  are  not 
given  in  this  Bill.  Now,  no  noble  Lord 
has  said  the  same,  and  the  only  way 
that  I  can  explain  that  statement  is, 
that  he  has  inveighed  so  strongly  against 
the  *' three  F's"  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible, even  with  the  enormous  powers 
of  rhetoric  at  his  command,  to  explain 
away  the  unanswerable  arguments  which 
he  used  during  the  passing  of  the  Act 
of  1870  against  the  ''  three  F's,"  taken 
iudividualiy  and  collectively,  which,  I 
maintain,  are  the  fundamental  principles 
of  this  Bill.  The  first  thing  we  have  to 
consider  is  the  right  of  free  sale.  There 
is  nothing  that  the  landlords,  who,  up 
to  this  time,  have  not  allowed  this  right 
upon  their  properties,  and  have  paid 
large  sums  to  keep  it  away,  or,  in  some 
instances,  acting  on  the  suggestion  and 
guarantee  contained  in  the  Act  of  1870, 
who  have  purchased  that  right,  believing 
by  so  doing  they  were  extinguishing  a 
most  injurious  custom  for  ever,  though 
at  a  large  cost — there  is  nothing,  I  say, 
which  they  look  upon  in  this  Bill  with 
greater  dislike  or  apprehension  than  the 
system  of  free  sale,  founded  as  it  is  on 
the  Ulster  Custom,  but  upon  perfectly 
different  grounds,  because  in  Ulster  the 
tenants  have  paid  for  their  tenant  right, 
therefore  there  is  no  reason  they  should 
not  have  the  power  of  selling  it  again ; 
but  in  the  rest  of  Ireland,  where  this 
right  does  not  exist,  nothing  has  been 
paid  to  gain  a  right  which  represents  an 
immense  money  value,  and  which  will 
be  enjoyed  directly  this  Bill  becomes 
law.  My  Lords,  it  has  been  stated  that 
the  prosperity  of  Ulster  is  due  to  the 
tenant  right  custom.  I  have  had  some  ex- 
perience of  a  property  under  tenant  right, 
and  I  am  quite  satisfied  that  tenant 
right  would  have  ruined  the  population 
of  that  Province  if  it  had  not  been  for 
the  manufactories  that  exist  there. 
Again,  the  tenant  right  was  constantly 
limited  by  ofiice  rules  ;  but  for  the  future 
there  will  be  no  limit  of  any  sort,  and 
everyone  will  bo  able  to  sell  his  tenant 
right  for  the  best  price  it  will  command 
in  the  market.  They  will  be  able  to 
sell  what  they  have  enjoyed  through  the 
kindness  and  consideration  of  their  land- 
lords in  allowing  the  rents  to  remain 
below  the  value ;  and  the  more  con- 
siderate the  landlord  has  been,  the 
higher  will  be  the  tenant  right.    No  one 
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would  object  to  their  being  allowed  to 
sell  the  improvements  that  had  been 
made  by  themselves  or  their  predeces- 
sors in  title ;  but  the  Prime  Minister 
has  stated  they  are  permitted  to  sell  a 
something  more,  and  this  something  I 
believe  to  be  the  capitalized  difference 
between  their  present  rent  and  a  full 
rent.  My  Lords,  the  landlord  of  the 
future  will  not  be  able  to  make  his  ten- 
ants contented  and  happy,  and  his  rents 
secure  by  having  them  low,  because  the 
lower  the  rent  the  higher  will  be  the 
tenant  right,  and  he  will  be  obliged  to 
have  his  tenants  rack-rented  and  his 
rents  insecure  whether  he  likes  it  or  not. 
Then,  again,  all  improvements  will  be 
stopped,  because  the  landlords  will  not 
consider  improvements  sufficiently  pro- 
tected under  this  Bill,  and  it  is  possible 
his  own  improvements  may  be  made  a 
still  greater  fine  upon  his  future  tenants ; 
and,  again,  he  will  have  no  power  of 
selection.  His  greatest  enemy  may  buy 
a  farm  upon  his  own  property  at  his 
gate,  and  may  insult  him  whenever  he 
goes  in  or  out  of  it.  How  can  it  be  ex- 
pected, under  these  circumstances,  that 
landlords  will  still  lay  out  their  money  in 
improvements?  My  Lords,  I  believe 
this  Bill  is  intended  to  stop  eviction  and 
to  prevent  cruelties  being  perpetrated 
on  the  Irish  tenants — of  which  the  Prime 
Minister  states  the  landlords  as  a  class 
have  been  acquitted — but  I  believe  it 
will  enormously  increase  evictions,  which 
will  take  place  in  the  future  in  a  much 
more  cruel  form  than  hitherto.  Up  to 
this  present  time  the  landlord,  and  the 
landlord  alone,  has  had  the  power  to 
evict  a  tenant  or  make  the  sale  of  a 
holding,  because  he  could  refuse  to  take 
any  tenant  who  purchased  under  a 
sheriff's  sale.  Now  several  other  classes 
are  brought  in,  who  will  have  for  the 
future  almost  the  same  powers  of  evic- 
tion with  the  landlord.  You  will  bring 
in  the  money  lender  or  ** gombeen" 
man,  the  shopkeeper,  the  banks,  and 
other  creditors.  Will  they  be  as  con- 
siderate as  the  landlord  of  the  past?  Do 
you  not  think  that  eviction  will  become 
much  more  frequent  under  sales  for 
debt,  created  by  the  powers  of  mort- 
gage which  the  Bill  will  give?  The 
landlords  have  allowed  men  to  run  into 
three  or  four  years'  arrears,  and  then 
have  tried  to  help  them  over  their  diffi- 
culties. Will  the  •*  gombeen  "  man  be 
as  considerate  ?  I  myself  have  protected 
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many  tenants  who  have  fallen  into  diffi- 
culties, through  no  fault  of  their  own, 
by  having  become  security  for  friends, 
who  have  left  them  to  pay,  and  I  have 
no  doubt  other  landlords  have  done  the 
same  thing ;  but  now  we  shall  be  pre- 
vented from  giving  any  protection  what- 
ever. In  10  yearr  time  will  the  Prime 
Minister  be  able  to  acquit  the  new 
classes  to  whom  he  has  given  the  power 
of  eviction,  which  he  calls  a  "  sentence 
of  death,"  as  he  has  acquitted  the  land- 
lords of  the  past  ?  We  have  heard  lately 
how  money  lenders  in  some  placet  on 
the  Continent  have  fastened  uke  vam- 
pires on  the  population,  and  are  sacking 
the  life's  blood  out  of  them.  Does  the 
Prime  Minister  wish  to  institute  the 
same  state  of  things  in  Ireland  and  give 
the  Irish  people  another  and  g^ver 
cause  for  misery  ?  Why  are  the  class 
to  which  the  money  lenders  belong  so 
anxious  for  free  sale?  Because  they 
know  that  it  will  create  a  power  of  mort- 
gage, which  will  be  taken  advantage  of, 
as  it  was  under  the  Act  of  1870,  and 
that  the  monies  lent  on  it  will  be  more 
secure.  My  Lords,  I  believe  the  clause 
will  be  injurious  to  the  interests  of  both 
landlord  and  tenant ;  but  the  Bill  hinges 
on  it,  and  if  it  were  taken  out,  as  some 
people  have  proposed  it  should  be,  it 
would  utterly  destroy  the  measure  and 
render  it  unworkable.  Then  there  is 
another  view  which  I  do  not  think  has 
struck  Gentlemen  who  wish  this  clause 
eliminated,  and  it  surprises  me  it  has 
not  been  mentioned  before.  If  yon  take 
away  the  right  of  free  sale  as  it  stands 
in  the  Bill,  with  certain  conditions  for 
the  protection  of  the  landlords,  you  leave 
the  right  of  sale  under  Common  Law 
behind,  without  any  conditions  what- 
ever. That  right  has  always  existed, 
but  it  has  been  rendered  useless  by  the 
power  of  eviction;  but  directly  you 
grant  a  Judicial  lease,  and  take  away 
power  of  eviction,  Common  Law  sale, 
without  restriction,  comes  in  ;  and,  in  my 
belief,  the  landlord  under  this  Bill  would 
be  in  a  worse  position  if  the  Ist  clause 
were  cut  out  than  he  is  at  present,  be- 
cause free  sale  would  still  exist,  only 
in  a  far  more  injurious  form;  and  if, 
to  protect  the  improvements  of  land- 
lords who  manage  their  properties  on 
the  English  system,  audi  properties 
were  cut  out  from  the  action  of  the 
1st  clause,  and  not  out  out  en- 
tirely from  the  action  of  the  Bill,  the 
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tenants  on  those  propertiea  would  have 
far  more  power  of  selling  the  landlord's 
improrements  than  thej  had  before. 
And,  therefore,  though  I  consider  the 
dause  most  injurious  to  the  best  in- 
terests of  the  people  of  Ireland,  I  con- 
sider it  a  necessity  that  if  the  Bill  be- 
comes law  the  clause  should  become  law 
with  it.  But  I  hope  Amendments  may 
be  introduced  in  Committee  to  protect 
in  some  manner  men  who,  under  the 
guarantee  of  the  Act  of  1870,  have  pur- 
chased their  tenants'  right  and  paid  their 
tenants  for  it  in  full — which,  as  the  Bill 
now  stands,  the  tenant  can  sell  over 
again — and  also  more  fully  to  protect 
the  improvements  made  by  the  landlord 
upon  all  estates,  and  more  especially  on 
those  managed  on  the  English  system. 
There  is  another  point  which  I  shall  re- 
fer to  under  the  head  of  peasant  pro- 
prietary, which  I  think  is  the  most  useful 
proposition  made  in  the  Bill,  and  which 
the  clause,  as  it  stands,  will  go  far  to 
prerent.  The  next  question  we  have  to 
consider  is  fair  rents.  No  one  will  deny 
that  it  is  of  the  utmost  importance  that 
lair  rents,  and  fair  rents  alone,  should 
be  levied  from  the  tenant  farmers  of 
Ireland.  But  the  reason  the  7th  clause 
enated  so  much  discussion  is,  because 
it  is  not  dear  that  the  rents  of  the  future 
will  be  fiur  rents.  Under  the  enormous 
powers  ffranted  to  the  Commission,  and 
the  wxming  of  this  clause,  it  is  provided 
that  the  tenant's  interest  may  mean  his 
interest  in  his  tenant  right.  The  Prime 
Minister  states  that  this  is  not  to  be 
taken  into  consideration  in  fixing  a  fair 
rent ;  but,  if  this  is  so,  why  not  make  it 
dear?  If  the  tenant  right  should  be 
tsken  into  consideration — which  I  be- 
lieve it  will,  as  the  clause  is  now  worded 
—it  is  only  a  matter  of  time  when  the 
rents  of  Ireland  will  become  a  minus 
quantity,  because  the  lower  the  rent  the 
higher  the  tenant  right ;  and  when  the 
rent  comes  to  be  fixed,  if  the  tenant 
right  is  hiffh,  the  rent  will  be  lowered, 
tnd  if  a  sue  takes  place  during  the  next 
16  years  the  tenant  right  will  again  be 
inoreased;  so  that  in  time  the  tenant 
right  must  eat  away  the  rents  altogether. 
I  cannot  see  why,  if  the  Prime  Minister 
does  not  wish  this  to  happen,  we  should 
not  adopt  the  wording  of  Mr.  Butt's 
Bill — that  a  fair  rent  is  such  a  rent  as 
t  idvent  tenant  would  undertake  to  pay 
one  year  with  another,  deducting  from 
kaajr  inoieaae  due  to  the  tenant's  im- 


provements or  his  predecessors  in  title, 
for  which  he  would  be  entitled  to  com- 
pensation under  the  Act  of  1870.  If 
this  is  adopted  instead  of  the  present 
words — which  I  hope  it  will  be,  and  that 
your  Lordships  will  adhere  to  the 
Amendment — it  will  make  it  clear  that 
tenant  right  is  not  to  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration, and  will  carry  out  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Prime  Minister  that  a 
fair  rent  should  be  fixed  without  taking 
that  right  into  consideration.  I  am 
quite  sure  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  not  wish  the  rents  of  Ireland  to 
be  rendered  a  minus  quantity  by  a  right 
conferred  on  the  tenants  against  the  ex- 
pressed wish  of  the  landlords ;  but  you 
must  remember  an  imintentional  ad- 
vantage was  conferred  by  the  Act  of 
1870,  and  it  is  just  possible  there  might 
be  another  unintentional  advantage  con- 
feiTod  by  mistake  under  the  Act  of  1881. 
My  Lords,  the  Prime  Minister  states 
that  if  the  landlords  can  prove  loss 
under  the  Bill  they  have  a  fair  right  to 
claim  compensation  from  Parliament ; 
but  if  they  were  to  lose  their  whole 
rents,  as  they  might  do  under  the  word- 
ing of  this  clause,  they  might,  no  doubt, 
claim  compensation  ;  but  do  your  Lord- 
ships think  they  would  have  any  chance 
whatever  of  getting  it?  My  Jjords,  I 
believe  this  is  not  merely  an  Irish  ques- 
tion— it  is  an  Imperial  question,  because, 
if  an  irresponsible  Court  can  be  con- 
stituted that  could  have  this  effect  upon 
the  rents  paid  for  the  lands  of  Ireland, 
and  it  brought  about  such  a  result,.: 
would  naturally  be  the  means  of  setting 
on  foot  an  agitation  to  bring  about  the 
same  results  in  England,  and  a  strong 
Iladical  Government,  backed  by  such  a 
majority  as  is  at  present  supporting  the 
Prime  Minister,  might  pass  an  Act  which 
would  do  away  in  time  with  all  rent 
from  the  land  of  Great  Britain  as  well 
without  any  compensation.  Well,  my 
Lords,  I  now  come  to  the  **  fixity  of 
tenure"  clause,  or  ** durability  of  ten- 
ure," as  the  Prime  Minister  calls  it, 
though  I  must  own  I  cannot  see  a  dif- 
ference in  the  effect  of  the  two  words, 
the  only  difference  being  that  they  are 
spelt  in  a  different  manner.  The  best 
proof  I  can  give  that  tliis  is  fixity  of 
tenure  is,  that  I  believe  the  clause  to  be 
drawn  on  the  lines  of  the  old  Irish  lease, 
which  was  called  ^*  a  lease  of  lives  re- 
newable for  ever."  This  lease,  like  the 
clause  before  your  Lordships,  was  really 
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similar  to  those  contained 
but,  my  Lords,  it  was  found  so  ii 
veuient  that  it  waa  necessaiy  to  pass  an 
Act,  forcing  upon  the  owners  who  held 
leases  of  this  description  the  necesaitj 
of  giving  durable  tenure  by  what  is 
called  a  "fee-farm  grant,"  which  is  a 
'•  lease  for  ever;"  aad  the  arguments 
used  to  prove  that  there  was  no  injustice 
in  turning  a  "  lease  of  lives  renewable 
for  ever  into  a  fee-farm  grant  or  a 
lease  for  ever  were,  that  the  original 
lease  was  really  a  lease  for  ever,  and, 
therefore,  there  could  be  no  injustice  in 
making  it  so  by  law.  My  Lords,  if  a 
"lease  of  lives  renewable  for  ever"  was 
turned  without  injustice  into  a  lease  for 
ever,  and  if  this  clause  is,  as  I  have 
shown,  almost  the  same  as  that  lease,  is 
it  not  a  proof  that  the  lease  for  IS  years 
renewable  for  ever  is  really  fixity  of 
tenure  or  a  lease  for  ever  ?  The  Prime 
Minister  says  that  this  clause  is  not  fixity 
of  tenure,  because  of  the  right  of  pre- 
emption reserved  to  the  landlord ;  but 
that  right  can  only  come  into  existence 
when  the  tenant  wishes  to  sell,  and  there 
is  nothing  to  prevent  him  holding  on  for 
ever,  unless  he  wishes  to  dispose  of  his 
holding,  which  he  can  then  do,  to  the 
landlord  at  the  full  value,  tinder  a 
"lease  of  lives  renewable  for  ever" 
there  was  nothing  to  prevent  the  land- 
lord buying  at  the  full  market  value 
if  bis  tenant  wished  to  sell,  which 
is  all  that  is  conceded  at  present ; 
and,  therefore,  I  maintain  that  this 
"fixity,"  "  durability,"  or  "  perpetuity 
of  tenure  "  is  identical  with  the  lease  I 
have  referred  to,  which  is  now  turned 
by  Act  of  Parliament  into  a  "  lease  for 
ever,"  There  is  yet  another  point  that 
calls  for  notice.  If,  before  the  passing 
of  this  Act,  a  landlord  had  ofiered  his 
tenants  a  lease  for  ever  at  fair  rents, 
they  would  have  been  prepared  to  pay  a 
large  fee  or  submit  to  a  large  fine  in 
order  to  become  possessed  of  it ;  but  now 
a  lease  for  ever  is  conferred  on  them 
without  requiring  any  fine  at  all,  and 
then  it  is  said  that  this  Bill  is  not  a  mea- 
sure of  confiBcation.  Well,  my  Lords, 
if  this  is  a  lease  for  ever,  which  I  have 
shown  it  is,  it  ie  a  monstrous  proposi- 
tion that,  unlike  the  clauses  contained 
in  such  leases,  the  landlord  has  not  the 
right  to  re-enter  upon  a  holding  that 
belongs  to  him  upon  the  deliberate 
2^  Uar^iuu  of  Wattr/ord 


turbance  which  he  would  have  to 
consequent  on  a  notice  to  quit ;  anc 
will  be  in  exactly  the  same  positio 
if  he  had  capriciously  evicted  his  ter 
although  the  tenant,  holdiag  a  least 
ever,  has  broken  one  of  the  condit 
upon  which  he  holds  that  lease.  I  ap 
to  your  Lordships  whether  this  is 
and  just,  and  whether  an  alteratioi 
this  clause  ought  not  to  be  made  in  C 
mittee.  Well,  my  Lords,  I  now  c 
to  the  ornamental  clauses,  and  I  ( 
not  detain  you  long,  because  I  com 
them  almost  entirely  inoperatdve. 
first  we  come  to  is  the  scheme  for  Oi 
ing  a  peasant  proprietary,  which  I 
lieve  is  the  best  proposition  made  in 
Bill,  because  I  have  long  thought 
it  is  the  only  possible  manner  of  setl 
the  Lish  I^nd  QrUestion,  and  brinj 
back  peace,  contentment,  and  prospi 
to  that  country;  but  this  eoheme  wi 
believe,  be  inoperative,  beoaose  I  d< 
see  any  arrangement  made  to  pn> 
funds  sufficient  to  carry  it  out,  and  t 
are  none  existing  in  Ireland  for  the 
pose  ;  and  also  because  I  believe  " 
sale  "  will  act  directly  against  it.  I 
your  Lordships  considered  that  if  a 
has  purchased  his  tenant  right,  he 
be  paying  twice  over  the  fee  Bimpl 
his  holding,  if  he  wishes  to  pure! 
the  freehold  in  addition  to  what  1 
present  possesses  ?  For  instance,  a 
ant  whose  rent  is  £20  a-year,  put 
tenant  right  at  20  years'  pureoasi 
very  moderate  sum  in  the  North- 
would  equal  £400;  if  he  buys  thi 
at,  say  25  years'  purchase,  tltat  wll 
£500  more,  or,  taking  them  togel 
45  years'  purchase.  Do  your  Lords 
believe  that  any  land  in  Ireland  wi 
worth  45  years  purchase,  or  £900  f 
farm  rented  at  £20  a-year,  after 
passing  of  this  Act  ?  What  will  hai 
if  ho  wishes  to  realize  ?  Do  you  tJ 
he  will  be  able  to  sell  both  ri^^hts  a1 
same  time  ?  I  think  that  is  impoai 
to  suppose ;  but,  if  he  should  wish  t 
BO,  I  doubt  very  much  whether  he  w 
get  more  than  the  fee,  or  25  years' 
chase,  for  what  he  had  paid  45  yi 
purchase  to  become  possessed  ot. 
think  for  this  reason  that  free  UL 
enormously  against  the  possibilit, 
tenants  taking  advantage  of  the  '. 
chase  Clauses  of  the  Bill ;  and  I  tl 
this  ie  a  great  pity,  becauso  I  have '. 
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mndered  that  to  make  property  secure 
L  Ireland  it  is  necessary  largely,  to  in- 
•ease  the  number  of  peasant  proprietors, 
id  it  is  the  only  means  of  escape  for 
M)6e  landlords  who  do  not  wish  to  sub- 
it  to  the  penalties  contained  in  this 
easure,  for  their  position  under  it 
onld  be  intolerable.  Their  property 
ould  b^  rendered  unsaleable,  as  the 
nrchaser  would  only  give  such  a  price 
v  it  as  the  Land  League  would  allow 
im  to.  I  have  sereral  times  mentioned 
le  necessity  for  compensation;  but  I 
sUere  it  would  be  most  difficult  to  ar- 
ve  at  the  absolute  value  of  rights  taken 
vay  under  this  Bill,  some  of  which  re- 
resent  a  large  money  value,  but  others, 
jually  valuable,  are  matters  of  senti- 
lent.  The  only  possible  way  of  arriv- 
ig  at  compensation  would  be  purchase 
7  the  State  at  a  given  number  of  years' 
orohase  where  the  landlords  could  show 
ley  had  had  loss.  This  might  have  been 
rrived  at  without  costing  the  British 
izpayer  one  shilling,  because  the  estates 
)  bought  could  have  been  mortgaged, 
nd  the  money  borrowed  at  a  very  low 
ite  of  inter^.  It  has  been  said  that 
f  the  landlords  cannot  collect  their  rents, 
ow  could  the  State  collect  them,  and 
liat  it  would  not  do  for  the  State  to  be- 
ome  the  landlords  of  Ireland.  But,  my 
lOrds,  the  State  would  not  become  the 
uuUords  of  Ireland,  it  would  be  merely 
lie  holder  of  a  mortgage  on  the  lands 
uzchaaed,  which  mortgage  was  being 
aid  off,  principal  and  interest,  each 
ear  during  85  years ;  the  farmers 
ronld  not  look  upon  it  as  rent,  because 
snt  goes  on  for  ever,  and  this  would 
Mse  at  a  given  time,  and  by  every  pay- 
lentthey  would  be  reducing  their  debt 
)  the  State.  Therefore  they  would  not 
qmdiate  it,  because  by  so  doing  they 
ronld  lose  the  money  they  had  already 
aid — ^just  like  a  man  who  had  insured 
is  life  will  go  through  any  privation 
ftther  than,  by  giving  up  paying  his 
lemium  for  one  year,  lose  all  he  has 
aid  before.  But,  my  Lords,  if  the  Go- 
emment  are  so  blind  to  the  facts  as  to 
sy  there  is  no  confiscation,  they  can 
ardly  deny  that  for  the  future  there  is 
nly  one  possible  buyer  of  Irish  land. 
lie  whole  British  and  Irish  public  are 
irept  from  the  market;  the  occupier 
iu  be  the  only  buyer,  and  he  will  be 
revented  from  buying  by  what  I  have 
ointod  out.  My  Ix)rds,  if  there  are  no 
tfaer  loBOoe  to  the  Irish  landlord  under 


this  Bill,  I  cannot  see  how  it  can  be 
denied  that  his  property  is  rendered  un- 
saleable, and  the  value  of  it  enormously 
deteriorated.  As  it  is,  I  believe  the  in- 
tention of  this  measure  is  to  fetter  the 
landlords  to  their  properties,  so  that 
in  the  future,  when  the  next  agitation 
takes  place,  the  British  Government 
will  be  able  to  confiscate  the  only  thing 
then  left  to  them — namely,  the  head- 
rent  of  the  estates  which  they  once  called 
their  own.  Now,  my  Lords,  with  regard 
to  emigration,  which  always  finds  such 
great  advocates  on  this  side  of  the 
Channel,  for  wherever  the  English  peo- 
ple find  Ireland  difficult  to  govern,  they 
always  propose  a  wholesale  depopula- 
tion of  that  country.  My  Lords,  I 
think  it  a  poor  thing  that  this  great, 
this  rich  Empire,  should  only  be  able  to 
find  two  remedies  for  the  constantly  re- 
curring distress  in  Ireland,  and  that 
one  of  those  remedies  should  be  the 
confiscation  of  the  landlords'  properties, 
and  the  other  the  still  greater  removal 
of  a  population  which,  in  many  places, 
is  already  too  small.  I  will  not  deny 
that  in  certain  poor  districts  in  the  West 
of  Ireland  the  population  is  much  greater 
than  the  produce  of  the  land  can  sup- 
port ;  but  that  is  not  the  case  over  by 
far  the  greater  area  of  that  country. 
I  believe  that  every  emigrant  who  is 
likely  to  succeed  in  foreign  lands  is  an 
enormous  loss  to  the  land  of  his  birth. 
I  ventured  to  point  out  on  a  former  oc- 
casion that  State-aided  manufactories 
were  the  only  true  way  of  relieving 
distress  in  the  West  of  Ireland,  and 
I  was  met  by  the  answer  that  it  would 
be  against  the  principles  of  political 
economy.  But  I  have  noticed  since 
the  Liberal  Party  introduced  the  Com- 
pensation for  Disturbance  Bill  of  last 
year  and  the  present  measure  that  they 
have  given  up  talking  about  political 
economy  altogether ;  and  I  cannot  see 
the  g^eat  difiPerence  between  advancing 
money  to  Companies  for  the  establish- 
ment of  manufactories,  and  advancing 
money  for  the  reclamation  of  waste 
lands,  of  which  there  is  a  proposal  under 
this  Bill.  But,  my  Lords,  I  need  not 
deal  with  either  the  questions  of  recla- 
mation or  emigration,  because  neither 
of  these  clauses  can  possibly  be  made 
the  least  use  of  as  they  are  at  present 
worded.  Who  would  suppose  that  any 
Company  would  lay  out  money  on  recla- 
mation, when  they  know  that  the  moment 
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the  lands  were  let  to  a  tenant,  he  would 
have  perfect  power  to  sell  all  their  im- 
provements for  his  own  advantage? 
Well,  my  Lords,  I  shall  not  detain  your 
Lordships  by  dealing  with  the  questions 
of  leases,  or  of  arrears,  or  of  that  much- 
to-be-pitied  class,  the  farm  labourers, 
and  I  shall  leave  these  most  important 
subjects  to  be  dealt  with  by  other  noble 
Lords,  who,  I  have  no  doubt,  will  dis- 
cuss them ;  but  this  I  must  say,  that  the 
way  leases  and  arrears  are  dealt  with 
seems  to  me  the  most  demoralizing  fea- 
ture in  this  demoralizing  Bill.  My 
Lords,  I  have  confined  my  remarks  to 
the  main  features  of  this  Bill,  which  I 
have  said  is  a  measure  of  confiscation, 

Sartly  rendered  necessary  by  the  present 
eplorable  state  of  Ireland,  and  that  I 
believe  full  compensation  ought  to  be 
given,  more  especially  as  the  present  state 
of  Ireland  has  been  mainly  brought  about 
by  the  weakness  of  the  present  Qovem- 
ment.  The  Irish  Executive  reminds  me 
of  an  indifferent  rider  on  an  impetuous 
horse,  who,  instead  of  riding  him  with 
a  steady  seat  and  firm,  but  gentle 
hand,  throws  the  reins  upon  his  neck 
and  holds  on  by  the  spurs,  thereby  irri- 
tating him  into  a  state  far  beyond  con- 
trol. My  Lords,  I  believe  the  policy  of 
the  Irish  Government  has  been  a  policy 
of  weakness  and  irritation.  I  am  not 
one  of  those  who  blame  the  Govern- 
ment for  not  having  renewed  the  Peace 
Preservation  Act  last  year;  because  it 
would  have  been  impossible,  in  my 
opinion,  having  regard  to  the  state  of 
Ireland  when  they  succeeded  to  power, 
having  regard  to  the  statements  made 
on  the  hustings  that  Ireland  was  in  a 
state  of  comfort  and  satisfaction,  that 
the  first  measure  of  a  Government, 
pledged  up  to  the  eyes  to  give  every- 
body everything  they  wanted,  could 
have  been  the  renewal  of  an  Act  sus- 
pending the  liberties  of  the  Irish  peo- 
ple. But,  my  Lords,  I  find  the  greatest 
fault  with  every  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment since  that  time.  Every  measure 
taken  to  preserve  law  and  order  in  Ire- 
land has  invariably  been  taken  two 
mouths  after  it  would  have  been  effec- 
tive, and  has  merely  acted  as  an  irritant 
upon  the  people.  My  Lords,  I  believe 
that  the  Act  which  was  passed  last 
winter,  and  which  no  one  can  deplore 
the  necessity  of  more  than  I  do,  would 
have  been  perfectly  unnecessary  if  the 
ordinary  law^as  stated  in  a  Oiroular 
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sent  round  to  the  maffistrates  of  Ire- 
land— ^had  been  properly  enfbroed.  But, 
my  Lords,  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land has  at  last  thrown  off  the  mask, 
and  the  mist  that  has  hung  over  the  ex- 
traordinary proceedings  of  the  Irish 
Executive  during  the  past  year  is  now 
cleared  away.  The  intention  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  throughout 
must  have  been  the  ruin  of  the  Irish 
landlords,  because  no  man  in  the  United 
Kingdom  can  be  so  well  aware  of  what 
the  effect  would  be  of  the  addition  to 
the  Bill  which  he  allowed  to  be  made  at 
the  end  of  last  week,  and  for  which  he 
thanked  Mr.  Pamell.  He  waited  until 
the  measure  was  nearly  passed  to  show 
his  real  intentions,  for  fear  of  brighten- 
ing his  followers,  and  then,  when  he 
considered  it  safe,  he  threw  off  the  mask 
and  appeared  in  his  true  oolours.  My 
Lords,  1  sincerely  wish  that  I  could  be- 
lieve that  this  measure  will  really  be  a 
<< message  of  peace*'  to  Ireland,  and 
that  by  the  sacrifice  of  the  landlords' 
rights  a  lasting  settlement  of  this  mach* 
vexed  question  will  be  brought  about ; 
but  my  oelief  is  that  when  the  measure 
becomes  law,  things  will  become  even 
worse  in  Ireland  Qian  they  are  at  pre- 
sent, and  that,  acting  up  to  the  apparent 
wishes  of  the  Chief  Secretary  fotr  Ire* 
land,  tenants  will  refuse  to  pay  any 
rent  at  all  until  a  judicial  rent  has  been 
fixed.  If  this  takes  place — and  I  already 
see  sig^s  that  it  will — it  will  prove  that 
right  cannot  come  out  of  wrong,  and 
that  laws  framed  contrary  to  all  prin- 
ciples of  political  economy,  and  against 
all  theories  upon  which  nations  have 
been  governed  in  the  past,  oan  lead  to 
nothing  but  dire  and  desperate  disaster 
in  the  future. 

The  Eabl  of  DUNBAVEN  said, 
that  before  attempting  to  unravel  the 
mysteries  of  this  Bill  he  would  say  one 
word  in  protest  about  the  .way  in  which 
it  was  introduced.  The  Bill  was  under 
discussion  in  the  other  House  late  on 
Friday  evening,  and  was  read  a  first 
time  iiie  same  night  at  a  special  Sitting 
of  this  House,  and  the  seoond  reading 
fixed  for  this  evening.  The  Bill  was  not 
printed  until  Satui^day  afternoon,  and 
their  Lordships'  House  had,  therefore, 
practically  speaking,  one  da]%and  that 
a  Sunday,  for  the  consideraftlA.  of 
measure  of  vast  importance 
country.  He  was  not  a  strict  Sabi 
tarian,  and  had  even  advocated  in  that^ 
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Hoose  the  desirability  of  enjoying  rea- 
sonable reoreation  on  the  Sanday ;  but 
it  was  impossible  to  say  that  racking 
one's  brains  over  the  tangled  intricacies 
of  that  Bill  could  be  considered  whole- 
some recreation  for  anyone.  If  they 
were  not  to  consider  a  measure  carefully 
and  critically  then  they  might  as  well 
abstain  from  the  empty  semblance  of 
doing  so ;  and  if  a  measure  of  that  kind 
was  to  receive  proper  consideration,  it 
onght  not  to  be  taken  for  second  reading 
on  Monday  when  it  was  only  printed  on 
the  preceding  Saturday  afternoon.  Such 
tndeoent  haste  was  not  complimentary  to 
their  Lordships.  He  had  no  desire  that 
the  passage  of  the  Bill  should  be  re- 
tarded in  any  way.  On  the  contrary,  he 
hoped  that  the  House  would  sit  on 
Wednesdays  and  Saturdays,  as  far  as 
convenient ;  but  it  was  asking  too  much 
to  propose  that  a  Bill  of  that  nature 
should  be  read  a  second  time  after  it 
had  been  in  their  Lordships'  hands  only 
a  few  hours.  If  it  were  a  simple  mea- 
sure, the  time  would  be  short  enough ; 
bnt  the  first  thing  that  struck  one  in 
contemplating  a  measure  which,  in  order 
to  cany  out  its  intentions,  should  be 
oomprehensible  to  all  those  to  whom  it 
appUed,  was  its  complicated  nature  and 
the  number  and  intricacies  of  the  checks 
and  balances  which  it  contained,  and  the 
ambiguous  nature  of  its  language.  A 
measure  which  oueht  to  be  clear,  simple, 
and  precise  was  about  the  most  compli- 
cated measure  that  ever  had  been  intro- 
duced into  Parliament;  and  if  any 
Amendment  were  made  in  it,  one  pro- 
vision should  be  that  a  properly  qualified 
interpreter  should  be  employed  on  every 
townland  to  explain  the  Bill  to  the  tenants. 
When,  after  some  difficulty,  a  conclu- 
sion was  arrived  at  as  to  what  was 
meant  by  the  terms  of  the  Bill,  the 
nature  of  it  became  pretty  clear,  and  it 
was  possible  to  form  an  estimate  as  to 
what  the  result  of  the  Bill  would  bo, 
and  how  far  that  result  would  bring 
about  the  ends  and  objects  which  it  was 
intended  to  gain.  What  did  the  Bill 
do?  He  contended  that  it  changed  the 
whole  system  of  land  tenure  in  Ireland. 
The  rights  of  ownership  were  taken 
away  from  landlords  and  given  partly 
to  tenants  and  partly  to  a  Land  Com- 
mistion.  Landlord  and  tenant  wore  for 
Ae  future  to  have  certain  rights  and 
properties  in  the  soil  subject  to  the 
nmoiity  and  direction  of  a  Gommis- 
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sion,  which  was  practically  the  landlord 
— the  lord  of  all  the  land  in  Ireland  in 
all  respects,  except  in  the  enjoyment  of 
the  money  value  of  the  land.  Tenants 
wore  given  new  and  valuable  rights,  or, 
to  put  it  another  way,  which,  however, 
involved  an  entire  fallacy,  ancient,  nomi- 
nal, and  valueless  rights  were  revived 
and  made  valuable,  and  the  value  was 
taken,  and  must  be  taken,  from  the 
landlord.  The  landlord  lost  this  value 
in  his  estate,  and  he  lost  also  whatever 
value  might  be  attached  to  rights  of 
real  ownership.  He  was  no  longer  a 
free  man  and  an  absolute  owner  of  his 
property;  he  became  a  partial  owner 
only,  subject  to  the  scrutiny  and  inter- 
ference of  an  authority  superior  to  him. 
His  position  was  as  different  from  what 
it  was  as  was  that  of  a  man  under  con- 
trol from  that  of  a  free  man.  The  Bill 
took  away  all  liberty  of  contract  on  the 
part  of  the  landlord ;  but  it  left  almost 
complete  liberty  of  contract  between 
tenant  and  tenant,  who,  for  the  future, 
would  have  the  disposition  of  the  land 
of  Ireland  in  his  hands.  The  Bill 
granted,  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  the 
**  three  F's;  "  and  fixity  of  tenure,  free 
sale,  and  fair  rent  constituted,  if  taken 
together,  a  tenure  as  different  to  the 
present  tenure  founded  on  free  contract 
as  any  two  systems  could  possibly  be. 
He  trusted  the  House  would  take  the 
view  that  the  Bill  revolutionized  the 
system  of  land  tenure ;  that  it  instituted 
a  new  system  which,  if  it  were  better 
than  the  existing  system,  could  prove  its 
superiority  only  by  being  largely  ap- 
plied, a  system  which  certainly  offered 
great  advantages  to  tenants  for  the  pre- 
sent, advantages  worth  money  to  them, 
and  which  deprived  landlords  of  rights 
and  privileges  of  great  value  to  them. 
If  the  Bill  was  much  restricted  it  could 
do  little  good  to  Ireland.  If  it  passed 
Parliament  without  the  principle  of  com- 
pensation being  recognized,  he  believed 
an  Act  would  have  obtained  the  sanction 
of  the  British  Parliament  more  unjust 
than  any  measure  that  had  ever  been 
approved  by  any  Legislative  Assembly 
in  a  civilized  community.  He  was  not 
particularly  hopeful  of  the  general  and 
permanent  results  which  this  Bill  was 
likely  to  have  in  Ireland.  He  was  very 
doubtful  as  to  the  future  effects  which 
the  change  of  tenure  would  produce. 
But  that  was  a  question  which  expe- 
rience alone  could  settle.     The  change 
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vould  cbime  in  with  the  faeliog^  of 
the  people.  They  were  taking  a  new 
departure  in  Irish  poUtioa.  It  waa 
an  experiment — a  leap  in  the  dark — 
and  it  was  hard  to  form  a  aound 
opinion  as  to  how  far  the  "  three 
Fa "  were  likelv  to  prove  beDefidal. 
Judg:ing  by  the  former  opinioos  of  very 
able  men,  the  change  waa  not  unlikely 
to  be  injuriouB,  and  eert^nly  inTOlved 
injustice  to  the  present  owners  of  pro- 
perty in  land.  Baron  Dowse,  when 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  in  IB70, 
q>oke  of  such  an  interference  by  a 
Giurt  as  was  contemplat«d  in  that  Bill 
as  being  "  completely  subTereiTe  of  all 
the  relatione  between  landlord  and  ten- 
ant." In  the  course  of  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill  of  1870,  Mr.  G-ladBtone 
deprecated 

"  Any  prorinon  by  whicli  men  shall  be  told 
that  there  shall  be  an  authoritr  olwaTi  existing 
ready  to  releow  them  from  the  contracta  they 
have  deliberatelj  entered  into," 
and  ha  could  not  then  oonoeire 

"  A  plan  more  cftloulated  for  throwing  into 
confasion  the  whole  economical  anangements 
of  the  country,  and  carrying  wideipread  de- 
moraliaation  tiiroughout  the  whole  maa*  of  tiie 
Irish  people."— [3  Saruard,  oioii.  1846.] 

It  was  true  that  the  Prime  Uinister  de- 
nied that  fixity  of  tenure  waa  granted 
by  this  Bill,  though  he  formerly  stated 
that  valuing  rente,  which  that  Bill  cer- 
tainly did,  would  be  tantamount  to 
granting  perpetuity  of  tenure.  He  said 
that  perpetuity  of  tenure  waa  not  given, 
only  security  and  durability,  ^witi- 
oally  speaking,  perpetuity  of  tenure  was 
granted,  and  they  had  the  high  autho- 
rity mentioned  for  saying  that  such  per- 
petuity waa  not  likely  to  be  beneficial  to 
the  country,  and,  moreover,  that  it  could 
not  be  given  to  the  tenant  without  taking 
away  eomethiog  valuable  from  the  land- 
lord. On  that  point,  Mr.  Gladstone 
said — 

"Perpetnity  of  tenure  on  the  part  of  the 
occnpier  is  Tirtaally  expropriation  of  the  land- 
lord, and  in  such  cases  compensation  would 
have  to  be  paid  to  the  landlord  for  the  rights 
of  which  he  would  be  deprived." 

He  appealed  to  any  unprejudiced  man 
to  aay  whether  the  new  tenure,  IS  years' 
leases  renewable  for  ever,  waa  not  prac- 
tically perpetuity  of  tenure ;  and  he  ap- 
pealed lo  the  words  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter to  prove  that  perpetuity  of  tenure 
■was  practically  expropriation,  and  that 
expropriation  should  be  paid  for.  On 
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the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  of  1870 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  upon  tlte 
Woolsack  said  that 


The  noble  and  learned  Lord  spoke  of 
fixity  of  tenure,  and  said  that  "fixity 
required  compensation."  But  now  that 
"durability"  and  "aecurity"  were 
given,  there  was  no  mention  of  oompen- 
sation.  It  would  require  the  ingenui^ 
and  oaauifltry  of  the  whole  Jesuit  Col- 
lege to  show  any  practical  difference  be- 
tween perpetuity  or  fixity  and  auch  dura- 
bili^  and  security  as  were  provided  by 
this  Bill.  O^his  Bill  did  grant,  practi- 
cally epeaking,  perpetuity  of  tenure  sub- 
ject to  periodical  valuations.  The  same 
conditione  as  to  rent,  payment,  waste, 
and  sub-division  which  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Garlin^ord)  said  in  1870  would 
be  ineffectual  were  contained  in  this 
Bill.  Why  were  they  to  suppoae  that 
sub-division  waa  better  guarded  against 
now  than  then  ?  But  sub-division  bad 
been  one  of  the  chief  canaes  of  Irish  die- 
tresB.  He  did  not  see  why  public  man 
should  not  change  their  opinions.  If  a 
man  might  not  change  his  opinions 
there  was  no  aenee  in  ui^;ing  anything 
before  Parliament.  But  in  this  matter 
of  Irish  legialation  the  opinions  of  the 
most  prominent  men  had  been  ohanKsd 
to  a  very  remarkable  extent.  The 
Prime  Minister  denied,  over  and  over 
again,  that  joint  proprietorship  between 
landlord  and  tenant  was  a  good  thing. 
But  in  introducing  this  Bill  he  said  that 
"  he  did  not  admit  that  joint  partner- 
ship waa  a  bad  thing."  Aa  for  fires 
aale,  the  Prime  Minister  atated,  in  the 
debate  on  the  BtU  of  1870,  that  heand 
his  Colleaguee 

Distinctly  declined  to  admit  that  they  wan 
going  to  proTide  the  same  leRislatioB  andtbe MOM 
compensatioQ  for  meo  who  had  paid  notiting  at 
all  when  they  took  their  holdings  aa  thej  would 
provide  for  Uioae  who  had  invested  huge  bum 
'     )Dey."— [iiirf.  1840.] 

But  that  was  precisely  what  this  prewnt 
Bill  did.  On  that  point  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  spoke  of 
:tending  the  Ulster  Custom  to  x\m  reat 
of  Ireland  as  a  "  manif  eat  violation  of 
the  principlee  of  justice."  But,  aa  hx 
as  &ee  sale  was  concerned,  the  present 
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Bill  did,  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  ex- 
tend the  Ulster  Custom  over  the  whole 
of  Ireland.  In  contradistinction  to  all 
the  assertions  made  10  years  ago  by 
the  Prime  Minister  to  the  effect  that 
free  sale  oyer  the  whole  of  Ireland  was 
not  allowable  and  could  not  be  granted 
without  great  injustice  to  the  landlord, 
the  same  Prime  Minister  now  said  that 
it  was 

"  Distinctly  and  decidedly  the  least  open  to 
objection  of  any  part  of  the  Bill,*'  and  that ''  it 
was  almost  absolutely  ingrained  in  the  nccos- 
•ities  of  the  case  and  in  the  circumstancos 
with  which  we  have  to  deaL" 

These  were  marvellous  changes  of  opi- 
nion. He  could  understand  men  chang- 
ing their  opinions  as  to  the  expediency 
of  a  measure ;  but  he  could  not  compre- 
hend how  they  could  change  their  views 
as  to  any  hardship  or  injustice  accruing 
to  individuals  under  it.  The  right  of 
assignment  might  have  existed  in  law 
200  or  300  years  ago  ;  but  it  was  value- 
less, because  there  was  nothing  to  assien. 
The  present  Bill  made  very  valuable 
that  which  was  previously  valueless, 
and  pretended  that  that  value  was 
created  out  of  nothing  at  all.  Accord- 
ing to  that  Bill,  the  only  way  in  which 
Ireland  could  return  to  ireedom  of  con- 
tract was  by  present  tenancies  becoming 
future  tenancies ;  and,  as  far  as  he  could 
see,  the  only  way  in  which  that  could 
be  done  was  by  a  breach  of  the  statu- 
tory conditions.  It  was  only,  therefore, 
by  a  breach  of  the  statutory  conditions 
of  this  Act  that  Irishmen  could  arrive 
at  the  freedom  of  contract  which  was  to 
be  some  day  so  beneficial  to  them.  In 
other  words,  Ireland's  social  relations 
would  permit  of  freedom  of  contract 
whenever  Irish  farmers  were  prepared 
to  break  the  conditions  on  which  they 
held  their  land.  That  was  a  somewhat 
curioua  view  to  take  of  the  social  rela- 
tions of  a  country.  At  one  time  the  at- 
tention of  the  Irish  people  was  called 
to  Uie  fact  that  outrages  led  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Disestablishment  of 
the  Church.  At  another  they  were  told 
that  a  notice  of  eviction  was  tantamount 
to  a  sentence  of  death.  Last  Session  a 
Bill  was  introduced  which  would  have 
eziabled  tenants  to  avoid  payment  of 
rent  if  they  only  chose  to  swear  hard 
enough  that  they  could  not  pay.  And 
BOW  the  people  of  Ireland  were  told  that 
freedom  of  contract  was  the  best  thing 
that  thej  could  have  if  they  were  fit  for 


it,  but  that  they  were  not  fit  for  it  yet, 
and  could  only  be  made  fit  for  it  by 
breaking  the  statutory  conditions  of  this 
Bill.     The  only  wonder  was  that  there 
was  any  morality  at  all  left  among  the 
people.   [';0h!"]   Ministers  had  stated 
the  objections  to  this  measure,  in  lan- 
guage much  better  and  stronger  and 
clearer  than  any  at  his  command.    This 
did  not  prove  that  the  "three  F's,"  or 
the  terms  in  which  they  were  granted 
by  this  Bill,  must  of  necessity  be  in- 
jurious to  Ireland.    As  they  were  con- 
sidered by  these  ^eat  authorities  to  be 
both  unjust  and  injurious  aveiy  few  years 
ago,  they  should  not  build  their  hopes 
too  high  on  such  a  very  ricketty  founaa- 
tion  as  the  opinions  now  expressed  by 
the    same  authorities.     The  BiU   was 
satisfactory  in  one  respect.    It  protected 
the    undoubted    rights  of   the    tenant 
in  his  improvements.     He  had  a  per- 
fect right  in  equity  to  the  enjoyment 
of,  or  the  value  of,  any  improvements 
he  had  made,  and  to  nothing  else,  and 
in  this  respect  the  law  should  be  made 
to  conform  to  equity.     The  fatal  error 
in  the  Act  of  1870,  and  perpetuated  in 
this  Bill,  was  the  principle  of  compen- 
sation for  disturbance.    That  principle 
once  admitted,  tenants  would  not  rest 
until   it  was  developed  to  the  fullest 
extent,  and  would  claim  that  they  had 
a  right  to  their  holdings  under  aU  and 
any  circumstances.    That  the  tenants' 
improvements  only  ought  to   be  con- 
sidered was  borne  out  by  that  clause  in 
the    Bill  which    exempted  estates  on 
which  the  landlords  had  made  all  the 
improvements  from  the  Kent  Glauses  of 
the  Bill.     If  in  such  cases  the  owner 
might  raise  rent  to  such  an  extent  as  to 
preclude  any  tenant  right,  it  was  proved 
that  tenant  right  consisted  in  the  value 
of  the  tenants'  improvements.    If  the 
Commission  had  been  instituted  to  assess 
the  full  value  of  tenants'  improvements 
in  all  cases,  and  if  it  had  been  autho- 
rized to  act  as  an  arbitrator  in  all  dis- 
puted cases  of  rent  voluntarily  submitted 
to  it  by  both  parties,  under  those  cir- 
cumstances a  fair  settlement  would  have 
been  arrived  at.     The  whole  circum- 
stances of  the  case  would  have  to  have 
been  taken  into  consideration  in  deter- 
mining the  value  of  the  improvements, 
and  if  the  interest  of  the  tenant  was 
confined  to  that  they  would  be  able  to 
arrive  at  a  standpoint ;  but  if  they  gave 
any  further  rights  to  the  tenant,  they 
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migbt  depend   upon  it  that  he  would 
carry  them  out  to  the  fullest  extent  and 
great  confusion  would  ensue.     The  Bill 
endeavoured  to  run  with  the  hare  and 
hunt   with  the   hounds — to  guard  the 
people  against  all  the  evils  which  might 
possihlj  arise  from  landlordism,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  to  keep  for  the  people 
all  the  good  results  of  landlordism.    It 
strove  to  do  too  much,  and  in  that  re- 
spect might  fail.     The  people  could  not 
be  both  independent  of  landlords  and 
also  reap  the  benefit  of  wise  and  im- 
proving landlords.     The  existence    of 
laud  hunger  and  of  a  few  bad  landlords 
were  some  of  the  reasons  given  by  the 
Prime    Minister   for  legielating.     The 
latter  was  a  bad  reason.    It  would  be 
madness  to  legislate  to  counteract  the 
evil  effect  of  a  few  Irish  landlords  if  by 
doing  so  they  also  counteracted  the  good 
effect  produced  by  many  prudent  and 
improving  landlords.     ' '  Land  hunger  " 
was  only  another  term  for  scarcity  of 
land,  and  that  was  only  another  way  of 
stating  that  there  were  too  many  people 
bidding   for  land.     Scarcely    anything 
was  done  by  this  Bill  either  to  diminish 
the  demand  for  land  by  helping  the 
people  to  find  the  means  of  subsistence 
elsewhere,  or  by  providing  them  with 
some  other  means  of  subsistence  here. 
The  evil  had  been  counteracted  by  the 
action  of  the  landlords.     They    were 
content  to  take  less  than  they  could  get 
for  their  land,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
would  not  allow  tenants  to  give  more 
for  a  farm  than  it  was  worth  in  the  way 
of  premium.     As  it  was  now,  land  would 
be  subjected  to  almost  unbridled  com- 
petition.   A  check  was  provided  by  the 
provision  giving  landlords  the  right  of 
pre-emption  at  a  fair  price;    but   the 
action  of  the  landlord  would  be  greatly 
hampered  by  the  fact  that  the  principle 
of  free  sale,  the  right  of  selling  in  the 
open  market,  was  conceded  in  the  Bill. 
It  was  hard  upon  the  landlord  that,  in 
order  to  check  competition,  he  should  be 
forced  to  place  himself  in  direct  opposition 
to  a  privilege  granted  by  this  Bill.  Com- 
petition would  be  increased  instead  of 
checked  on  the  whole.     The  real  differ- 
ence would  be  that  the  advantages  to  be 
gained  by  competition  would  be  trans- 
ferred from  the  landlord  to  the  tenant ; 
that  was,  transferred  from  the  man  who 
used  it  with  moderation  to  men  who 
were  not  likely  to  be  moderate  in  the 
use  of  it.    "V^^at  other  reasons  were 
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there  for  legislating  ?  He  put  on  < 
side  the  Heport  of  the  Beaeboroi 
Oommission.  That  Beport  was  not  wo 
a  row  of  pins.  The  noble  Duke  ( 
Duke  of  ArgyU)  the  other  day  oonc 
sively  showed  up  the  value  of  the  i 
dence;  and  although  the  conoloai 
arrived  at  might  be  perfectly  com 
they  must  be  considered  merely  as 
opinions  of  certain  individuals,  foiUK 
on  their  personal  observations  or  evol' 
out  of  tneir  moral  consciousness,  i 
not  as  opinions  founded  upon  eviden 
Practically,  the  case  was  this — A  sf 
of  things  existed  in  Ireland  requir 
some  remedy,  and,  in  order  to  meet 
views  of  those  who,  having  heard  soi 
one  say  **  Force  is  no  remedy,"  thoaj 
it  rather  a  nice-sounding  phxiise  anc 

{)ret^  catch- word  to  repeat,  "so 
egisiation  must  be  tried.''  Only  a  i 
months  ago  the  Prime  Minister  deda] 
that  Ireland  was  enjoying  a  state 
comfort  and  prosperity  hitherto  nnkno 
in  its  history ;  and  they  now  knew^ 
the  authority  of  a  former  Oabinet  1 
nister  that  an  Irish  Land  Bill  did  : 
form  part  of  the  original  programme 
the  Gbvemment.  Nothing  had  ocenn 
since  then  to  make  legislation  neoessa 
Harvests  had  been  exceptionally  go< 
Landlords  had  not  been  acting  in  a 
unusual  way,  except  that,  instead 
being  paid  their  just  debts,  they  I 
been  buying  their  own  rents.  NothJ 
had  occurred  in  Ireland  except  an  a 
tation  and  a  reign  of  terror ;  and  H 
were  forced,  however  reluctantly,  to  1 
inevitable  conclusion  that  this  Bill  i 
a  sop  to  that  agitation.  In  Boss 
when  travellers  were  pursued  by  a  pi 
of  wolves,  something  was  chucked  ov 
board  to  keep  off  the  hungry  woIt 
and  so  in  Ireland,  whenever  there  n 
any  outcry,  some  landlord's  props] 
was  chucked  out.  Whatever  the  n 
tives  for  the  introduction  of  the  Bill, 
allowed  that  they  ought  to  look  at  1 
Bill  and  judge  of  it  on  its  merits,  a 
consider  it  with  reference  to  the  state 
things  in  Ireland  at  the  present  mome 
The  one  thing  they  hao^to  consider  n 
whether  the  system  would  be  more  soil 
to  the  Irish  ideas  than  the  present  m 
tern,  and  he  did  think  that  the  £ 
would  be  more  suitable  to  the  Irish  6t 
racter  in  that  respect.  Irish  tenants  h 
always  looked  upon  their  holdings  as 
a  certain  extent  their  own  proper^ ;  ai 
an  Act  legalizing  that  customi  and  tai 
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io^  fbmr  idea  into  reality,  would  be 
qute  in   aocoidance  with  their  senti- 
mantB.    It  might  be  for  the  benefit  of 
the  csountry  to  transfer  certain  rights 
from  the  landlord  to  the  tenant.    If  so, 
b¥  all  means  let  it  be  done.    Only  it 
should  be  done  with  due  regard  to  the 
principle  that  the  State  was  bound  in 
such  oases  to  make  good  any  loss  accru- 
ing to  individuals.     Compensation  for 
loM  of  property  taken  by  the  State  from 
indiTidoala  for  the  benefit  of  the  com- 
munity was  the  gpreat  principle  upon 
which  all  civilized  society  rested,  and  it 
was  moat  dangerous  to  invade  it.   There 
were  many  ttiings  which  had  occurred 
in  Ireland  for  which  no  compensation 
oould  be  given.     They  could  not  com- 
pensate the  people  of  Ireland  for  having 
aUowed  them  to  be  so  evilly-entreated 
by  agitators.    They  oould.  not  compen- 
sate the    law-abidmg   people  of   that 
eoontiy  for  allowing  uiem  to  be  outraged 
by  a  lawless  agitation,  and  for  the  dis- 
trost  of  law  and  the  Executive  power 
which  ihey  had  learned,  through  the 
iaflure  to  afford  them  proper  protection. 
They  could  not  compensate  landlords 
for  the  fact  that  the  feelings  of  their 
tenants  had  been  estranged  from  them. 
They  oould  never  compensate  him  for 
the  fact  that  men  among  whom  he  was 
bom,  and  with  whom  he  had  lived  on 
terms  of  intimacy  and  friendship,  had 
been  forced  to  put  themselves  into  an- 
tagonism to  him.    These  were  matters 
tat  which  no  compensation   could   be 
made.    The  effect  and  the  recollection 
of  them  would  die  out  in  time,  but  per- 
haps not  during  the  lives  of  the  present 
Sneration.     In  some  ways,   however, 
e  landowner  might  have  been  com- 
pensated.     Ck)mpensation    could    have 
been  given  without  costing  the  State 
anything,  by  authoricing  the  Commis- 
lion  to  take  over  existing  mortgages  at 
the  preeent  rate  of  interest,  which  was 
i^  per  cent,  and  allowing  1  i  per  cent  of 
ttat  interest  to  g^  to  form  a  sinking  fund, 
vhereby  the  capital  of  the  mortgage 
debt  would  be  paid  off  in   a  certain 
number  of  years.    As  the  State  could 
boROW  at  8  per  cent,  this  transaction 
would  not  cost  the  State  a  penny.   Com- 
pensation was  denied  on  the  ground  that 
there  was  no  confiscation ;  and  confisca- 
tion was  denied  on  two  grounds — first, 
that  landed  property  would  increase  in 
nine ;  and,  secondly,  that  the  righto  of 
whiflli  buidloida  were  deprived  were  not 


founded  in  equity.     As  far  as  the  first 
contention  was  concerned,  it  was  quite 
impossible  to  prove  that  land  would  in- 
crease in  value.     Even  if   the  selling 
price  of  land  did  increase,  that  was  no 
reason  for  refusing  compensation.  If  they 
took  away  certain  rights  from  owners  of 
land,  they  could  not  refuse  in  justice  to 
compensate  them  for  the  loss  by  proving, 
even  if  it  were  possible  to  do  so,  that 
the  value  of  their  property  would  be  im- 
proved.    If  the  nghte  were  legal,  that 
was  sufficient  to  found  a  claim.    It  was 
no  argument  to  say  that  the  landlord 
should  never  have  been  given  the  righto 
he  had  enjoyed,  or  that  certain  righto 
should  never  have  been  token  away  m>m 
the  tonante.    They  could  not  remedy  one 
injustice  bv  committing  another.    The 
opinions  of  people  as  to  the  equity  of 
any  law  or  system  of  tenure  or  usage  of 
any  kind  might  vary  from  generation  to 
generation  or  from  year  to  year ;  but  if 
there  was  to  be  any  social  stobility,  if 
individuals  were  to  devote  their  capital 
and  energies  to  those  pursuits  and  in 
those  directions  which  caused  a  people 
to  progress  in  civilization,   individuals 
must  be  guaranteed  against  fear  of  those 
changes  and  from  their  effects  by  know- 
ing uat  they  would  receive  an  equiva- 
lent for  any  loss  of  property  involved  in 
such  change.     On  most  estotes  in  Ire- 
land landlords  had  contributed  half  the 
costo  of  maintenance  and  improvement, 
and  had  charged  nothing  in  the  way  of 
additional  rent.     Was  the  landlord  to  be 
deprived  of  his  share  in  those  improve- 
mente  ?    If  the  custom  of  an  estote  had 
been  for  the  landlord  to  find  half  the 
cost  of  maintenance  and  improvement  up 
to  the  present,  would  he  be  able  to  ob- 
tain compensation  on  the  occasion  of  a 
sale  that  might  take  place  25  or  50  years 
hence?    They  forbade  the  proprietor, 
who  had  contributed  a  portion  of  the 
maintenance  and  improvement  and  had 
charged  no  interest  whatever,  to  raise 
his  rents  sufficiently  to  cover  his  ex- 
penditure.    If  that  were  to  be  done, 
rente  would  be  almost  universally  raised 
throughout  Ireland,  and  the  whole  ob- 
ject of  the  Bill  would  be  frustrated;  for, 
if  the  result  was  to  raise  rente,  the  Bill 
would  be  perfectly  useless.  It  was  hoped 
that  the  Bill  would  not  be  universal  in 
ite  application — that  portion  of  it  which 
enabled  the  tenant  to  apply  to  the  Court 
to  have  his  rent  fixed.    It  was  obvious 
that  if  every  tonant  were  to  do  so  the 
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Commission  and  the  Courts  would  neyer 
get  througli  the  work.  If,  therefore, 
the  Bill  was  to  work  at  all,  such  cases 
must  be  comparatively  rare.  He  did 
not  think  himself  that  the  amount  of 
litigation  would  be  so  great  as  was  sup- 
posed. One  or  two  tenants  on  an  estate 
or  townland  would  try  the  rent  question, 
and  the  result  would  be  looked  upon  as 
a  test  affecting  the  whole  townland  or 
property.  It  was  hoped  also  that  on 
many  estates  the  tenants  would  prefer 
to  remain  as  they  were,  and  would  prefer 
the  amenities  of  a  good  landlord  to  the 
stem  justice  of  the  Courts.  But,  in  such 
cases,  the  landlord  should  surely  be  safe- 
guarded against  any  change  of  mind  on 
the  part  of  his  tenants,  otherwise  he 
would  scarcely  venture  to  lay  out  much 
money  for  fear  of  being  suddenly  called 
upon  to  fulfil  the  disagreeable  and,  per- 
haps, very  difficult  task  of  proving  every 
penny  to  the  Court.  To  the  other  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  he  would  only  briefly 
allude.  He  trusted  that  the  attempt  to 
create  a  peasant  proprietary  would  prove 
successful ;  but  probably  no  very  great 
number  of  Irish  tenants  would  avail 
themselves  of  that  provision  from  the 
fact  that  they  woula  prefer  to  remain 
statutory  tenants.  He  had  little  faith  in 
peasant  proprietors  in  Ireland,  as  neither 
the  soil  nor  the  climate  of  the  country 
was  suitable  to  the  existence  of  a  pros- 
perous and  numerous  body  of  very  small 
freeholders.  The  result  would  be  that 
they  would  o^et  into  debt,  and  their  pro- 
perties wotdd  fall  into  the  hands  of 
money-lenders  and  shopkeepers  in  small 
towns  and  villages ;  so  that  the  creation 
of  a  body  of  peasant  proprietors  would 
be  followed  by  the  creation  of  a  number 
of  small  landlords,  who  would  deal  veiy 
hardly  with  their  tenants.  The  Emigra- 
tion Clause  was  too  restricted.  It  would 
do  good,  no  doubt,  to  a  certain  extent ; 
but  the  amount  of  money  was  too  small 
for  permanently  affecting  the  prosperity 
of  the  country.  It  was  a  mistaJke  to 
suppose  that  assisting  emigration  was 
unpopular  in  the  coimtry.  He  did  not 
believe  that  to  be  the  case,  though  it 
was  unpopular  with  those  agitators  whose 
stock-in-trade  consisted  of  a  starving  and 
discontented  people.  In  no  way  could 
public  money  be  better  employed  than 
in  assisting  the  people  to  emigrate  at 
the  least  possible  inconvenience  and  pain 
to  themselves ;  and  nobody  would  deny 
that  the  rent  difficulty  in  Ireland  would 
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be  settled  satisfactorily  if  the  people  of 
the  country  showed  so  little  disinclina- 
tion to  leave  Ireland  that  sooner  than 
pay  more  than  they  ought  for  a  farm  at 
home  they  would  seek  for  a  farm  in 
some  other  portion  of  the  British  Empire. 
He  hoped  that  Irish  landlords  would  do 
their  duty  to  the  best  of  their  ability 
under  an  altered  condition  of  things; 
but  they  could  scarcely  be  expected  to 
take  the  same  pride  or  pleasure  in  their 
properties,  or  to  occupy  themselves,  as 
they  had  hitherto  done,  in  regarding  the 
welfare  of  the  labourers  and  the  poorer 
classes  upon  their  estates.     Whether  the 
Bill  worked  well  or  not  would  depend 
upon  the  moderation  of  the  tenants  in 
the  exercise  of  their  new  rights,   and 
upon  the  landlords  doing  the  best  they 
could  under  the  new  circumstances.    He 
hoped  the  action  of  the  Bill  would  not 
be  restricted  or  modified  in  any  material 
respect,  and  that  leases  would  not  be 
excluded  from  its  operation,  nor  ought 
those  tenancies  to  be  excluded  where 
the  present  rent  had  been  paid  for  a 
certain  length  of  time ;  that  would  be 
merely  punishing  the  honest  men  for 
their  honesty.    He  should  prefer  to  see 
the  application  of  the  Bill  as  extensive 
as  possible.    Its  only  chance  of  being 
beneficial  lay  in  its  action  being  as  wide- 
spread as  possible.    If  the  country  did 
not  settle  down  quietly  under  it,  it  could 
not  have  fair  play,   and   the  country 
would  not  settle  down  quietly  under  it 
if  great  districts  were  excluded  from  it. 
The  new  system  of  land  tenure  should 
have  a  fair  field  and  a  fair  trial ;  but 
the  landowner  ought  to  be  compensated 
for  the  loss  which  he  sustained  under  it. 
If  he  were  not,  a  great  injustice  would 
be  done.    No  one  could  pretend  to  say 
that  the  new  tenure  was  as  valuable  to 
the  landlord  as  the  old  tenure,  of  which 
he  was  to  be  deprived ;  and  even  if  the 
debt  were  not  paid  it  ^ould  be  acknow- 
ledged.   He  hoped  the  Bill  would  pass; 
first,  because  imder  the  condition,  the 
lamentable  condition,  to  which  Ireland 
had  been  allowed  to  fall  it  would  be 
most  disastrous  to  that  country  if  this 
measure  should  not  become  law.    He 
trusted  that  this  Bill  might  be  read  a 
second  time,   and  that  its  scope    and 
sphere  of  action  would  not  be  materially 
curtailed  in  Committee.     The  happiness 
and  welfare  of  his  countrymen  in  Ireland 
were  very  dear  to  his  heart,   and  he 
i^ould  be  much  pleaaed  if  the  Session 
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of  1881  should  be  marked  by  giving  to 
his  country  peace  and  contentment. 

Thb  Earl  of  LYTTON  :  There  are 
so  many  of  your  Lordships  whoso  per- 
sonal interests  are  immediately  and  ma- 
terially affected  by  the  Bill  before  us 
that  I  must  apologize  for  attempting  to 
occupy  any  portion  of  the  time  that  has 
at  last  arrived  for  the  discussion  of  it ; 
and  if  I  could  look  upon  it  as  a  purely 
local  measure,  raising  questions  exclu- 
sively Irish,  I  would  not  have  taken  part 
in  this  debate.     But  no  one  who  has 
watched  the  origin  and  progress  of  the 
Bill  can  doubt  for  an  instant  that  we  are 
now  dealing  with  a  measure  of  moment- 
ous consequence  to[all  parts,  all  classes, 
and  all  interests  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
I  believe  this  measure  is,  in  the  highest 
degree,   mischievous    and    dangerous; 
hut,  in  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the 
case,  there  are  reasons  why  your  Lord- 
ships may  hesitate  to  reject  it.    I  wish, 
however,  for  my  own  part,  to  take  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  disclaiming  any 
acquiescence  in  the  principles  and  ob- 
jects of  this  Bill,  and  to    record  the 
strongest  protest  in  my  power  against 
this  sort  of  legislation,  wluch  may  here- 
after be  cited  as  a  precedent.    I  make 
this  protest  on  a  threefold  ground.    In 
the  first  place,   I  think  it  is  a  revolu- 
tionary concession  to  the  threats  of  re< 
bellion,  and  it  is   a  concession  which 
never  would  have  been  required  if  timely 
iteps  had  been  taken  to  protect  the  unity 
of  the  Kingdom  and  the  rights  of  pro- 
perty and  of  person.    In  the  next  place, 
I  am  sure  this  Bill  will  fail  to  secure  the 
only  result  which  could  possibly  justify 
its  introduction — namely,   the  pacifica- 
tion of  Ireland.  And,  in  the  third  place, 
it  is  a  step,  and  it  is  a  long  step,  to  a 
course  which  cannot  lead  to  any  other 
issue  than  the  disruption  of  the  nation  on 
the  one  hand  or  a  civil  war  on  the  other. 
These  are  the  three  grounds  on  which  I 
join  issue  with  the  Bill.    Allow  me  to 
explain  them  as  shortly  as  I  can.     I 
have  said  that  the  Bill  is  a  revolutionary 
concession  to  threats  of  rebellion ;  and 
I  say  this  because  no  other  view  of  the 
case  can  possibly  account,  and  because 
this  view  of  it  does  completely  account, 
for  the  peculiar  character  of  the  measure 
which  now  lies  upon  the  Table  of  your 
Lordships'  House.    For  what  does  this 
measure  propose,  and  what  are  the  only 
prinoipleB  upon  which  its  proposals  can 
DO  baaed  F    My  Lords,  I  am  not  going 


to  enter  at  any  length  into  the  details  of 
this  Bill,  which  is  very  intricate  in  its 
arrangement,  and  very  obscure  in  its 
language.  But  this  I  think  I  may  say 
of  it  in  general  terms,  without  fear  of 
eoing  far  wrong,  or  doing  it  any  in- 
lustice.  It  proposes  to  ti^e  from  the 
landlords  and  tenants  of  Ireland  the 
power  of  making  their  own  bargains 
with  each  other  about  the  land  in  which 
they  are  mutually  interested;  it  pro- 
poses to  institute  a  Court  of  Justice  for 
the  regulation  of  their  business  trans 
actions  and  relations,  on  a  basis  giving 
to  the  tenant  an  interest  in  the  land  at 
once  more  permanent  and  more  valuable 
than  any  to  which  he  is  at  present  en- 
titled ;  and  it  cannot  be  denied  that  it  is 
entirely  at  the  landlord's  expense  that 
the  tenant  will  acquire  this  new  and 
considerable  interest.  Broadly,  and 
apart  from  all  questions  of  detail,  this 
is  a  Bill  for  diminishing  the  proprietary 
riffhts  of  Irish  landlords ;  it  is  a  Bill  for 
emarging,  at  their  expense,  the  interest 
of  the  tenants  in  the  land  they  occupy ; 
it  is  a  Bill  for  destroying  all  freedom  of 
contract  in  respect  of  the  occupation  of 
such  land ;  and  for  regulating  the  rela- 
tions between  landlords  and  tenants  by 
the  decrees  of  a  Court  of  Justice.  I  do 
not  stop  to  dispute  whether  it  is  an  abuse 
of  language  to  apply  the  word  **  confis- 
cation to  such  a  measure.  I  do  not 
specially  insist  on  the  proposition, 
though  it  appears  to  me  unanswerable, 
that  the  Bill  is  revolutionary.  Whatever 
name  may  be  given  to  the^ill  its  main 
features  speak  for  themselves.  It  de- 
prives of  proprietary  rights,  and  with- 
out compeuRation,  a  whole  class  and  a 
most  important  class  of  the  community. 
This  is  commonly  called  confiscation. 
It  forcibly  introduces  a  sudden  and  a 
sweeping  change  into  the  social  position 
and  the  habits  of  life  of  the  greater  part 
of  the  population  of  Ireland ;  and  this 
is  commonly  called  revolution.  To  me, 
therefore,  the  terms  seem  perfectly  ap- 
propriate ;  but  I  do  not  care  to  insist 
upon  them.  Confiscations  are  not  always 
bad ;  they  arc  sometimes  necessary,  they 
are  sometimes  salutary.  Revolution 
may,  under  certain  circumstances,  be 
largely  beneficial ;  and  if  I  regard  this 
particular  measure  with  misgiving  and 
dismay  it  is  not  because  it  involves  con- 
fiscation, but  because  the  confiscation  it 
involves  appears  to  me  to  be  unneces- 
saiy,   unjust,   and  injurious.     I  recoil 
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from  it,  not  beoaase  it  is  reyolulionary, 
but  because  the  revolution  is  certain,  I 
think,  to  inflict  upon  the  whole  body  of 
the  nation  a  wound  which  must  be 
serious,  and  may  be  fatal.  But  now, 
my  Lords,  to  pass  from  words  and  come 
to  things.  I  suppose  it  will  not  be  de- 
nied that  those  who  propose  changes  of 
this  nature  ought  to  be  prepared  to 
justify  them.  The  burden  of  proof  is 
upon  them.  How  do  they  sustain  it? 
What  foundation  do  they  lay  for  their 
Bill?  I  have  carefully  followed  what 
has  been  said  upon  this  subject  both 
here  and  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  by  the  Ministerial  organs  in 
the  Press,  and,  substantially,  I  think 
it  all  amounts  to  this.  We  are  told 
in  every  variety  of  tone  and  form  that 
something  must  be  done — as  though 
it  were  of  no  practical  importance  whe- 
ther the  thing  done  were  a  right  thing 
or  a  wrong  thing,  so  long  as  it  is  done 
and  done  quickly.  It  is  said  that  matters 
have  come  to  such  a  pass  in  Ireland  that 
they  can  no  longer  be  left  as  they  are ; 
that  whether  this  Bill  or  another  be 
adopted,  legislation  of  a  radical  funda- 
mental kind  has  become  indispensable 
for  the  re-settlement  of  relations  between 
the  landlords  and  tenants  of  Ireland. 
Nothing  else,  it  is  said,  and  nothing  less, 
can  now  satisfy  the  expectations  that 
have  been  raised  or  allay  the  agitation 
that  has  been  brought  within  a  measure- 
able  distance  of  civil  war;  and,  this 
being  so,  it  is  best  to  take  the  remedy 
provided  by  those  who  are  at  present 
responsible  for  the  treatment  of  the  dis- 
order lest  a  worse  thing  happen  to  us. 
I  am  by  no  means  prepared  to  dispute 
the  probable  truth  of  all  this.  Here,  I 
think,  and  now,  the  truth  of  it  may  be 
unreservedly  assumed.  It  is  quite  pos- 
sible that,  as  matters  now  stand,  the  re- 
jection of  this  Bill  might  be  the  signal 
for  insurrection  in  Ireland ;  and  I  fear 
it  is  more  than  probable  that,  in  that 
case,  the  authors  and  abettors  of  the 
Bill  would  endeavour  to  throw  the  whole 
responsibility  for  the  result  upon  your 
Lordships'  House,  while,  at  the  same 
time,  the  protection  afforded  by  Govern- 
ment to  the  lives  and  properties  thus 
endangered  would  be  timid,  scanty,  and 
ineffectual.  All  this  I  acknowledge; 
at  least,  I  do  not  contest  it.  To  your 
Lordships  it  may,  as  I  have  said,  suggest 
many  reasons  for  not  summarily  reject- 
ing the  Bill  which  is  now  before  us.  But 
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between  sabmisdon  and  approval  there 
is  a  difference.  To  my  own  mind  it  does 
not  constitute  a  conclusive  argument  in 
favour  of  the  Bill ;  and  for  the  simple 
reason  that  I  cannot  recognise  in  the  Bill 
a  final  settlement  of  any  of  the  serious 
questions  it  raises  and  disturbs.  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  Bill  will  pacify  Ireland. 
I  do  not  believe  it  can  long  postpone  the 
dangers  it  is  professedly  designed  to  pre« 
vent ;  and  I  am  persuaded  that,  sooner 
or  later,  we  shall  be  placed  by  it  in  a 
position  which  will  oblige  us  either  to  see 
the  independence  of  Ireland  established 
by  the  menace  of  civil  war,  or  else  firmly 
and  unflinchingly  to  accept  the  challenge 
thrown  out  to  such  a  war.  I  must  con- 
fess I  look  upon  acquiescence  in  revolu- 
tionary legislation  as  a  greater  national 
evil  than  resolute  resistance  to  open  in- 
surrection. But  I  admit  the  plea  of  ne- 
cessity  in  the  limited  sense  of  the  con- 
siderations  which  I  have  mentioned. 
What  I  do  not  acknowledge  or  admit  is 
that  any  sort  of  necessity,  or  even  justi- 
fication, can  be  shown  for  the  present 
measure  in  a  wider,  a  worthier,  or  a 
higher  sense.  Fear,  my  Lords,  is  a  per- 
fectly intelligible  argument  in  favour  of 
anything.  But,  if  you  put  aside  the 
argument  of  fear,  what  justification  re- 
mains for  the  Bill  now  before  us  ?  Is  it 
desirable  on  the  broad  g^und  of  gene- 
ral expediency  ?  Several  reasons  make 
such  a  contention  absolutely  impossible. 
They  are  so  obvious,  so  conclusive,  so 
little  disputed  even  by  those  ag^nst 
whom  they  press  most  strongly,  Ihat  it 
would  be  a  waste  of  time  to  enlarge 
upon  them.  There  are,  however,  some 
essential  features  of  the  Bill  which,  in 
relation  to  the  question  of  general  ex- 
pediency, we  cannot  afford  to  lose  sight 
of.  In  the  first  place,  this  Bill  intro- 
duces, or,  if  you  will,  confirms  and 
establishes,  a  system  of  divided  owner- 
ship. Henceforth  the  land  of  Ireland 
will  not,  in  the  full  sense  of  the  word, 
belong  to  anyone.  The  landlord  will 
have  no  motive  to  invest  capital  in  it^ 
but  every  motive  to  avoid  any  outlay  at 
all  upon  it.  He  will  have  just  enough 
interest  in  it  to  prevent  the  tenant  ftom 
feeling  himself  the  owner  of  the  land, 
and  no  more.  You  thus  drive  from  the 
land  of  Ireland  the  very  thing  of  which 
it  stands  most  in  need.  Ton  deprive  it 
of  the  judicious  application  of  capital ; 
and  you  deprive  it  of  the  master's  eye, 
whidi  is  just  as  neoessazy  for  the  good 
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management  of  the  field  as  for  the  good 
management  of  the  household.     And 
this  bad  state  of  things  will  be  made 
worse  by  another  part  of  the  measure, 
which  is  even  more  efficacious  for  mis- 
chief.    Tou  do  away  with  freedom  of 
contract.    The  land  is  capable  of  being 
iminroYed   in  a  thousand   ways.     The 
obTioQB  and  usual  way  of  effecting  such 
improyements  is  by  contracts,  the  terms 
of  which  enable  the  landlord  on  the  one 
hand,  and  the  tenant  on  the  other,  to 
protect  his  interests.     These   are  the 
means  by  which,  in  Ireland  as  elsewhere, 
the  land  must  be  improved,  if  it  is  to  be 
improved  at  all,  by  those  who  are  in- 
teieeted  in  it.    No,  says  the  Bill,  you 
shall  do  no  such  thing.    The  landlord 
and  tenant  are  not  to  be  trusted  to  look 
after  their  own  interests,  or  make  their 
own  bargains,  except,  perhaps,  through 
the  intervention  of  a  lawsuit.     But,  on 
more  g^eral  gprounds  of  expediency,  the 
Bill  is  open  to  most  serious  objection.   A 
large  part  of  Ireland  is  hardly  fit  for  the 
habitation  of  human  creatures,  to  say 
nothing  of  a  dense  ^pulation,  even  if 
the  land  were  given  to  its  occupiers  in  fee- 
simple.     There  are  parts  of  Oonnomara, 
Donegal,  and  Mayo  where  the  land  is  so 
poor  that  the  population,  if  large,  can 
uve  on  it  only  at  the  risk,  as  sad  expe- 
zisnce  has  taught  us,  of  famines  and 
■offerings  which  have  no  parallel  out 
of  India.      But  this   Bill  will  root  to 
the  soil  a  pauper  poj^ulation,  and  will 
thus  lay  the  loundation  for  more  fa- 
mineo,  more  discontent,  more  agitation. 
It  will  organize  pauperism  at  one  end  of 
the  social  scale,  it  will  paralyze  capital 
tt  the  other,  and  throughout  tho  inter- 
vening grades  of  the  wnole  agricultural 
oommnnity  of  Ireland  it  will  place  the 
peasant  and  proprietary  classes  of  the 
eountry  in  a  conmtion  of  inevitable  and 
interminable  antagonism  to  each  other. 
It  will    convert   every  tenant    into    a 
potential   lawsuit,  every  landlord   into 
e  nthless  creditor.    The  landlords  of 
Inland  would  be  more  than  human  if, 
ifier  this  Bill  has  passed  into  law,  they 
fid  not  ezerdse  whatever  legal  rights 
tnd  remedies  it    leaves  them  in    the 
itamsst  commercial  spirit.    Henceforth, 
I  Piesume,  the  landlords  will  have  no 
inaiicement  to  tolerate  bad  debts ;  and 
*veiy  tenant  who  again  faUs  into  arrears 
ttnit  expect  to  be  summarily  sold  up. 
Boir  all  this  can  improve  the  relations 
ktween  the  landkirda  apd  tenants,  or 


conduce  to  the  contentment  and  well- 
being  of  Ireland,  I  am  quite  unable  to 
understand.  But  it  would  be  superfluous 
to  multiply  proof  of  the  absolute  im- 
possibility of  defending    or   accepting 
this  Bill  on  the  broad  ground  of  gener^ 
expediency.     To  understand  or  discuss 
such  a  Bill  as  this  we  must  quit  that 
ground.     We  must  altogether  abandon 
the  only  ground  hitherto  regarded  by 
statesmen  as  a  sound  basis  for  legisla- 
tion, and  we  must  try  to  find  some  other. 
Well,  then,  what  are  the  arguments  we 
are  to  accept  in  favour  of  this  Bill,  not  on 
the  ground  of  general  expediency,  but 
with  special  reference  to  the  exceptional 
condition  of  Ireland  ?    We  have  lately 
heard  a  greot  deal  about  justice  to  Ire- 
land.   Let  me  say  at  once  that  I  look 
upon  justice  to  Ireland  as  a  national 
duty  which  cannot  be  evaded;  but  I 
presume  that  justice  to  Ireland  requires, 
as  its  first  condition,  a  just  appreciation 
of  the  practical  difference  between  Irish 
facts  and  Irish  fictions.     Much  vague 
talk  we  have  heard  of  the  wrongs  of 
Ireland,  of  governing  Ireland  by  Irish 
ideas,  of  the  passionate  craving  of  the 
Irish  peasant  for  the  land  he  occupies, 
of  the  wickedness  of  Irish  landlords, 
and  other  such  topics ;  but  it  has  passed 
my  powers  to  condense  all  this  vaporous 
language  into  any  clear,  definite,  and 
intelligible  statement  of  reasons  for  the 
present  Bill.  The  j  ustice  to  Ireland  curgu- 
ment,  as  I  understand  it  in  reference  to 
the  present  Bill,  rests  on  two  proposi- 
tions.    The  first  is  this — the  Irish  pea- 
santry, it  is  said,  hate  tho  Irish  land- 
lords, because  most  of  the  landlords  are 
Protestants,   whereas  most  of  the  pea- 
santry are  Catholics;  because  many  of 
tho  landlords  are,  or  because  their  pre- 
decessors were,  absentees ;  because  the 
landlords  represent  and  are  supported 
by  the  English  Government,  which  for 
a  length  of  time  treated  the  Irish  in  an 
oppressive  manner  as  regards  both  their 
creed  and  their  commerce  ;  and  because 
the  title  of  the  Irish  landlords  to  their 
land  rests  more  or  less  upon  confisca- 
tions, the  latest  of  which  took  place 
about  200  years  since,  when,  the  pea- 
santry believe,  the  rights  of  their  pro- 
genitors wore  sacrificed.    Besides  this, 
the  peasantry  would  exceedingly  like  to 
have  the  land,  apart  from  their  hatred 
of  the  landlords;    and  this  hatred  of 
the  landlord,  coupled  with  the  love  for 
the  landlords'   Ifuid,    constitute,  it   is 
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suggested,  a  justificatioii  for  the  present 
Bill  so  far  as  it  aims  at  taking  from  the 
one  class  and  giving  to  the  other  a  por- 
tion of  the  proprietary  rights  in  the  soil. 
The  second  argument  is  that  the  land- 
lords have  neglected  their  duties  as  land- 
lords, and  have  thus  become  morally, 
though  not  legally,  liable  to  have  the 
consequences  of  their  default  repaired 
at  their  expense.  My  Lords,  unless  all 
that  has  been  spoken  and  written  on 
this  subject  and  in  this  sense  was  meant 
to  support  one  or  other  of  these  two 
propositions,  I  do  not  see  what  it  can 
nave  had  to  do  with  the  matter.  As  for 
the  first  proposition,  I  have  tried  to  do 
it  justice,  and  if  I  have  not  stated  it 
fairly  I  should  feel  deeply  indebted  to 
any  noble  Lord  who  will  point  out  to 
me  the  manner  in  which  the  so-called 
wrongs  of  Ireland  can  be  brought  into 
any  sort  of  logical  relation  to  the  present 
Bill;  but,  if  it  is  fairlv  stated,  it  rests 
on  an  argument  which  obviously  requires 
no  answer  at  all.  "  We  are  Irish,  you 
are  English ;  or  we  are  Catholics,  you 
are  Protestants.  Therefore  we  hate  you ; 
and  therefore,  to  appease  our  hatred, 
you  must  give  us  your  land  or  your 
money."  My  Lords,  in  reason,  in  jus- 
tice, in  common  sense,  in  everything  ex- 
cept intimidation,  that  is  no  argument 
at  all,  unless  this  also  is  an  argument — 
**  I  am  poor  and  you  are  rich,  therefore 
stand  and  deliver."  That  is  the  argument 
used  by  highwaymen  in  all  ages.  It  was 
the  argument  addressed  to  the  Jews  in 
the  Middle  Ages,  often  with  gpreat  effect ; 
and,  my  Lords,  I  am  ashamed  to  add 
that,  if  you  put  aside  all  phraseology  and 
mystification,  it  is  in  truth  and  in  fact 
the  only  intelligible  argument  in  favour 
of  this  Bill.  In  my  own  mind  there  is 
no  doubt  how  such  an  argument  ought 
to  be  answered;  but  if  it  is  to  be  ac- 
cepted or  entertained  for  a  moment, 
allow  me,  at  least,  to  remind  the  House 
of  the  extent  to  which  such  an  argument 
may  be  carried.  I  do  hope  that  the 
people  of  this  country,  and  especially 
everyone  who  has  anything  to  lose,  will 
take  it  carefully  to  heart.  What  is  to-day 
the  fate  of  the  landlord  may  be  to-mor- 
row the  fate  of  the  capitalist.  If  the 
history  of  200  years  is  to  be  re-opened, 
mills  and  machinenr,  and  money  in  the 
funds,  will  not  be  K)und  any  safer  from 
the  operation  of  this  sort  of  historical  jus- 
tice than  houses  and  land.  I  am  unable 
to  perceive  any  moral  or  material  differ- 

The  Earl  of  Lfftton 


ence  between  the  two  cases.  What  sort 
of  Statute  of  Limitation  can  that  be 
which  bars  the  one  claim  and  treats  the 
other  as  open  to  discussion  ?  Either  we 
must  take  the  existing  state  of  facts  aa 
we  find  it,  and  regard  established  rights 
of  property  as  sacred,  making  these 
the  basis  of  our  legislation,  or  else  we 
must  open  up  interminable  social  con- 
troversies, wnich  cannot  be  brought 
by  pecu^eable  means  to  anything  like  a 
satisfactory  conclusion,  and  which  may 
rapidly  be  brought  far  within  your  mea- 
surable distance  of  civil  war.  My  Lords, 
you  cannot  indulge  in  the  luxury  of  class 
legislation  for  Ireland,  which  subyerts 
universally- established  principles,  with- 
out eventually  raising  class  questions  in 
England.  Tou  cannot  invalidate  the 
rights  of  property  in  land  without  weak- 
ening the  security  of  property  in  other 
things.  My  Lords,  for  my  part,  I  de- 
precate historical  discussions,  and  the 
revival  of  ancient  subjects  of  dLspute 
in  the  practical  treatment  of  economic 
questions  ;  but  when  they  are  intro- 
duced, I  think  it  necessary  to  remark 
that  I  can  by  no  means  admit  that  all 
the  merits  of  the  discussion  are  upon 
one  side.  By  all  means  I  would  say  let 
bygones  be  bygones.  But  if  the  past  is 
to  be  re-opened  and  discussed  in  defence 
of  such  principles  as  those  on  which  yoa 
are  now  legislating,  the  discussion  will 
not  turn  entirely  to  the  advantage  of 
the  Irish  peasant  and  his  friends. 
Wrongs  may  have  been  inflicted  on 
the  Irish  by  the  English ;  but  wronffs, 
and  grievous  ones,  were  inflicted  on  the 
English  by  the  Irish.  I  have  no  wish 
to  attempt  the  balancing  of  an  account 
which  has,  no  doubt,  heavy  items  on 
both  sides  of  it ;  but  this  I  say  with 
confidence — if  Ireland  had  been  flowed 
to  become  an  independent  nation,  ffo- 
vemed  according  to  Irish  ideas,  ander 
James  II.,  the  most  glorious  events  in 
modem  English  history  would  never 
have  happened,  the  greatest  services  ren- 
dered by  England  to  the  whole  human 
race  would  never  have  been  performed. 
Ireland,  throughout  the  18m  oentnxy 
and  downwards,  would  have  been  ruled 
by  a  race  of  Kings  in  close  alliance  with 
the  most  despotic  and  bigoted  Poweis 
on  the  Continent,  and  bitterly  hobtile  to 
all  that  Englishmen  still,  I  hope,  recaU 
with  pride  and  cherish  with  affection. 
Had  England  thus  been  placed  between 
France  and  Spain  on  tiie  one  side,  and 
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on  the  other,  would  she  ever 
iqnered  Canada,  or  founded  her 
Emd  Colonial  Empires  ?  I  can- 
>  regretting  that  England's  as- 
f  in  Ireland  has  been  so  com- 
illed  Protestant  ascendancy ;  for 
rtion  involved  in  it  is  not  a  theo- 
but  a  political,  one.  The  estab- 
t  and  maintenance  of  that  ascend- 
re  essential  to  the  growth,  and 
essential  to  the  preservation,  of 
itnees  of  this  countiy.  England 
ht  to  establish  it,  and  she  will 
t  to  maintain  it.  Much  of  the 
on  by  which  she  formerly  sought 
ort  it  was,  no  doubt,  oppressive 
judged.  I  rejoice  that  it  has 
noved.  But,  my  Lords,  I  main- 
t  in  what  is  still  the  great  and 
efltion  at  issue  between  English 
id  Irish  ideas,  as  regards  the 
aent  of  Ireland,  Engli^  ascend- 
8  rejnresented,  however  clumsily 
shly,  the  cause  of  reason,  good 
ad  general  improvement ;  and  I 
1  that  Irish  disaffection  has  never 
ited,  and  never  can  represent, 
le  which  is  not  irreconcilably  in- 
ble  with  all  these.  My  Lords, 
this  as  deeply,  and  believing  it 
r  as  I  can  feel  any  national  inte- 
believe  in  any  national  prin- 
implore  your  Lordships  not  to 
1  the  dangerous  suggestion  that 
certain  laws,  long  since  repealed, 
idoubtedly  unjust  in  one  direc- 
orefbre  we  ought  now  to  violate, 
opposite  direction,  the  very  first 
M  of  justice ;  or  that,  because 
^orations  of  Englishmen  were 
ad  heainr-handed  in  their  deal- 
th  the  Lrish  people,  we,  their 
rs,  must  now  be  abject,  and 
,  and  cowardly.  Our  fathers, 
idy  have  eaten  sour  grapes,  and 
ti  are  set  on  edge.  Be  it  so.  But 
ill  out  our  teeth  merely  to  please 
lersons  who  have  set  up  a  false 
»  the  vines.  What  position  can 
irrational  or  more  humiliating, 
even  say  more  despicable,  than 
%  person  who  allows  himself,  or, 
rorse,  his  friend,  to  be  plundered 
treated  by  a  little  man  not  half 
size  or  strength,  because  he  is 
n  impression  that  many  years 
father  did  not  treat  the  little 
ither  quite  fairly  about  a  trans- 
in  whiohy  after  all,  the  little 
ifther  was  substantially  in  the 


wrong?  I  shall  say  no  more  upon 
the  first  branch  of  the  ''Justice  to 
Ireland  "  argument.  I  now  pass  to  the 
other.  It  is  said  that  the  present  mea- 
sure may  be  justified  as  a  penal  one, 
brought  upon  the  landlords  of  Ireland 
by  their  own  demerits.  This  argument 
has  been  so  much  discredited  that  I  need 
say  little  about  it.  Indeed,  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll),  who  brought 
this  subject  of  the  Bessborough  Com- 
mission before  the  House  a  short  time 
ago,  so  effectually  disposed  of  the  evi- 
dence on  which  it  was  supposed  to  be 
founded  that  his  arguments  are  hardly 
strengthened  by  the  Prime  Minister's 
admission  that  the  landlords  of  Ireland 
have  been  tried  and  acquitted.  It  must 
have  been  satisfactory  to  all  your  Lord- 
ships, and  I  hope  it  was  satisfactory  to 
the  Irish  landlords  themselves,  to  loam 
from  so  high  an  authority  that  they  have 
been  tried  and  acquitted.  It  would,  per- 
haps, have  been  more  satisfactory  to  all 
of  us  could  we  have  been  equally  assured 
that,  in  these  circumstances,  they  are  not 
about  to  be  executed.  We  cannot,  how- 
ever, conceal  from  ourselves  that,  al- 
though this  reckless  and  cruel  myth 
about  the  intolerable  misdeeds  of  Irish 
landlords  is  now  practically  abandoned, 
it  had  produced  all  the  popular  effects 
it  was  aesigned  to  produce  before  it  was 
discredited.  For  years  and  years  the 
alleged  abominations  of  Irish  landlords 
have  been  the  favourite  theme  of  Eng- 
lish Eadicals.  Eleven  years  ago,  Mr. 
Bright  declared  that  if  Ireland  were 
1,000  miles  away  from  England,  justice 
would  be  done,  or  the  landlords  would 
be  exterminated  by  the  vengeance  of 
'the  people.  No  one  can  say  what  out- 
rageous wrong  has  been  done  by  the 
Irish  landlords.  Yet  these  unaltered 
views  have  prevailed  in  the  conception 
of  the  Bill.  I  acknowledge  that  the 
moral  duties  of  landowners  go  beyond 
their  legal  duties.  It  may  even  be  right 
to  impose  upon  them  penalties  for  the 
neglect  of  duties,  or  to  supply  by  law 
terms  omitted  from  contracts.  If  the 
Government  had  said  the  landlords  had 
grossly  neglected  their  duties,  I  should 
have  been  prepared  to  discuss  such  a 
measure  on  its  merits.  We  should  then 
have  been  dealing  with  a  bond  fide  penal 
law.  But  to  such  a  law  this  Bill  bears 
no  resemblance.  It  resembles  no  legis- 
lation ever  sanctioned  in  cold  blood  by 
a  civilized  commijuiity.    I  have  heard  it 
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said  that  it  bears  some  analogy  to  the 
land  legislation  of  Prussia  during  the 
first  half  of  the  present  century.  But 
surely  this  is  a  delusion.  The  entire 
land  legislation  of  Prussia  is  one  long 
series  of  emphatic  protests  against  divided 
ownership,  and  the  first  result  of  this 
Bill  will  be  to  establish  divided  owner- 
ship. It  does  not  openly  proclaim  the 
State's  approval  of  that  mischievous 
principle ;  but  the  most  repulsive  feature 
of  this  Bill  is  what  I  cannot  help  calling 
its  dishonesty.  It  professes  one  object, 
and  it  aims  at  another.  It  persuades 
with  the  voice  of  Jacob,  while  it  betrays 
with  the  hand  of  Esau.  Its  most  ardent 
supporters  are  encouraged  to  look  to  it 
for  results  which  its  official  authors  do 
not  frankly  avow.  Commenting  on  the 
hope  expressed  by  an  eminent  social 
critic,  that  the  persons  who  avail  them- 
selves of  the  Purchase  Glauses  of  this 
Bill  will  soon  find  divided  ownership  in- 
tolerable, and  contrive,  in  some  way  or 
other,  to  get  rid  of  it  altogether,  a 
writer  let  the  revolutionary  cat  out  of 
the  official  bag.  '*  For  this,"  he  ex- 
claimed, ''is  just  what  the  authors  of 
the  Bill  hope  also.  Only  it  can't  be 
done  at  once.  There  is  an  interval  to 
be  bridged  over."  My  Lords,  you  may 
call  this  a  modus  vivendL  Applied  to 
existing  proprietary  rights  it  is,  of 
course,  a  modus  moriendi.  It  may  be 
clever  management,  it  may  be  adroit 
policy  ;  but  I  must  take  leave  to  call  it 
insincere  and  dishonest  legislation.  And 
when  you  have  bridged  over  your  in- 
terval, when  you  have  built  your  bridge, 
when  you  have  crossed  your  bridge, 
when  you  have  got  to  the  other  side  of 
it,  what  will  you  have  arrived  at  ?  The 
transfer  of  the  soil  of  Ireland  from  com- 
parative capitalists,  for  no  better  or 
other  assignable  reason  than  that  their 
ancestors  were  Saxons  or  Scandinavians, 
to  comparative  paupers,  only  because 
their  ancestors  are  supposed  to  have 
been  Spaniards  or  Phoenicians.  If  the 
authors  of  this  Bill  suppose  they  can 
establish  throughout  Ireland  a  system 
of  divided  ownership  which  will  not 
eventually  result  in  a  complete  change 
of  ownership  altogether,  I  must  say  their 
expectation  is  exceedingly  sanguine,  and 
it  has  no  warrant  in  experience  and 
common  sense.  But  if,  on  the  other 
hand,  they  foresee  and  accept  this  con- 
sequence of  their  present  legislation, 
then,  considering  the  novelty  and  im- 
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portanoe  of  sueh  a  purpose,  surel  j  they 
were  bound  under  every  obligation  of 
fair  dealing  and  plain  speaking  to  write 
that  purpose  large  into  the  tide  of  thmi 
BiU.  My  Lords,  I  repeat,  if  thi«  Bill 
were  a  hond  fid$  penal  Bill,  it  woold, 
at  least,  be  an  honest  one.  Bat  it 
is  not  a  penal  Bill.  It  cannot  bo 
a  penal  BiD,  for  the  obvious  reason 
that  you  have  no  evidence  on  which  to 
found  or  to  defend  a  penal  BiU.  l%oro 
is  nothing  penal  about  it  beyond  the 
undoubted  fact  that  it  imposes  penaltioi. 
It  defines  no  offence,  it  provides  no  test 
or  trial,  it  merely  inflicts  promiscooiu 
punishment.  From  the  fanuliar  line  in . 
which  Virgil  has  described  the  proce- 
dure of  Bhadamanthns  this  Bill  strUns 
out  everv  word  except  the  word  **  caiti- 
gat"  And  Her  Majesty's  MinisterB  art 
virtually  dealing  with  &e  landknrds  of 
Ireland  just  as  a  Judge  would  deal  with 
a  batch  of  prisoners  in  the  dock,  if  he 
solemnly  said  to  them — «  Gentlemen,  I 
am  delighted  to  have  the  pleasure  ol 
making  your  acquaintance  and  inform* 
ing  you  that  your  past  lives  having 
been  careftilly  examined,  no  fault  is  to 
be  found  with  them.  A  mass  of  ovideaos 
which  was  supposed  to  reflect  on  your 
character  in  some  unascertained  way 
(for  I  am  happy  to  say  you  were  never 
accused  of  anything  in  particular)  toxni 
out  to  be  mostly  irrelevant  hearsay,  and 
I  hasten  to  assure  you  that  in  senteno^ 
ing  you  to  seven  years'  penal  servitude 
I  do  not  intend  to  say  anything  oflbn- 
sive.  Tou  leave  that  dock  for  the  punish- 
ment which  now  awaits  you  wiflumt 
a  stain  on  your  characters."  Buoh,  ia 
my  opinion,  are  the  only  grounds  on 
which  the  Bill  can  be  justified.  U 
all  parties  had  loyally  combined  to 
tell  the  Irish  people  that  no  fianda- 
mental  alteration  of  the  Land  Laws 
would  be  tolerated,  our  position  would 
have  been  different  from  what  it  is  now, 
and  less  humiliating.  I  well  know  that 
in  1 870  the  (Government  had  no  intention 
of  taking  from  the  Irish  landlord  whsl 
legally  belonged  to  him,  or  of  giving  to  the 
Irish  tenant  what  hecouldnot&irlyelaim. 
And  yet,  without  knowing  or  intend- 
ing it,  the  thing  was  done.  You  found 
in  Ulster  a  custom  which  you  rightly  be- 
lieved congenial  to  the  tenants  and  oon- 
dudve  to  their  oontentment,  and  yoo, 
not  unnaturally,  decided  to  legaliie  and 
extend  it.  But,  my  Lords,  the  legalise 
tion  of  custom  ia  always  9k  liaaardoos 
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azpfliinMiit.  Wheaerer  you  legalize  a 
tfofllom  you  obange  it,  and  you  cannot 
quite  fercaea  or  fioretell  the  practical 
opention  of  the  dtange.  Tour  object 
in  1870  waa  to  limit  frMdom  of  contract 
and  to  Btrengthen  the  hands  of  those 
who  did  not  possess  legal  rights  and  re- 
mediae.  Then,  as  now,  yon  were  legis- 
lating in  the  dark.  What  has  been  the 
vraotioal  reaolt  ?  You  have  not  contented 
flie  teniadtryin  other  parts  of  Ireland. 
And.  toft  tile  first  time  in  the  history  of 
Irish  land  agitation,  yon  have  added 
Ukter  to  the  ranks  of  the  discontented. 
My  Ijords,  in  connection  with  the  fresh  and 
more  ijar-reaehing  experiment  we  are 
BOW  asked  to  vndtortake,  I  cannot  help 
leealling  a  somewhat  remarkable  speech 
deliT8re&  in  1869  by  a  gentleman,  of 
wlunii  we  have  lately  heaxd  a  good  deal, 
ttid  who  was  then  Mr.  Serjeant  Dowse. 
In  leriewing  Mr.  Gladstone's  ffreat 
ssries  of  remedial  measures  for  Irelemd, 
Mr.  Sesjeant  Dowse  was  so  transported 
by  hie  enthusiasm  that  his  language,  like 
Oat  of  Old  Mrpenenee, 

<«  did  attain 
**  To  someQiing'of  prophetic  strain." 

Afier  obsenrinff  that  the  Ohurch  Bill 
would  ^Te  rebgious  freedom,  and  the 
Land  mH  agricultural  security,  to  Ire- 


"  llMSi  things  aooomplidied,"  hs  laid,  "they 
VQoId  then  haye  a  happy,  a  proBperons,  and  a 
uilid  people— happy,  Deoaiue  no  sense  of  in- 
Mios  laakled  in  their  breasts;  prosperous, 
■sesass  they  enjoyed  the  fruits  of  their  own  in- 
dMliy;  ana  nnitad,  beoanse  the  feU  spirit  of 
asBSBoaiioy  would  be  bamshed  for  ever.'* — 
ltmmmhi,e3uir.  1964.] 

My  liordsy  how  hare  these  glowing  pre- 
fistiona  been  fulfilled?  Where  is  the 
happinenaj  where  the  prceperity  of  Ire- 
kaa  f  JxL  harreets  whion  cannot  be 
nnedp  rents  which  cannot  be  collected, 
nd  wares  which  cannot  be  sold  ?  What 
are  the  trophies  of  your  great  remedial 
kgiallition  r  Menaced  homes ;  mangled 
haria  and  flocks;  murdered  men;  the 
Mtto  and  more  openly  and  Tiolently  ez- 
moBSOil  impatience  of  the  majority  of 
&a  Iriah  population  to  be  altogether 
lid  of  Tffwp''^  rule;  and  the  shame- 
ftDyineflSBOtnal  administration  of  avery 
setero  Ooeiroion  BilL  Where,  too,  is  the 
tti^  of  the  Irish  people  ?  In  the  files 
cf  a  Leagae  opoily  organised  for  resist- 
sase  to  law.  And  thm  also  I  think  we 
diaD  ilndi  in  all  its  force,  the  fell  spirit 
rf  iawndiwiy    MeaawhUey  the  authors 


of  a  legislation,  which  has  resulted  in 
this  wretched  state  of  things,  sit  there 
unabashed  on  their  Ministerial  Benches, 
and  apparentiy  comfort  themselves  with 
the  reflection  that  force  is  no  remedy. 
But,  my  Lords,  your  remedies  have  had 
no  force,  and  you  are  now,  after  all  your 
abortive  messages  of  peace,  strengthen- 
ing, to  an  extent  unprecedented  in  time 
of  peace,  the  military  garrison  of  Ire- 
land. My  Lords,  what  confidence  can 
we  possibly  repose  in  the  capacity  of 
phyLana  Ue  drugs  we  know  to  be 
compounded  of  the  most  nauseous  and 
suspicious  ingredients  unused  by  the 
faculty,  when  we  thus  find  that  their 
diagnosis  has  been  wrong  from  begin- 
ning to  end,  and  that  all  their  previous 
prescriptions  have  only  aggravated  by  a 
series  of  inflammatory  palliatives  the 
disorder  intrusted  to  their  treatment? 
Beally,  in  these  circumstances,  the  cheer- 
ful confidence  of  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters appears  to  me  appalling.  Another 
Bill  or  two  of  this  kind  will  put  an  end 
to  the  present  class  of  Irish  landlords. 
When  wey  are  gone,  what  will  be  left 
in  Ireland  ?  A  mass  of  peasant  proprie- 
tors who  for  generations  have  been 
hating  you  intensely,  and  who  will  then 
regard  England  as  a  foreign  country 
whose  power  and  whose  purpose  they 
have  already  foiled,  defeated,  and  humi- 
liated. By  what  messages  of  peace,  or 
what  measures  of  coercion  will  you  ex- 
ercise any  control  over  their  passions  or 
their  proceedings  ?  I  cannot  too  stronffly 
protest  against  the  only  principle  which 
nas  consistentiy  pervaded  the  course  of 
Irish  legislation  since  1869.  The  present 
Prime  Minister  then  told  us  that  all 
Irish  questions  are  to  be  regarded  as 
grievances,  gprowing,  like  so  many 
branches,  out  of  the  trunk  of  a  single 
poisonous  tree. 

**  That  tree,"  he  said,  '*  is  Protestant  ascend- 
anoj,  and  against  Protestant  ascendancy  we  are 
banded  together  to  make  war." 

Is  it  too  late  to  ask  what  yon  mean  by 
the  Protestant  ascendancy  you  have  re- 
solved to  destroy  ?  Is  it  not  an  ascend- 
ancy derived  from  causes  which  give 
legitimate  pre-eminence  to  any  class  of 
men  in  any  community  ?  Are  not  those 
the  causes  in  which  every  enlightened 
Commonwealth  rejoices  to  find  sources 
of  influence  and  power — superior  pro- 
perty, superior  probity,  superior  habits 
of  intellectual  £scipline  and  social  con- 
duct, insuring  greater  immunity  from 
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crime  and  a  profoundor  reverence  for 
law  ?  My  Lords,  I  had  hitherto  sup- 
posed it  was  the  boast  and  pride  of  Eng- 
land to  represent  in  Europe  what  our 
Protestant  kinsmen  represent  in  Ireland 
— the  ascendancy  of  a  Protestant  few  in 
the  midst  of  a  Boman  Catholic  many — 
an  ascendancy  derived  £rom  that  ener- 
getic independence  of  character  which  it 
is  the  tendency  of  your  present  legisla- 
tion to  destroy.  My  Lords,  you  may 
call  this  Protestant  ascendancy,  and 
think  you  are  giving  it  a  bad  name. 
But  history  identifies  it  with  English 
ascendancy.  You  cannot  destroy  the 
one  and  preserve  the  other.  And  it  is 
against  this  English  ascendancy  that 
you,  an  English  Cabinet,  are  banded  to- 
gether to  make  war.  My  Lords,  in  such 
a  war  I,  for  one,  will  never  enlist.  I 
am  convinced  that  the  principle  on  which 
you  wage  it  will  prove  fatal  for  Ireland, 
as  it  has  already  proved  calamitous  and 
humiliating  for  England.  But  behind 
and  beyond  this  miserable  policy  I  re- 
cognize disasters  worse  than  civil  war — 
worse  oven  than  separation.  The  power 
of  England  has  survived,  and  may  again 
survive,  many  an  Irish  rebellion.  But 
let  England  onCe  prove  false  to  that  tra- 
ditional integrity  of  national  character 
which  refuses  to  bully  or  to  bubble  a 
man  out  of  what  is  honestly  and  legally 
his  own,  and  England  will  deservedly 
perish,  under  the  scorn  of  a  civilization 
whose  paramount  interest  she  has  be- 
trayed. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDEELEY 
said,  that  before  being  asked  to  vote  for 
the  Bill  their  Lordahips  ought  to  be 
told  whether  the  Government  would,  for 
the  future,  discountenance  the  continu- 
ance of  those  outrages  which  Mr.  Glad- 
stone and  Mr.  Bright  had  directly  en- 
couraged. 

Earl  SPENCER :  I  regret  to  have  to 
rise  at  so  late  a  period  of  the  evening, 
and  if  I  trespass  some  short  time  upon 
your  Lordships*  attention,  you  will  fool, 
I  am  sure,  that  I  do  so  only  on  account 
of  the  vast  importance  of  the  question 
before  us.  I  do  not  propose  to  follow 
the  noble  Earl  who  has  just  addressed 
us  into  the  variety  of  subjects  upon 
which  he  has  touched.  I  will  not  say 
anything  about  ascendancy  in  Ireland, 
the  restoration  of  the  Protestant  Church 
there,  or  the  confiscations  of  past  times. 
All  those  subjects  have  left  their  mark  in 
Ireland.  They  have  left,  I  am  afraid,  a 
great  deal  of  ill-feeling  and  sorenesSi 
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from  which  a  great  many  of  the  difflool- 
ties  with  which  we  have  now  to  deal 
spring.    I  should  like  to  refer  without 
i  further  delay  to  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne). 
I  My  noble  Friend   referred  in  rather  a 
;  sneering  way  to  the  Parchaae  Clause  in 
I  the  Bill  which  is  now  before  us,  saying 
'  that  it  was  intended  to  mark  the  dislike 
felt  by  the  Gt)vemment  for  large  pro- 
prietors in  Ireland.     Now,  I  wish  to  say 
distinctly  that  Her  Majesty's  Gbvem- 
I  ment  do  not  look  with  indifference  upon 
I  this  part  of  the  Bill,  or,  to  use  the  phrase 
i  of  another  noble  Marquess,  do  they  look 
,  upon  it  as  merely  ornamentation.    They 
]  conceive  that  it  is  one  of  the  most  import- 
I  ant  means  of  restorinfi;  peace,  quiet,  and 
!  contentment  to  Irelanci.    If  the  PorohaBe 
!  Clauses  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870  can  be 
carried  out  in  a  more  perfect  and  general 
manner,  and  if  we  can  turn  a  large 
number  of  occupiers  of  land  into  pro- 
prietors,  we  shall  be  much  more  likely 
to  gain  recruits  in  the  cause  of  law  and 
order    than    by  pouring  into    Ireland 
countless  soldiery  and  constabulary.    It 
was  in  the  Act  of  1870  that  the  principle 
contained  in  the  Purchase  CSUtuse  of  this 
Bill  was  first  introduced ;  but  the  clauses 
in  that  Act  were  not  efficacious.    But 
Her  Majesty's  Government  hope  to  im-^ 
prove  very  much  the  working  of  this 
clause.    One  of  the  defects  of  the  Act 
of  1870  was  that  there  was  no  especial 
provision  for  a  body  of  men  to  cany  out 
this  important  work.    In  the  Bill  now 
before  your  Lordships  the-  Land  Com- 
mission are  especially  directed  to  cany 
out  this  measure.    It  was  found  in  prac- 
tice that  the  purchase  of  their  holcunga 
by  tenants  was  exceedingly  difficult,  be- 
cause it  was  conducted  in  the  Landed 
Estates  Court,  and  also  for  this  reason 
— that  it  constantly  happened  that  part 
of  the  tenants  were  able  to  pay  and  an- 
other part  unable,  so  that  the  estate  was 
left  in  a  disjointed  state.     But  the  Com- 
mission will  be  empowered  to  buy  estates 
themselves,  provided  a  sufficient  number 
of  tenants  can  be  found  ready  to  pur- 
chase.    The  noble  Marquess  opposite 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury]  said,  witii 
regard  to  this  part  of  the  Bill,  that  the 
Government  did  not  lay  great  stress  on 
it.    Certainly  the  measure  has  not  been 
in  any  way  diminished  since  it  was  in- 
troduced into  the  other  House  with  re- 
spect to  those  clauses.    We  have  had  to- 
night reference  to  the  different  systems 
of  management  of  estates  in  England 
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and  Irelaad  respectively.  I  will  dwell 
for  a  very  few  minuteB  on  that  part  of 
the  sabject,  because  these  differences 
are,  to  a  great  extent,  the  cause  of  the 
difficulties  which  have  led  to  the  neces- 
sity of  dealing  with  the  Land  Question 
in  Ireland.  1  do  not  mean  to  cast  any 
blame  upon  the  landlords  of  Ireland. 
The  difference  arises  from  the  very  ne- 
cessity of  the  case.  In  England  we 
have  a  system  of  large  farms,  where  the 
owner  finds  almost  afi  the  capital  neces- 
sazy  to  work  the  farm.  In  Ireland  we 
have  a  system  of  small  farms,  where  it 
would  be  perfectly  impossible  for  the 
landlord  to  do  this  work.  Why,  in  Ire- 
land there  are  274,000  tenants  holding 
under  15  acres.  In  Oalway,  Kerry,  and 
the  adjoining  counties  118,000  out  of 
189,000  holdmgs  are  under  £10  valua- 
tion. How  would  it  be  possible  for  the 
landlords  dealing  with  these  small  hold- 
ings to  find  all  uie  capital  necessary  for 
the  equipment  of  these  farms?  My 
noble  Fnend  the  noble  Duke  behind  mo 
(tiie  Duke  of  Argyll),  in  a  short  debate 
which  took  place  a  few  nights  ago  on 
oottier  tenants,  quoted  the  case  of  an 
estate  where  there  were  nearly  4,000  ten- 
sntspaying  £4  rent  and  under.  Well, 
my  tx>rds,  how  would  it  be  possible  for 
the  landlord  to  make  the  permanent  im- 
provement on  holdings?  In  the  case 
quoted  by  my  noble  Friend  the  landlord 
would  be  mined  if  he  attempted  such  a 
thing  without  charging  interest  on  his 
ootlav,  and  the  tenant  would  be  totally 
unaUe  to  pay  such  a  large  addition  to 
his  rental.  The  fact  is,  that  rent  repre- 
sents different  things  in  the  two  coun- 
tties.  Speaking  roughly,  in  England 
it  represents  the  value  of  the  land  and 
the  interest  of  the  landlord's  capital 
spent  on  the  land.  In  Ireland  it  only 
xepreaents  the  letting  value  of  the  land. 
My  noble  Friend  opposite  speaks  of  the 
landlordB'  improvements  as  being  con- 
siderable. But  I  can  quote  a  very  high 
authority — that  of  Mr.  Elavanagh — to 
BDpport  what  I  am  now  saying.  But  I 
wJlf  more  particularly  refer  to  the  Bo- 
port  of  an  influential  body  of  men  in  Dub- 
j5n — the  Landlords'  Committee — who 
have  circulated  a  statement  on  this  sub- 
ject. What  do  we  find  in  the  Beport  of 
ftis  Committee  ?  They  made  a  survey 
o?er  a  great  part  of  Ireland — over  more 
than  half  that  coantry;  but  that  half 
nay  be  taken  as  typical  of  the  whole. 
"Frma  that  Beport  we  find  that  during 
40  yettrs  the  landlords  have  spent,  on 


an  average,  6^d,  per  acre  per  annum  in 
improvements.  In  some  cases — about 
one- seventh  of  the  whole— the  whole  of 
the  improvements  have  been  effected  by 
the  landlord ;  in  others  by  the  tenant 
alone;  and  in  the  rest,  partly  by  the 
landlord  and  partly  by  the  tenant.  I 
may  say  that  the  rent  per  acre  of  this 
Ifiurge  territory  is  about  11«.  4d,,  so  that 
the  average  cost  of  the  landlord's  im- 
provements is  about  4^  per  cent  on  the 
rental ;  whereas  in  England,  on  well- 
managed  estates,  the  annual  expendi- 
ture of  the  landlord  on  improvements 
varies  i&om  10  to  25  per  cent  on  the 
annual  rental.  It  may  oe  true  that  the 
Irish  tenants  have  not  improved  their 
holdings  as  much  as  they  might  have 
done ;  but  what  improvements  have 
been  made  have  been  done,  at  least  to 
a  large  extent,  by  the  tenants.  This 
constitutes  and  creates  that  intense  love 
of  his  holding  which  is  the  peculiar 
characteristic  of  the  Irish  people.  It 
also  creates  that  confusion  between  the 
interests  of  the  landlord  and  the  tenant 
which  very  often  leave  matters  in  such 
a  tangled  skein  that  it  is  almost  impos- 
sible to  unravel  it,  and  to  separate  the 
interests  of  the  landlord  from  those  of 
the  tenant.  This  is  one  of  the  reasons 
why  it  is  so  necessary  to  deal  with  this 
subject  of  rent.  There  has  arisen  in 
Ireland  a  peculiar  custom,  to  which 
frequent  reference  has  been  made.  I 
refer  to  the  Ulster  tenant  right.  Now, 
my  Lords,  I  need  not  dwell  upon  all  the 
principles  of  that  custom,  such  as  the 
power  of  the  landlord  to  raise  the  rent, 
the  veto  which  he  has  upon  the  incom- 
ing tenant,  or  the  security  of  the  tenant 
provided  that  he  pays  his  rent.  These 
highly  important  matters  will,  no  doubt, 
be  discussed  in  Committee.  They  are 
more  or  less  incidents  common  to  English 
tenancies  ;  but  I  wish  to  notice  an  inci- 
dent which  specially  marks  the  Ulster 
Custom — namely,  the  right  of  the  tenant 
to  sell  the  goodwill  of  his  holding.  Now, 
as  far  as  this  part  of  the  custom  goes, 
when  exorcised  for  the  purpose  of  com- 
pensation for  improvements  made  by  the 
tenant  himself,  I  can  conceive  that  there 
can  be  no  objection  whatever  to  it ;  but 
when  the  price  given  goes  beyond  the 
improvements,  I  admit  that  in  theory  I 
have  alwa3's  seen  great  objection  and 
faults  in  the  system.  The  price  of  the 
tenant  right  beyond  actual  just  compen- 
sation for  work  done  and  money  ex- 
pended seems  to  be  money  unneeossnrily 
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laid  out  by  the  tenant  and  money  which 
would  be  useful  to  him  for  improvements 
or  other  inyestments.  So  far,  my  Lords, 
in  theory  I  agree  with  those  who  are 
against  the  Ulster  Custom  ;  but  t  am 
bound  to  say  that  in  practice  the  custom 
has  worked  well  and  is  agreeable  to 
Irish  ideas.  The  origin  of  the  custom  is 
matter  of  dispute  :  but,  in  my  opinion,  it 
is  probable  that  it  arose  in  consequence 
of  the  difficulties  there  were  in  settling 
about  the  improvements  made  by  the  ten- 
ant on  the  farm.  The  tenant  made  im- 
provements, and  this  custom  in  the  out- 
set sprang  up  from  an  endeavour  to 
compensate  him.  I  am  sure  the  noble 
Duke  behind  me  would  not  object  to 
that.  In  practice,  the  Ulster  Custom  has 
worked  exceedingly  well.  Ulster  is  the 
only  part  of  Ireland  in  which  anything 
like  prosperity  prevails  among  the 
people.  Although  there  have  been 
more  evictions  in  Ulster  than  elsewhere, 
it  has  been  comparatively  free  from  the 
agprarian  crime  which  usually  accompanies 
them  in  other  parts  of  Ireland.  This  is 
evidence  of  the  smooth  working  of  ten- 
ant right  in  Ulster.  Changes  of  tenancy 
take  place,  owing  to  the  existence  of 
tenant  right,  quietly  and  without  the 
violence  which  accompanies  such  changes 
elsewhere.  Last  year  the  proportion  of 
crimes  to  convictions  was  two  to  one  in 
Ulster,  and  out  of  Ulster,  three  to  one. 
The  changes  the  Bill  introduces  are 
founded  on  strict  analogy  to  the  Ulster 
Custom,  which  will  be  reproduced  more 
or  less  in  other  parts  of  the  country. 
It  is  said  that  certain  consequences  wUl 
follow ;  but  do  they  exist  in  Ulster  ? 
Are  the  amenities  of  ownership  fewer 
in  Ulster  than  elsewhere  ?  No  evi- 
dence of  that  is  to  be  found.  The  pro- 
portions of  resident  to  non-resident  pro- 
prietors are  in  Ulster  as  five  to  one,  in 
Leinster  three  and  a-half  to  one,  in 
Munster  three  to  one,  and  in  Connaught 
four  to  one ;  so  that  in  Ulster  there  are 
more  resident  proprietors  than  in  other 
parts.  These  facts  are  worthy  of  our 
consideration,  when  we  are  told  so  much 
against  the  extension  of  tenant  right  to 
the  rest  of  Ireland.  We  havo  heard  a 
good  deal  about  the  confiscation  of  the 
landlord's  property.  It  has  been  said 
that  rent  will  be  diminished,  and  the 
landlord  deprived  of  what  he  ought  to 
receive.  But  in  Ulster,  notwithstanding 
tenant  right,  the  prioe  of  land  has  been 
higher  than  in  any  other  parte  of  the 

£arl  8pmp&r 


country.  This  is  proved  bj  the  evi- 
dence of  Mr.  Stewart  Trench,  before  the 
Lords'  Committee  in  1867.     He  says — 

"  I  think  the  land  in  the  North  of  Ireland 
with  which  I  am  acquainted  is  let  higher  in 
proportion  to  its  intrinsic  value,  notliwithatand« 
ing  the  tenant  right  which  exists  there,  than 
the  land  in  other  counties  which  I  have  to  deal 
with." 

Mr.  Filgate,  also  Lord  Downahire's 
agent,  states — 

*'  If  there  was  no  tenant  right  upon  the  estate 
he  would  not  place  a  higher  rent  upon  tiie  Isnns. 
When  putting  a  value  upon  the  farm,  the  fact 
of  the  existence  of  tenant  right  would  not  indues 
him  to  impose  a  lower  rent  upon  the  land  than 
he  would  impose  supposing  there  was  no  tenant 
right." 

This  evidence  showed  that  the  Ulster 
tenant  right  has  not  lowered  the  Talue 
of  estates  in  that  part  of  the  country. 
I  could  quote  Betums  as  to  the  sales 
of  property  throughout  Ireland  since 
1870  to  prove  this.  These  Betums 
show  that  the  prices  of  land  sold  in 
the  Landed  Estates  Court  during  three 
years  ending  October  31 ,  1874,  wore 
higher  in  Ulster  than  in  any  otI\er  part 
of  Ireland.  I  am  quite  aware  that 
there  may  be  considerable  difference 
of  opinion  as  to  whether  the  Ulster 
tenant  right  custom  is  the  outcome  of 
the  prosperity  of  Ulster,  or  tiie  pros- 
perity of  Ulster  the  outcome  ox  the 
Ulster  tenant  right.  I  will  not  give 
any  dogmatic  opinion  on  the  subject; 
but  I  am  justified  in  saying  that  there 
is  no  evidence  that  the  landlords  are 
driven  away,  that  crime  is  greater, 
or  land  less  valuable  where  the  Ulster 
tenant  right  has  existed  for  so  many 
years  past.  Therefore,  I  think  that  aU 
the  fefiurs  with  regard  to  this  Ulster 
Custom  in  practice  are  not  well  founded. 
The  noble  Marquess  opposite  used  some 
very  strong  expressions  to-night,  and 
told  us  that  the  Bill  was  the  result  of 
fear.  But  the  noble  Marquess  himself 
answered  that  accusation  aeainst  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  for  he  imme- 
diately afterwards  admitted  that  he 
thought  there  was  reason  for  legisla- 
tion, as  it  had  been  always  expected.  I 
would  like  to  quote  an  opinion  whioh 
the  opposite  Benches  will  treat  with  con- 
siderable respect,  the  opinion  of  Mastelr 
Fitzgibbon,  who  took  the  greatoet  inte- 
rest in  the  Land  Question,  was  connected 
through  his  official  position  with  many 
large  estates,  and  wrote  sevoral  worki 
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on  the  Bnbjeot.  He  said  this — ^the  cor- 
roding social  disease  of  Ireland  from 
wliicli  all  others  radicate  is  the  mutual 
distrust  of  landlords  and  tenants.  I  am 
really  afraid  that  this  distrust  is  at  the 
bottom  of  the  necessity  for  all  the  legisla- 
tion that  has  taken  place  at  various  times. 
We  find  it  dwelt  upon  by  the  Devon  Oom- 
misaion.  I  need  not  quote  again  what  has 
been  already  quoted  to-night,  the  passage 
where  the  Devon  Commission  points 
out  the  grave  position  of  affairs  in  Ire- 
land, owing  to  the  great  distrust  which 
existed  between  landlord  and  tenant. 
That  cannot  be  illustrated  more  forcibly 
than  was  done  by  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll)  the  other  night,  when 
he  referred  to  the  conflicting  evidence 
g^ven  before  the  Bessborough  Commis- 
sion. There  we  have  landlord  and  ten- 
ant directly  contradicting  each  other.  Is 
not  that  a  sign  how  much  this  mutual 
distrust  exists  in  Ireland?  Then  we 
have  the  evidence  of  the  unhappy  agita- 
tion that  has  been  going  on  for  the  last 
year  or  so.  Would  any  of  your  Lord- 
ships believe  that  the  Land  League 
oomd  exercise  its  baneful  influence  if 
tiiere  had  been  no  sympathy  among  the 
tenants  and  no  want  of  confidence  in  the 
landlords  ?  I  think  it  is  childish  to  sup- 
pose that  such  an  agitation  could  be  car- 
ried on  successfully  without  some  grave 
cause  of  discontent.  We  have  heard  re- 
peatedly of  the  various  Acts  to  remedy 
this  discontent ;  we  had  the  Act  of  I860, 
and  the  more  recent  legislation  in  1 870, 
which  last  attempt,  as  most  persons  ad- 
mity  has  conferred  great  benefits  on  the 
Iridi  tenantiy.  It  legalized  the  Ulster 
tenant  right,  it  checked  capricious  evic- 
tions, and  g^ve  the  tenants  compensa- 
tion in  certain  cases ;  but'  its  principles 
were  not  carried  out  to  their  logical  con- 
dusions.  There  was  the  famous  clause 
by  which  the  tenant  obtained  compen- 
sation whenever  he  was  evicted,  except 
lor  non-payment  of  rent ;  and  what  hap- 
pened ?  It  was  not  foreseen  or  intended, 
out  a  ^M-proprietarv  right  was  given 
to  the  tenant  by  that  Act.  The  tenant, 
however,  found  that  he  lost  all  the  bene- 
fits of  the  Act  when  the  season  was  so 
bad  that  by  nor  fault  of  his  own  ho  was 
nnaUe  to  pay  his  rent,  and  he  naturally 
thought  himself  hardly  treated.  It  has 
been  said  that  there  are  always  quoted 
the  oases  of  about  half-a-dozen  apocry- 
l^ial  landlords  who  unjustly  raised  their 
rent;   bat  I  think  the  Beports  prove 
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that  the  unjust  raising  of  rent  is  much 
more  common.  The  Bill  itself  has  been 
described  so  often  to-night  that  I  need 
not  dwell  upon  its  provisions  at  any 
length.  In  some  quarters  too  much 
stress  has  been  laid  on  the  power  of  the 
Court;  but  it  should  be  remembered 
that  application  to  the  Court  can  only 
be  made  in  the  case  of  present  tenancieSi 
and  that  in  many  instances  the  tenants 
on  well-managed  estates  will  not  wish  to 
go  to  the  Court.  As  for  the  right  of 
free  sale,  which  is  taken  from  the  Ulster 
Custom,  it  is  in  conformity  with  the 
wishes  and  habits  of  the  Irish  people, 
and  is,  in  fact,  the  only  mode  in  which 
they  understand  a  payment  for  the  im- 
provements they  have  made  in  their  hold- 
ings. The  Court  about  to  be  established 
wm  be  a  court  of  conciliation  between 
the  tenant  and  the  landlord.  It  is  for 
the  purpose  of  bringing  about  a  peace- 
ful and  satisfactory  solution  of  the  ques- 
tion that  we  have  for  a  time  to  resort  to 
this  exceptional  mode  of  proceeding.  I 
need  not  dwell  at  any  length  on  other 
portions  of  the  Bill.  Some  noble  Lords 
have  spoken  as  if  the  Emigpration  Clause 
was  a  mere  farce,  and  not  intended  to 
have  any  effect.  I  believe  the  clause, 
which  is  a  voluntary  clause,  may  be  of 
vast  importance  in  relieving  the  over- 
populated  and  poverty-stricken  parts  of 
the  country.  The  tenant's  right  of  sell- 
ing his  interest  will  also  contribute  to 
the  same  result.  From  Ulster,  where 
the  right  already  exists,  there  is  often 
more  emigration  than  from  elsewhere. 
With  regard  to  the  clause  relating  to 
waste  lands,  I  cannot  say  that  I  look 
very  hopefully  upon  its  provisions,  for  I 
boliove  that  capital  will  always  flow  to 
the  channel  in  which  it  is  wanted ;  and  if 
there  had  been  any  possibility  of  re- 
claiming waste  land  in  Ireland  to  any 
large  extent,  I  believe  some  of  the  sur- 
plus capital  of  this  country  would  al- 
ready have  found  an  outlet  in  that  direc- 
tion. Others,  however,  held  different 
views,  and,  consequently,  wo  have  in- 
troduced into  the  Bill  a  clause  facili- 
tating loans  to  public  bodies  for  purposes 
of  reclamation.  Before  I  conclude  I 
wish  to  say  one  word  on  a  point  about 
which  we  have  heard  a  great  deal.  It  is 
constantly  said  that  compensation  ought 
to  bo  given  to  the  landlords.  But  the 
Government  deny  that  there  will  be  any 
confiscation  of  the  landlords'  property, 
and  therefore  they  cannot  assent  to  the 
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principle  of  oompensatioii.  When  we 
are  told  of  the  serious  responsibilities 
which  we  have  undertaken  in  intro- 
ducing  this  measure,  it  would  sometimes 
seem  as  if  noble  Lords  had  forgotten  the 
condition  in  which  various  parts  of  Ire- 
land are.  I  will  only  call  your  Lord- 
ships' attention  to  one  very  painful  sign 
of  the  sad  state  of  that  country.  I 
allude  to  the  sympathy  that  is  shown 
with  lawlessness  and  the  prevailing  anti- 
pathy to  law.  In  many  parts  of  the 
country  the  people  have  a  law  of  their 
own,  which  they  prefer  to  the  law  of 
the  country.  What  is  the  result  ?  That 
odium  justly  due  to  crime  is  thus  per- 
verted into  sympathy  with  the  criminal, 
and  duty  to  society  is  overborne  by  what 
is  considered  as  a  sacred  obligs^on  to 
screen  a  fellow-sufferer  from  a  law  which 
they  neither  value  nor  respect.  I  have 
shown  that  there  is  need  for  a  reform  of 
the  landlord.  There  is,  therefore,  some 
justice  in  the  views  of  these  farmers.  If 
those  views  are  not  just,  no  Gk>vemment 
ou^ht  to  give  way  to  them.  If  they  are, 
I  mink  we  ought  to  do  our  utmost  to 
reconcile  the  people  of  Ireland  to  the 
laws  and  excite  their  sympathy  instead 
of  their  antipathy.  My  Lords,  this  Bill 
is  exceptional  in  its  character,  but  it  is 
not  more  exceptional  than  the  condition 
of  Ireland.  The  measure  is  a  strong 
one ;  if  it  were  weaker  it  would  have  no 
effect  in  Ireland.  It  is  necessary  to 
reconcile  landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland; 
it  is  necessary  to  create  a  permanent, 
sound,  and  cordial  good  will  between  the 
Irish  and  the  English  nations ;  it  is  neces- 
sary if  we  are  to  maintain  the  Union 
between  the  two  countries  by  peaceable 
means,  and  not  by  armed  force.  I 
sincerely  trust  that  your  Lordships  will 
not  only  give  a  second  reading  to  the 
Bill,  but  send  it  to  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  without  any  material  altera- 
tion. 

Movedy  ''That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned." — {The  Duke  of  Argyll,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  To* 
morrow. 

SHOP  HOUBS  REGULATION  BILL   [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  regulato  the  houn  of  labour  in  Bhops 
and  warehouBeB—Was  presented  by  The  Etu-1 
Stanhopb  ;  read  I*.    (No.  191.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  One 

0  clock,  till  To-morrow,  half 

past  Ten  o'clock. 

Xarl  Spencer 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  Ut  August,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Supply— «m«»ifor^rf  in  Committee 
— Resolutions  [Juhr  29]  reported. 

Public  Bills  —  Kesolutions  in  Committee  — 
Savingrs  Banks  and  Post  OfiSce  Savings  Banks, 
and  Securities  in  Chancer}'  Division;  East 
Indian  Loans,  Annuities,  &c.  *, 

Ordered  —  First  Beading  —  Irish  Church  Act 
Amendment  ♦  [235]. 

First  Reading — Universities  (Scotland)  Regis* 
tration  of  Parliamentary  Vot^s,  &c.  *  1 282] ; 
British  Honduras  (Court  of  Appeal)  *  [238j; 
Pedlars  (Certificates)  ♦  [2841. 

Select  Committee — Report  —  Conveyancing  and 
Law  of  Property  [No.  96]. 

Committee  —  Report — Regulation  of  the  Forces 
[193];  Wild  Birds  ^tection  Act  (ISSO) 
Amendment  [226];  Superannuation  (Post 
Office  and  Works)  •  [228]. 

Considered  as  amendea— Third  Reading — Soxn- 
mary  Procedure  (Scotland)  Amendment* 
[216],  and  passed. 

Third  Reading— FxLhUo  Works  Loans «  [211], 
and  passed. 

Withdrawn  —  Augmentation  of  Benefices  Act 
Amendment  *  [68] ;  Educational  Endowments 
(Scotland)  *  [65  J ;  Rivers  Conservancy  and 
Floods  Prevention  (re'Comm.)  *  [120] ;  En- 
tailed Estates  Conversion  (Scotland)  *  [2031 ; 
Imprisonment  for  Debt  Abolition*  [170 J; 
Bouer  Explosions*  [39]. 

QUJBSTiairs. 


LAW  AND  POLICE-FLOWER  SELLERS 
IN  ISLINGTON. 

Mb.  OAEINOTON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  hie  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  case  of  two  poor  women  who  were 
charged  by  the  police  at  Islington  Police 
Court  on  the  20th  of  July  1881  and  fined 
sixpence  and  four  shillings  costs  for  caus- 
ing an  obstruction  by  selling  flowers  in 
High  Street,  Islington;  whether  it  is 
true  that  women  have  been  in  the  habit 
of  selling  flowers  at  that  same  spot  for 
the  last  twenty-five  years,  and  that  the 
women  did  not  occupy  any  part  of  the 
pavement,  but  only  stood  in  the  gutter ; 
whether  he  wUl  inform  the  House  why, 
if  any  obstruction  really  exists,  the 
tradesmen  of  that  locality  whose  goods 
are  displayed  on  the  pavement,  thereby 
causing  a  great  obstruction  to  foot  pas- 
sengers and  also  temptation  to  theft, 
were  not  summoned  also ;  and,  whether 
he  will  issue  orders  to  the  police  not  to 
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intfirfere  with  these  poor  women  in  the 
ftiture  and  thereby  prevent  them  &om 
eamiQR  ui  honeat  living,  and,  in  the 
case  ofone  of  tham,  from  supporting  her 
agod  parent  and  her  family  ? 

S™  WILLIAM  HAECOTJET.in  reply, 
aaid,  that  since  the  hon.  Member  nad 
given  Notice  of  the  Question  he  had 
Had  an  opportunity  of  inquiring  into  it, 
and  he  found  that  summonses  were  issued 
as  stated  in  the  Question ;  but  that  it  was 
on  the  appUoation  of  the  shopkeepers  in 
the  neighbourhood,  vhich,  in  the  par- 
ticular ^tot  mentioned,  was  very  otowoed, 
and  it  iras  complained  that  the  baskets 
that  were  put  there  interfered  with  the 
nanrow  footway.  There  had  been  pro- 
poaala  made  to  the  women  who  sold 
flowers  there  to  take  a  station  at  a  spot 
not  verr  far  distant.  That,  however, 
they  did  not  seem  disposed  to  adopt ; 
other  summonses  had  consequently  beeo 
issued.  He  had  communicated  with  the 
police  on  the  subject,  and  they,  aa  well 
aa  himself,  were  averse  to  persona  en- 
gaged in  these  harmless  occupations 
Ming  interfered  with.  The  Chief  Super- 
intendent of  Police  had  communicated 
with  the  President  of  the  London  Flower 
Brigade  Hiseion,  and  it  was  hoped  that, 
with  the  oo-operation  of  the  Miesion,  the 
flower  girla  would  he  induced  to  remove 
to  new  stations  selected  for  them.  In 
the  meantime  the  summonses  had  been 
withdrawn. 


Lord  BANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
laked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Ideutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  his 
intention,  during  the  coming  Becess,  to 
prepare  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  Endowed 
Bchoola  of  Ireland? 

Mn.  W.  E.  F0B8TEE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  Beport  of  the  CommissioneTs 
would  be  considered;  but  as  he  could  not 
tell  what  would  be  the  General  Businesj 
orthe  Irish  Business  of  next  Sesiiion,  he 
oonld  not  say  at  what  time  a  Bill  would 
be  introduoM. 

KDIA  —  PROTESTANT  MISSIONARIES 
IN  CALCUTTA. 
He.  DALBYMFLE  asked  the  Secro- 
taiy  of  State  for  India,  Whether  it  is 
bue  that  six  Protestant  missionaries 
hare  been  or  are  about  to  be  put  upon 
their  tzial  for  open  air  preaching  in  Cal- 
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cutta ;  and,  whether  he  and  Lord  Bipou 
approve  the  action  of  the  Government  of 
Bengal  in  endeavouring  to  suppress  this 
form  of  work  by  Protestant  missionarioe 
which  has  hittierto  been  unmolested  P 

TnB  MAaauEBB  ov  HARTINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  tliat  no  of&cial  informa* 
tion  on  the  subject  referred  to  had 
been  received  at  the  India  Office ;  but 
on  reference  to  the  Indian  nowspapera 
he  found  that  three  Protestant  mis- 
sionaries had  been  prosecuted  in  the 
Magistrate's  Court  at  Calcutta  for  dia- 
obeying  an  order  of  the  Commieoioner 
of  Police  prohibiting  the  holding  of  open 
air  preaching  in  the  enclosed  squares  of 
Calcutta,  except  by  permission  in  writing. 
The  magistrate,  on  July  3,  decided  that 
the  Commissioner  of  Police  was  not 
legally  empowered  to  make  such  an 
order,  and  that  in  doing  so  he  had  acted 
ultra  Kiret.  Other  missionaries  were  sum* 
mooed  on  a  similar  chare^e ;  but  the 
oases  against  them  had  not  been  brought 
forward.  Since  the  judgment  of  the 
magistrate  was  delivered,  the  Calcutta 
MissionaryConferencehadcommunicated 
with  the  Lieutenant  Oovomor  of  Bengal, 
who  had  replied  in  a  conciliatory  spirit, 
proposing  an  amicable  discueeion  of  the 
subject  with  aview,  if  possible,  of  recon- 
ciling all  conflicting  interests  and  secur- 
ing the  msintonance  of  peace  and  order 
during  preaching  in  the  enclosed  squares 
of  Calcutta.  Although  he  had  received 
no  official  information,  he  had  heard 
very  fully  in  an  unofficial  manner  from 
the  Viceroy  in  reference  to  those  pro- 
ceedings. The  action  taken  by  the  police 
and  municipal  authorities  was  in  noway 
instigated  by  the  Viceroy  or  the  Indian 
Qovomment.  The  Viceroy,  in  fact,  knew 
nothing  of  the  proceedings  until  he  read 
an  account  of  them  in  the  newspapers, 
and  ho  had  done  all  in  his  power  to 
promote  a  friendly  settlement  of  the 
matter,  which  he  hoped  would  now  be 
arrived  at. 

ARMY— irEAVY    EIFLED    ORDNANCE- 
CASE  OF  MR.  LYNALL  THOMAS. 
Mb.  LEAKE  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  he  has  read  a 
Petition  presented  to  the  House  by  Mr. 
Lynall  Thomas  begging  that  his  daima 
in   connection    with   the  invention   and 
introduction   into  the  services  of  largo 
rifled  guns  may  be  referred  to  a  Soleot 
Committee  of  the  House;  and,  whether 
ha  will,  in  conBidorntton  of  all  the  cir- 
N  2 


859          Corrupt  Praeticss            (OOMMONB)  ai£(ectiani.             860 

onmstances  of  the  case,  aocede  to  an  in-  Admiralty  to  extend  the  same  compas- 

ye8tigation,a8prayedfor  by  Mr.  Thomas,  sion  to  them,  and  it  would  be  difficult, 

and  thereby  terminate  a  litigation  which  if  not  impossible,  to  refuse  them  what 

appears  to  have  impoverished  that  gen-  was  granted  to  Mr.  Thomas. 

tieman  without  securing  for  him  the 

compensation  awarded  by  a  special  jury  WETGHTS  AND  MEASURES  ACT,  187»— 

in   the   suit  of  Thomas  v.   the   Queen  THE  DECniAL  SYSTEM. 

tried  before  the  Chief  Baron  in  Feb-  ^^    ^    ^    SULLIVAN  asked  the 

^^7^  ,,    'J''9    amounting  in  full  to  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 

Mk    CHILDERS  :  Sir,  I  asked  my  °^^^^'   ]\^'  ^?  ^^^^  '^ n'  "^'^T^} 

ou-it.  yj_Lj.Aji^xjxvk^          \..  ~j      ^,  /  many  of  the  prmcipal  lewellers  and  sil- 


i^Tl\'''^^^''-?H^*^/^^^,ro^t^^  decimal  systL^'oVweighV^wil^  ""tht 

the  shorthand-wnter's  notes  of  the  trial  trov  and  irrain  as  base^  waa  made 

before  the  late  Lord  Chief  Baron  in  ounce  troy  ana  grain  as  oases,  was  xnaae 

i^v!           lo^w       J  iV                  *       A  compulsory  on  lewellers  and  silversmiths, 

February  1877,  and  the  arguments  and  ^^  1"^^^  ^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^  ^^^^^  ^ 

judgment   of  the    Diyisional  Court  of  ^^  •„•  «   o»«««»oii«.    ««^    ^\*^*^\>^  i,^ 

U^-s  Bench  in  June.  1877    The  facts  PSrSr:;.Te::Sl  A  ^^Zi^^ 

are,  shortly  these.    Mr  Lynall  Thomas  ^  ^^^  ^^      ^,  ^^^  .^^      j. 

claimed  to  have  originated  certain  im-  form  observance  ? 

provements  in  heavy  ordnance,  and  he  j^^   CHAMBERLAIN  aaid.  he  had 

sought  to  have  certain  expenses,  incurred  ^^^^  ^quested  by  his  right  hoi.  Friend 

in  1854  and  subsequent  years,  re-mi-  ♦«  renlv  to  this  Question     The  adoDtion 

bursed  to  him,  togedier  with  a  payment  ^^  ^^f  ^^        ^^^  „f  ^ J  j^^  ^^  ^^^ 

for  the  value  of  his  inventaon     After  ^^^^^  Jf^  '^^^  permiLive,  not  oom- 

repeated  refusals  on  the  part  of  succes-  j^,^^      ^    ^^  20tV  section  if  the  Aet 

sive  Swsretanes  of  State,  he  commenced  ^^^^  ^  ^^  ^j^^  Question  of  the  hon. 

proceedings  at  law  against  the  War  D^  ^^  j^^^  jt^^,^,    H^  ^^  ^^ 

partment,  and  m  March,  1877,  obtained  ^        ^      ^       ^  ^      ^^ 

a  verdict  for  £6,500,  a  portion  of  the  ^•^^^■t^  „„.  a;a  i.«  ikc-v  K  j>«-w.ki> 

expenses  which  he  stateS  he  had  in-  P™<»Pl«.  "O'  ^^  he  think  it  desirable. 

curred.    and    was    entitled  to    recover,  

under  'a  contract  with  the  War  Office!  CORRUPT  PRACTICES  A^^^ 

In  June,   1877,  the  War  Office  applied  REPORTED  MAGISTRATES, 

to  the  Full  Court  to  set  aside  the  verdict  Mb.  ANDERSON  asked  Mr.  Attor- 

on  the  ground  that  no  such  contract  ney  General,  K  all  the  justices  of  the 

existed,  and  that  the  verdict  was  against  peace  whom  the  Lord  Chancellor  re- 

the  evidence,  and  the  Full  Court  imani-  cently  called  upon  to  show  eanse  why 

mously  decided  that  no  contract  existed  they  should  not  be  removed  from  the 

so  as  to  entitle  Mr.  Thomas  to  prefer  Bench  in  consequence  of  corrupt  prac- 

any  claim  against  the  Crown,  and  they  tices  in  connection  with  Parliamentazy 

let  it  to  Mr.  Thomas  to  appe^.    He  has  Elections,  have  now  either  resimed  or 

not  appealed,  and  the  judgment  is,  there-  been  struck  off  the  roll ;  and,  if  so,  if 

fore,  final.     My  hon.  Friend  now  asks  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  a  complete 

me  whether  I  will  accede  to  an  investi-  list  of  them  ? 

tionof  the  subject  by  a  Select  Committee  Mr.  T.  COLLINS  asked  whether  it 

of  the  House  of  Commons.  I  regret  that  was  the  intention  to  publish  a  list  of 

I  cannot  consent  to  this  course.     Mr.  these  magistrates  ? 

Thomas  has,  in  my  opinion,  no  claim.  The  ATTORNEY   GENERAL   (Sir 

legal  or  equitable,  on  the  Exchequer;  Hexry  James),  in  reply,  said,  it  had 

and  if,   out  of  compassion  for  him,  a  been  decided  that  28   Justices  of  the 

Committee  were  appointed  to  review  the  Peace  had  been  guilty  of  corrupt  prao- 

decisions  of  the  responsible  Ministers  of  tices  in  connection  with  Parliamentary 

the  Crown,  commencing  in  1 860,  and  of  Elections,  and  one  death  reduced  the 

the  High  Court  of  Justice  four  years  number  to  27.     Of  that  number,  25  had 

ago,  the  House  would  be  called  upon  by  been  directed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor 

the  shoals  of  speculative  inventors  who  that  their  names  should  be  removed  from 

have  made  claims  on  the  War  Office  and  the  Commission  of  the  Peace,  and  of 
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then  14  had  resigned.  Several  of  the 
other  cases,  for  good  and  Bufficient  roa- 
Bons,  were  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor.  In  answer  to  the 
Qnestion  whether  he  would  lay  on  the 
Table  a  complete  list  of  those  Justices 
who  had  resisnad  or  been  struck  off  the 
ntlls,  he  woud  say  that  complete  lists 
of  the  names  of  those  Justices  had  al- 
zeady  been  published  in  the  districts  in 
which  they  exercised  jurisdiction,  and  it 
was  known  in  those  localities  that  they 
had  received  this  practical  censare  from 
ttw  Lord  Chancellor ;  and,  as  there  might 
bOTery  different  degrees  in  the  breaches 
of  the  law  which  they  had  committed — 
many  of  them  being  of  a  purely  technical 
eharaoter — he  must  say  that  he  did  not 
ibink  it  would  be  fair  to  lay  on  the 
Table  a  full  list,  inasmuch  as  to  do  so 
would  be  to  preBumably  inolude  in  the 
same  category  all  the  offending  Justices, 
without  reference  to  the  relative  gravity 
of  the  offences  which  tbey  had  com- 
mitted. He  thought  thoy  had  already 
leceived  sufficient  punishment  without 
the  additional  disgrace  of  being  thus 

e'aoed  together.  If,  however,  the  hon. 
ember  wished  to  move  for  a  Return 
of  the  names,  he  was  in  a  position  to  do 
so,  and  then  it  would  be  for  the  House 
to  take  upon  itself  a  responsibility  which 
he  (the  Attorney  General)  did  not  see 
Hs  way  to  assuming. 

Hb.  HEALY  wished  to  ask  whether 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
aware  that  200  persona  were  now  incar- 
cerated in  Ireland  without  any  trial,  and 
that  no  distinction  was  made  between 
John  DUlon  or  any  of  the  remainder  ? 

Ms.  J.  COWEN  asked  if  all  the 
piDsecutions  contemplated  bad  been  in- 
stituted, and  if  the  Attorney  General 
oonld  state  how  many  had  roaulted  in  a 
conviction? 

Th«  ATTOENET  general  (Sir 
Hexbt  Jakxs)  said,  that  all  the  prose- 
CQtionB  had  been  proceeded  with  mat  it 
iras  intended  to  take,  except  two  cases 
of  poor  persons  at  Sandwich,  who  were 
itated  to  have  emigrated,  or,  at  least, 
thtce  seemed  no  way  of  making  them 
■manable.  He  would  not  enter  into  a 
conplicated  account  of  what  had  taken 
place  at  Boston ;  but  there  had  been  one 
OMtTietioD,  in  two  coses  the  jury  hod 
been  discharged  without  a  verdict,  and 
in  one  instance  no  service  of  summons 
oonU  be  effected,  and  although  a  war- 
nat  had  been  iained,  this  had  so  far 


been  unsuccessful  in  arresting  the  party. 
There  had  been  nine  charges  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Sandwich  Election,  and  in 
verdicts  of  guilty  had  been  re- 
turned. In  Macclesfield  tbero  were  two, 
and  verdicts  of  guilty  in  each  case. 

INDIA— (FINANCE,  &t.)— ANNUITIEB 

AND  FURLOUGH  PAY. 
Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  it  is 
the  fact,  as  stated  in  the  "  Statesman  " 
of  1st  July,  1881.  that,  during  the  year 
1878-9,  more  than  tbree  millions  ster- 
ling were  paid  &om  the  Revenues  of 
India  to  persons  not  resident  in  India 
as  annuities  and  furlough  pay;  and, 
whether  the  Government  will  take  any 
steps  to  diminish  this  annual  drain  on 
the  Indian  taxpayers? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  the  sum  mentioned  in  the 
Question  of  the  Lon.  Member  was  accu- 
rate ;  but  he  must  point  out  that,  in  the 
case  of  covenanted  servants,  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  pensions  had  boon  paid  by 
the  persons  who  received  them  in  the 
shape  of  a  percentage  of  4  per  cent 
upon  their  incomes  during  the  whole 
period  of  their  senico.  The  whole  ques- 
tion of  thcBo  charges  had  been  referred 
to  a  Committee  of  Council  for  investiga- 
tion and  report,  and  it  was  found  that 
it  was  not  posBiile  materially  to  reduce 
"this  annual  drain"  on  the  Revenues 
of  India.  The  only  way  in  which  this 
charge  could  be  heroaiter  reduced  would 
be  the  further  employment  in  important 
positions  of  Natives  of  India.  Several 
suggestions  on  that  subject  had  been 
made  from  time  to  time  by  the  Home 
Government  to  the  Government  of  In- 
dia ;  and  no  opportunity  would  be  lost 
of  improseiDg  the  importance  of  this 
upon  them. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  whether  any 
appreciable  progress  had  been  made  in 
the  direction  of  employing  Natives  of 
India  in  important  positions  ? 

The  Mabqubsb  of  HARTINQTON 
said,  that  undoubtedly  progress  was 
being  made  in  that  direction. 

INDIA-OUTBREAK  OP  PRISONERS. 
Mh.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  an  outbreak  has  occurred  in 
I  the  gaol  of  Gulburga,  in  which  a  large 
'  number  of  native  prieoners  and  Sepoys 
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have  been  killed  and  wonnded  ;  and, 
whether  he  can  state  the  exact  number 
of  casualties,  and  what  steps  are  being 
taken  to  ascertain  the  causes  of  the  out- 
break? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  that  Gulburga  Gaol  was 
in  the  Native  State  of  Hyaerabad,  and 
belonged  to  the  Nizam,  and  that  no  offi- 
cial Keport  had  been  received  on  the 
subject. 

EGYPT— THE  JUDICIAL  SYSTEM. 

MR.BOURKE  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  What 
measures  have  been  proposed  by  the 
Government  of  France  for  improving 
the  judicial  system  in  Egypt ;  and,  whe- 
ther these  proposals  have  oeen  made  in 
concert  with  England  and  the  other 
Powers  now  represented  upon  the  judi- 
cial tribunals  in  Egypt  ? 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  No,  Sir ; 
no  such  measures  have  as  yet  been  pro- 
posed ;  but  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
in  concert  with  the  Government  of 
France,  are  engaged  at  the  present  time 
in  examining  the  result  of  the  labours 
of  the  International  Commission  with  a 
view  to  offer  any  observations  that  they 
may  have  to  submit  thereupon  before 
the  re-assembling  of  the  Commission  in 
November. 

AFGHANISTAN— BRITISH  ASSISTANCE 
TO  THE  AMEER  OF  CABUL. 

Sir  HENEY  TYLER  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India,  To  be  good 
enough  to  state  to  the  House  in  general 
terms  the  total  amount  of  assistance — in 
money,  guns,  military  stores,  or  other- 
wise,— that  has  been  afforded,  out  of 
British  and  Indian  resources,  up  to  the 
present  time,  to  Abdurrahman,  Ameer  of 
Cabul ;  and,  whether  it  is  intended,  now 
that  his  army  has  been  so  completely 
defeated  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Can- 
dahar,  to  afford  the  Ameer  any  further 
assistance  of  the  same  description,  or  to 
employ  Anglo-Indian  forces  in  Afghan- 
istan? 

The  Mahquess  of  HAETINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  he  had  no  objection  to 
repeat  the  information  which  he  gave  to 
the  House  on  the  27th  of  June.  The 
money  given  to  the  Ameer  was  39J 
lakh&  of  rupees,  which  included  9^  lakhs 
found  in  the  Treasury  at  Cabul  in  Oc- 
tober, 1879.    A  ftirther  sum  of  60,000 
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rupees  a  month  was  paid  to  the  Ameer 
as  Governor  of  Candahar  for  six  months 
after  the  evacuation.  In  addition  to  this, 
war  materials  had  on  various  occasions 
been  given  to  the  Ameer — first,  four  18- 
pounder  smooth-bore  guns,  two  S-indh 
howitzers,  12  9-pounaer  breech-load- 
ing field  guns,  and  22  mountain  g^ns, 
all  of  Affl^han  manufacture,  and  forming 
part  of  the  war  material  taken  from  the 
Afghans  at  Cabul.  They  were  given  to 
Abdurrahman  on  our  evacuation  of  Cabul. 
We  also  gave  him,  in  March,  1881,  100 
cartridges  per  gun  for  9,182  muskets 
and  rifles  already  in  the  Ameer's  posses- 
sion, and  3,000  Enfield  rifles,  and  three 
smooth-bore  batteries  of  18  guns,  were 
given  to  the  representatives  of  the  Ameer 
on  the  evacuation  of  Candahar  by  die 
British  troops  in  April  last.  As  far  as 
the  last  part  of  the  Question  was  con- 
cerned, he  had  no  reason  to  believe  that 
the  Government  of  India  had  any  inten- 
tion to  afford  to  the  Ameer  any  further 
assistance  of  the  same  description,  nor 
had  he  any  reason  to  suppose  that  there 
was  any  intention — at  all  events,  no 
proposition  had  been  made  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  to  the  Home  Govern- 
ment— to  employ  an  Anglo-Indian  force 
in  Afghanistan. 

CHANNEL  ISLANDS— THE  ISLAND  OF 
GUERNSEY  AND  THE  BURIAL  ACT. 
Mr.  EICHAED  asked  the  Secretaiy 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  What 
steps  have  been  taken  to  bring  the 
Burial  Act  of  1880  into  operation  m  the 
Island  of  Guernsey ;  and,  when  it  is 
likely  the  inhabitants  will  have  the 
benefit  of  the  measure,  of  which  they 
have  been  deprived  for  nearly  twelve 
months,  by  me  refusal  of  the  locel 
authorities  to  obey  the  Order  in  Coimdl 
requiring  them  to  register  the  Act  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in  re- 
ply,  said,  he  was  sure  the  hon.  Member 
would  feel  that  the  peculiar  constitution 
of  the  Channel  Islands,  and  their  loyal 
inhabitants,  was  one  which  required  to 
be  treated  with  g^eat  consideration,  and 
he  hoped  in  Guernsey  to  overcome  the 
difficulties  which  had  arisen  in  regard 
to  this  measure  as  they  had  been  over- 
come in  Jersey,  by  the  good  f eeliii^  of 
all  parties  concerned. 

THE  HISTORICAL  M8S.  COMMISSION. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CBOSS  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whal 
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prosrren  is  bnng  mada  by  the  Historical 
HS8.  CommisBion ;  why  there  was  no 
BepoTt  last  year;  and,  vhen  Uls  next 
Bmort  will  be  presented  P 

tosD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
Kr,  since  the  isauing  of  the  first  Com- 
nuMion  in  1869,  about  500  collections  of 
mannacripta  of  historical  interest  have 
bisea  examined  and  reported  upon  by 
the  Oommiesioners.  Accounta  of  the 
contents  of  most  of  these  collectionB  have 
been  published  in  seven  Keporta.  An 
eighth  Beport  is  now  in  type,  and  will, 
I  am  told,  be  presented  before  the  end 
td  the  Session.  It  will  contain  more, 
and  more  varied,  historical  information 
than  any  of  its  predecessors;  also  an 
alphabetical  list  of  all  the  collections 
examined  since  the  issuing  of  the  Com- 
mission. No  Beport  was  issued  lost  year, 
because  the  terms  of  the  Commission  do 
not  require  one  to  be  issued  annually. 

INDIA— CHARGES  AGAINST  HYAT 
KHAN. 

Ur.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  it  is  true 
that  Hyat  Khan,  a  member  of  the  Indian 
Civil  Service,  is  about  to  be  tried  on 
charges  of  selling  his  protection  to  na- 
tives of  Afghanistan  during  the  occupa- 
tion of  Kabul  by  General  Roberts;  whe- 
ther there  has  been  already  a  private 
investigation  into  the  charges  against 
Hyat  Khan ;  whether  the  trial  will  be 
pnblio;  and,  what  steps,  if  any,  the  In- 
dian Qoremment  have  taken  to  obtain 
evidence  in  connection  with  the  case  ? 

The  MAiucMs  o?  HAETINaTON: 
Sir,  tlie  Oovemment  have  already  in- 
stituted a  confidential  inquiry  into  cer- 
tain charges  of  extortion  and  corruption 
whioh  have  been  brought  against  Hyat 
Khan,  who  was  in  our  political  employ- 
ment at  Cabul,  and  they  have  now  ds- 
dded  that  the  whole  matter  shall  be 
snbjected  to  a  formal  and  public  inres- 
tustion,  which  will  be  conducted  by 
lb.  Smith,  Judge  of  the  Chief  Court  of 
the  Punjab.  We  have  no  information 
as  to  the  stops  likely  to  be  taken  to 
secure  the  presence  of  witnesses  from 
Cabul.  It  is  not  a  matter  with  whioh 
the  Home  Oovemment  of  India  could 
isoperly  intorfere. 

Mk.  O'DONNELL  asked  whether  it 
was  true  that  the  charges  of  corruption 
•nd  extortion  against  Hyat  Khan  were 
Ibnnded  on  the  fact  that  he  had  Bold 
Us  pnteotion  as  Folitiool  Agent  to  the 
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Natives  while  Cabul  was  in  a  state  of 

Tns  Mahquess  of  HARTINQTON  : 
The  charges  of  corruption  and  extortion 
brought  against  Hyat  Khan  were  various 
in  their  character,  and  I  cannot  say, 
without  reference  to  Papers,  whether 
they  include  the  exact  point  mentioned 
by  the  hon.  Member.  They  were,  how- 
ever, no  doubt,  of  a  very  serious  cha- 
racter. No  doubt,  it  is  of  great 
importance  that  witnesses  should  be 
brought  from  Cabul ;  but  as  the  Indian 
Government  have  determined  to  have  a 
public  inquiry  into  the  matter,  I  have 
no  doubt  that  they  will  take  the  neces- 
sary steps  to  secure  that  the  inquiry 
sh^  be  full  and  satisfactory.  It  would 
be  obviously  improper  for  me  to  say 
anything  further  on  the  matter  at  the 
present  moment. 

POST-OFFICE  PILLAK  BOXES. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  the 
regulations  as  to  posting  newspapers 
are  different  for  town  and  for  suburban 
pillar-boxes ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
will  cause  the  neoessaiy  information  as 
to  the  facilitios  afforded  to  be  printed  on 
the  latter  ? 

Mb.  FAWCETT,  in  reply,  said,  that 
the  restrictions  upon  posting  newspapers 
in  town  pillar-boxes  had  been  imposed 
to  prevent  the  boxes  being  blocked  with 
newspapers  and  book  parcels.  An  inti- 
mation, however,  that  newspapers  could 
be  posted  had  been  placed  on  some 
suburban  pillar-boxes,  but  not  on  others; 
but  he  would  inquire  whether  any  harm 
would  result  from  an  extension  of  that 
practice. 

ARMY    OIIGANIZATION— THE     7»tk 

REGIMENT. 
Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Is  it  in 
contemplation  to  add  tho  79th  Queen's 
Own  Cameron  Highlanders  to  the  Scota 
Ouards  as  a  third  oattal ion  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  No,  Sir,  it  is  not. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION- THE  NEW 
ROYAL   WARRANT— AR- 
TICLES 100,  107. 
Majoh-Geiter.vl  PEILDEN  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther general  officers  retired  under  Article 
107  (of  New  Warrant)  for  non-employ- 
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ment,  should  not,  equally  with  those 
retired  under  Article  106  for  age,  be 
eligible  for  the  appointment  of  Honorary 
Colonelcies  of  Regiments  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  Yes,  Sir ;  this  will 
be  made  quite  clear  in  tiie  corrigenda 
warrant. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— PRI- 
SONERS UNDER  THE  ACT. 

Mb.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  persons  now  imprisoned  on 
suspicion  m  Ireland  under  warrants  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  will  be  allowed  to 
be  present,  either  personally  or  by  coun- 
sel, at  the  investigations  into  the  causes 
of  imprisonment  which  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant is  directed  by  the  statute  to  hold, 
in  every  case,  at  the  end  of  three  months 
from  Uie  arrest;  and,  whether,  if  the 
persons  imprisoned  are  not  allowed  to 
appear,  either  personally  or  by  counsel, 
what  guarantee,  if  any,  will  be  afforded 
that  these  investigations  will  be  ade- 
quate to  the  occasion,  and  not  mere 
official  formalities  ? 

Ma.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  believed  that  Mr.  Boyton,  one 
of  the  prisoners  in  Kilmainham  Oaol, 
was  in  a  bad  state  of  health,  and  that 
he  had  ordered  a  careful  inquiry  to  be 
made,  especially  with  regard  to  his  eye- 
sight. He  could  not  undertake  that  the 
prisoners  or  their  counsel  should  be  pre- 
sent while  their  cases  were  being  re- 
considered. The  hon.  Member  would 
remember  that  this  question  was  dis- 
cussed by  the  House  while  the  Act  was 
passing,  and  that  it  had  been  decided 
Dy  a  large  majority  not  to  allow  such  a 
privilege.  The  cases  would  all  be  care- 
fully considered,  but  to  do  more  would 
be  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  Act. 

BRITISH  COMMERCIAL  TREATY 
ENGAGEMENTS. 

Mr.  JACKSON  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  If  there  are  any  Com- 
mercial Treaty  engagements  with  this 
Country  which  are  not  terminable  on 
twelve  months'  notice ;  and,  if  so,  if  he 
will  specify  them  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
the  only  Commercial  Treaties  concluded 
by  this  country  which  are  not  terminable 
on  12  months'  notice  are  those  with 
Salyador,  Roumania,  and  Servia,  the 
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first  of  which  terminates  in  1883  and  the 
two  latter  in  1890.  The  Treaties  con- 
cluded by  this  country  with  Turkey  and 
Tunis  may  be  revised  in  1882.  The 
Tariff  and  Commercial  Articles  of  the 
Treaty  of  Peace  with  China  can  be  re- 
vised in  1888.  These  Treaties  limit  us 
to  no  engagements  as  to  Tariffs,  but  only 
to  give  most-favoured  nation  treatment. 
By  the  Treaty,  however,  with  Germanyi 
which  is  terminable  on  12  months'  notice, 
we  are  bound  to  place  no  duty  upon  the 
exportation  of  coal. 

HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE  (SCOTLAND) 
—THE  COURT  OF  SESSION. 

Mr.  DALRYMPLE  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  extreme 
inconvenience  caused  by  a  vacancy  in 
the  Court  of  Session  remaining  unfilled, 
and  to  the  strong  feeling  prevalent  in 
Scotland  on  the  subject ;  and,  whether 
he  will  take  into  consideration  the  rea- 
sonableness of  putting  an  end  to  uncer- 
tainty and  delay  by  appointing  to  the 
vacant  Judgeship  before  the  meeting  of 
the  Court  in  October  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  with  regard 
to  the  vacant  Scotch  Judgeship,  the  case 
stands  thus.  It  is  the  opinion  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  that  the  Judicial 
Bench  in  Scotland  is  over-manned,  and 
that  the  number  of  Judges  would  very 
beneficially  admit  of  being  reduced  by 
two.  For  the  purpose  of  giving  effect  to 
this  view,  the  Government  introduced  a 
Bill  into  the  other  House  of  Parliament ; 
but  difficulties  have  been  experienced 
there,  and,  in  consequence,  this  advan- 
tageous change  cannot  at  present  be  ac- 
complished. Under  these  circumstances, 
we  have  reluctantly  been  oblig^  to  ask 
ourselves  whether  it  was  consistent  with 
the  provisions  of  the  present  law  to  keep 
the  existing  vacancy  open  until  another 
year  arrives.  But  our  opinion  is  that 
that  would  be  a  straining  of  the  law, 
and  although  we  are  very  sorry  to  have 
to  make  this  appointment,  yet  upon  the 
whole  we  thing  it  our  duty  to  do  so. 
Consequently,  an  appointment  wiU  be 
made. 

AFGHANISTAN  (MILITARY 
OPERATIONS). 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  drawn  to  a  proolamAtion 
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of  Qeneral  Boberts,  dated  13tli  October, 
1879,  piomisiiig  a  reward  of  fifty  rupees 
for  every  Afghan  soldier  who  had  fought 
against  the  British  troops  since  the  3rd 
of  the  previous  month ;  a  reward  of 
seventy-nve  rupees  for  every  Afghan 
captain  or  subaltern  officer ;  and  a  re- 
ward of  one  hundred  and  twenty  rupees 
for  every  Afghan  field  officer ;  if  he  can 
state  what  was  the  total  amount  distri- 
buted in  rewards  for  these  purposes ; 
and,  whether  such  amount  was  charged 
to  ^e  British  or  to  the  Indian  contri- 
bution to  the  expenses  of  the  Afghan 
War? 

Tde  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON: 
The  attention  of  the  Government  has 
been  called  to  the  proclamation  referred 
to  in  the  hon.  Member's  Question.  It 
was  contained  in  a  Blue  Book  (No.  1)  on 
A^hanistan,  published  in  1880.  In 
consequence,  however,  of  the  change  in 
the  aspect  of  affairs  at  Cabul  within  some 
days  of  the  issue  of  that  proclamation,  it 
was  practically  never  acted  upon  in  the 
sense  of  the  Question  of  the  hon.-  Mem- 
ber. I  have  the  personal  authority  of 
Sir  Frederick  'Booerts  to  say  that  no 
payments  were  ever  made  under  that 
proclamation. 

VALUATION  (IRELAND)— TOWN  PAKKS. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
fhe  Treasury,  If  he  can  state  what  shape 
fhe  inquiry  into  the  question  of  town 
parks  in  Ireland,  promised  during  the 
fiecoss  will  take  ? 

Mb.  OLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said,  ho 
vu  not  certain  whether  it  could  be  called 
an  inquiry,  but  the  Government  had  the 
B&bject  under  their  consideration,  and 
lie  oelieved  that  by  the  ordinary  means 
they  had  at  their  disposal  they  would 
have  abundant  means  of  setting  at  a 
knowledge  of  the  facts.  At  the  same 
time,  they  did  not  wish  to  discourage  any 
hon.  Member  from  asking  for  informa- 
tba  on  the  subject  in  any  form  he  de- 
sired. 

Hb.  HEALY  asked  whether  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  would  have  any  objec- 
tion to  include  in  the  promised  Eetum  on 
this  subject  the  amount  of  the  valuation 
ud  rental  of  town  park  holdings  ? 

Ub.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  he  was 
glsd  of  the  opportunity  of  suggesting 
wst  if  hon.  Members  would  either  draw 
up  a  fimn  of  return,  or  would  state  dis- 
tineily  the  exact  particulars  of  the  inf  or- 
Btttum  they  req,aired;  he  would  see  whe- 


ther he  could  supply  it.  At  present, 
however,  he  was  waiting  for  particulars 
himself. 

SOUTH  AFRICA  — THE  TUANSVAAL— 
(NEGOTIATIONS)  —THE  CONVENTION 
WITH  THE  BOEllS. 

Sir  STAFFOED  NORTHCOTE  :  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  received  any 
information  with  reference  to  the  sign- 
ing of  the  Convention  with  the  Boers ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  is  in  a  position  to 
give  the  House  any  information  on  the 
subject  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  No  information 
in  reference  to  the  subject  has  reached 
me ;  and,  therefore,  I  presume  that  none 
can  have  arrived. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— CETYWAYO. 

Mr.  W.  fowler  asked  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  expenses  arising  from  the  imprison- 
ment of  Cotewayo,  ex-King  of  the 
Zulus,  are  defrayed  by  the  English  Go- 
vernment ;  and,  if  so,  from  what  fund, 
as  no  such  item  appears  to  be  mentioned 
in  the  Estimates  r 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
Sir,  the  cost  of  maintaining  Cetywayo 
will  be  provided  for  by  a  Supplementary 
Estimate  to  bo  presented  this  Session. 
It  could  not  conenviently  have  been  in- 
cluded in  the  Original  Estimates,  be- 
cause, at  the  time  of  their  preparation, 
several  points  connected  with  it  were 
still  uncertain. 

PAKLIAMENT  —  PUBLIC    BUSINESS- 
EDUCATIONAL  ENDOWMENTS 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
what  course  was  intended  to  be  pursued 
with  the  Educational  Endowments  Bill, 
seeing  that  the  Act  of  1868  expired 
yesterday ;  and  as  the  matter  was  very 
urgent,  and  there  were  nine  Notices  of 
Motion  on  the  Paper,  whether  the  Prime 
Minister  did  not  consider  it  advisable  to 
take  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  to- 
night before  half-past  twelve  o'clock  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTpNE :  Sir,  this  Bill  is 
in  a  peculiar  position,  inasmuch  as  pre- 
sent appearances  are  certainly  those  of 
considerable  difference  of  opinion  and 
opposition  in  regard  to  it.  We  are  very 
reluctant,  indeed  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Lord  Advocate  is  exceedingly 
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reluctant,  to  drop  the  Bill  if  he  thinks  he 
has  a  reasonable  chance  of  persever- 
ing with  it.  He  thinks  it  a  valuable 
measure,  and  is  very  anxious  that  it 
should  be  passed,  and  we  cannot  as  yet 
quite  form  an  opinion  whether,  this  Bill 
relating  exclusively  to  Scotland,  the  dis- 
cussion could  be  confined  within  such 
limits  as  to  enable  him  to  persevere  with 
it.  Certainly  they  must  reserve  it  for 
consideration. 

AFGHANISTAN  (MILITARY 
OPERATIONS). 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
asked  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  with  reference  to  his 
former  statement,  Whether  the  British 
garrison  at  Chaman  has  been  strength- 
ened, or  whether  the  troops  have  been 
retired  from  that  post,  leaving  theKhojak 
Pass  unprotected,  or  whether  they  have 
been  retired  from  the  Pishin  Valley,  and 
are  concentrated  at  Quettah  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINOTON  : 
Sir,  I  did  not  make  any  particular  state- 
ment on  the  subject,  not  haviug  received 
information  from  the  Government  of 
India.  I  have  no  information  as  to  what 
movements  have  been  made  by  the  force 
under  the  command  of  General  Hume, 
and  do  not  know  whether  Chaman  is 
occupied  or  whether  it  has  been  strength- 
ened. I  infer,  however,  from  the  tele- 
grams that  a  British  force  is  still  at 
Chaman. 

AFFAIRS  OF  EGYPT. 

The  Earl  of  BECTIVE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Aifairs, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  the  Khedive  of 
Egypt,  in  view  of  a  contemplated  revolt 
of  troops  at  Cairo,  has  asked  for  the 
protection  of  a  joint  army  of  French  and 
British  troops,  or  protection  either  from 
the  French  or  the  British  Government ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  communicate 
to  the  House  the  reply  of  the  British 
Government,  with  any  correspondence 
that  may  have  passed  on  the  subject 
between  the  British  and  the  French  Go- 

vemrnfiTits 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  it 
is  not  the  case  that  the  Khedive  has 
made  any  communication  of  the  kind  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  nor,  so  far 
as  we  are  aware,  to  the  French  Govern- 
ment. The  Government  have  no  infor- 
mation whatever  to  that  effect.     The 

Mr,  Oladttone 


last  portion  of  the  Question,  therefore, 
falls  to  the  ground.  There  has  been  no 
correspondence  on  the  subject  at  all. 

The  Rvrl  of  BECTIVE  asked.  Whe- 
ther Earl  Granville  has  received  any 
answer  from  Lord  Lvons  relative  to  the 
remonstrance  he  made  to  the  French  Oto- 
vemment  in  a  recent  letter  with  respect 
to  the  inconvenience  which  might  arise 
from  the  protection  of  Tunisian  subjects 
in  Egypt  oy  France  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
no  answer  has  been  received  up  to  the 
present  time,  but  the  matter  has  not 
been  lost  sight  of.  We  understand  that 
all  those  persons  at  present  are  being 
treated  as  Turkish  subjects. 

WAYS    AND  MEANS  -  TERMINABLE 
ANNUITIES— LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Prime 
Minister,  Whether  he  intended  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  this  Session  to  carry  out  the 
views  of  the  Treasury  on  the  subject  of 
terminable  annuities? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  the  explana- 
tory Minute  has  been  laid  on  the  Table, 
and  we  hope  to  take  the  Resolution  to- 
night. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  gave  Notice  that, 
when  the  Bill  was  introduced,  consider- 
ing the  extreme  impropriety  of  bringing 
in  a  Bill  on  the  subject  at  a  late  period 
of  the  Session,  he  would  move  a  Reso- 
lution to  the  effect  that,  however  expe- 
dient it  might  be  to  convert  £2,000,000 
of  Terminable  Annuities,  it  would  be 
more  for  the  benefit  of  t^e  people  and 
for  the  prosperity  of  this  country  and  of 
India  to  devote  the  surplus  in  reducing 
the  duty  on  tea  and  coffee. 

ARMY    RECRUITING— THE   53iid  REGI- 

MENT. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
ho  had  seen  the  following  statement  in 
The  Times  of  to-day : — 

**  Tho  53rd  Regiment,  stationed  at  Chathun, 
has  been  ordered  to  be  brought  up  to  its  lull 
strength.  It  is  one  of  the  first  regiments  to 
embark  for  foreign  serWco.  The  regiment  was 
about  400  below  the  strength,  and  to  fill  up  the 
majority  of  the  vacancies,  a  {nrty  of  Tolnnteors 
from  the  1st  Battalion  14th  kogiment,  at  Port- 
land, and  another  batch  of  about  190  from  the 
d2nd,  at  Chatham,  have  joined  the  regiment ;" 

and  whether  that  statement  was  not  in 
opposition  to  the  statement  made  by  fha 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  in  bringing  for- 
ward the  Army  Estimates  ? 

Mb.  GHILDEBS  said,  that,  not  having 
seen  the  statement,  he  could  not  answer 
the  Question  off-hand;  but  he  might 
explain  that  it  was  necessary  to  take 
the  course  referred  to  in  the  meantime 
in  order  to  make  up  the  strength  of  the 
First  Army  Corps,  and  that  it  was  not 
inconsistent  with  what  he  had  said  as 
to  the  operation  of  the  new  system 
when  it  was  once  established. 

MOTIOIf. 


PALIAMENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

HINISTEBIAL  STATEMENT. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  asked 
whether  the  Prime  Minister  would  give 
facilities  for  the  discussion  of  a  Motion 
for  the  imposition  of  retaliatory  duties 
against  certain  countries  having  protec- 
tive duties  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  am  unable 

to  give  a  day  for  the  discussion  of  the 

Motion  of  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 

has  given  Notice.    I  beg  now  to  move— 

"  That  for  the  remaindor  of  tno  Session 
Orders  of  the  Day  have  precedence  of  Notices 
of  HotionB  on  Tuesday,  Government  Orders 
having  priority,  and  that  Oovemment  Orders 
have  priority  on  Wednesday." 

The  only  argument  that  is  necessary  for 
this  Besolution  is  the  statement  that  it 
IB  now  the  1st  of  August,  and  the  House 
met  on  the  6th  of  January.  I  may 
justly  be  asked  what  course  the  Oovem- 
ment intend  to  take  with  regard  to  mea- 
■ores  still  pending,  and  which  have  given 
rise  to  inmcations  that  they  will  involve 
considerable  discussion.  I  am  very  sorry 
to  see  that  the  Bivers  Conservancy  Bill, 
which  has  been  viewed  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  I^sident  of  the  Local  Oo- 
vemment Board  as  a  measure  of  import- 
ance and  practical  utility,  is,  neverthe- 
lees,  a  subject  of  controversy,  and,  con- 
ndering  the  Yery  late  period  of  the  Session, 
we  are  compelled  reluctantly  to  abandon 
it.  Then  there  is  the  Augmentation  of  Be- 
nefices Bill,  with  which  we  shall  not  be 
able  to  proceed.  I  do  not  know  there  is 
any  oilier  Bill,  on  which  we  are  at  pre- 
sent aware,  on  which  there  will  be  any 
general  or  prolonged  discussion.  With 
regaid  to  the  Notice  just  given  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Olasgow  (Mr.  Ander- 
•on),  if  I  understand  him  ri^ht,  he 
Unks  at  this  period  of  the  Session  it  is 


too  late  for  the  discussion  of  a  measure 
which  introduces  any  new  principle ; 
and  yet  he  does  not  think  it  too  late  to 
decide  that  instead  of  reducing  the  debt 
wo  ought  to  apply  tho  money  to  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  duty  on  tea  and  coffee.  On 
the  point,  however,  which  ho  has  raised, 
I  must  ascertain  what  is  the  general 
feeling  of  the  House.  Viewing  the  pledge 
given  by  tho  Oovemment  to  use  all  its 
available  means  for  putting  forward 
Supply,  we  are  desirous  to  redeem  that 
pledge  in  the  best  manner  possible.  We 
nave  considered  the  best  means  of  put- 
ting Supply  forward  with  despatch,  and, 
consequently,  we  do  not  propose  that 
the  House  should  have  Morning  Sit- 
tings. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  for  the  remainder  of  tho  Session 
Orders  of  the  Day  have  pn'cedonce  of  Notices 
of  'Motion  on  Tuesday,  Government  Orders 
having  priority ;  and  that  Government  Orders 
have  priority  on  Wednesday." — (Mr,  Gladttone.) 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  asked  the 
Lord  Advocate  if  he  intended  to  proceed 
with  tho  Entailed  Estates  Conversion 
(Scotland)  Bill  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M'Laren)  said,  in  reply,  that  there  was 
no  reasonable  prospect  of  passinp^  the 
measure,  and,  therefore,  it  would  not 
be  proceeded  with. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  that  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Motion  just  made,  and  the 
remarks  of  the  Prime  Minister  on  the 
question  of  Terminable  Annuities,  he 
would  like  to  make  one  or  two  observa- 
tions. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
there  was  no  new  principle  in  bringinp^ 
in  a  Bill  of  this  kind.  Perhaps  not ;  but 
they  were  carrying  out  a  very  important 
principle,  which  the  country  knew  no- 
thing about,  and  which  there  was  no 
opportunity  of  discussing  in  any  way. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  be  aware  that  it  was  irregular 
on  the  present  Motion  to  discuss  a  Bill 
not  before  the  House. 

Mr.  MONK  said,  he  did  not  rise  to 
say  anything  against  the  proposal  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  but  wished  to  re- 
mind him  that  the  first  Order  of  the  Day 
for  Wednesday  week  was  the  adjourned 
debate  on  the  Motion  with  regard  to  the 
half-past  12  o'clock  Rule.  That  Motion 
had  been  adjourned  in  consequence  of  a 
misunderstanding  between  the  two  Front 
Benches,  and  he  appealed  to  the  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  to  afford  him  facilities 
for  taking  the  decision  of  the  House  on 
his  Eesolution. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  he  would 
communicate  with  the  hon.  Member. 

Mil.  J.  COWEN  said,  he  did  not  rise 
for  the  purpose  of  opposing  the  Resolu- 
tion of  the  Prime  Minister.  He  knew 
that  every  Member  of  the  House  would 
welcome  the  termination  of  a  prolonged, 
harassing,  and  wearisome  Session.  What 
he  was  desirous  of  doing  was  to  briefly 
call  attention  to  the  state  of  Business. 
The  House  usually  sat  26  weeks  in  a 
year ;  but  it  had  already  been  in  Session 
now  for  30  weeks.  The  Votes  in  Supply 
numbered  193.  Of  these  53  had  been 
taken,  and  140  had  still  to  be  got. 
What  he  wished  hon.  Members  to  resize 
was  that  in  30  weeks  they  had  disposed 
of  50  Votes,  and  in  the  next  few  days 
they  would  be  compelled  to  hurry 
through  the  remainder — the  140.  Under 
any  circumstances,  and  at  any  time,  the 
Business  of  Supply  was  conducted  in  a 
very  fluctuating,  uncertain,  and  irre- 
gular manner.  But  it  was  absolutely  be- 
yond the  power  of  Members  to  apply 
themselves  with  business-like  assiduity 
to  the  granting  of  all  the  money  at  such 
a  late  period  of  the  year,  and  under  such 
circumstances  as  those  in  which  they 
were  now  placed.  For  all  practical  pur- 
poses, the  Government  were  about  to 
get  the  major  portion  of  the  Revenue  of 
the  country  without  criticism  or  control. 
He  had  referred  to  the  Records  of  the 
House,  and,  as  far  as  he  could  make 
out,  there  was  not  a  Session  for  the 
last  quarter  of  a  century  or  more 
where  Supply  had  been  so  hopelessly  in 
arrear.  There  was  only  one  occasion 
when  the  condition  approximated  to 
what  it  was  now,  and  that  was  in  1870. 
He  knew  hon.  Gentlemen  excused  the 
authorities  by  saying  that  the  present 
Session  was  exceptional.  [  *  *  Hear,  hear ! "  ] 
He  was  pleased  to  gather  from  their 
applause  that  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both 
side  of  the  House,  and  belonging  to  all 
Parties,  agreed  with  his  statement. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  Session 
was  exceptional — one  of  the  most  ex- 
ceptional in  the  history  of  Parliament. 
But,  unfortunately,  as  far  as  the  voting 
of  Supply  was  concerned,  every  Session 
was  exceptional.  All  the  arrangements 
made  by  Ministers,  whether  Liberal  or 
Conservative,  were  to  curtail  the  powers 
whioh  the  HepresentativeB  of  the  people 

iff.  Monk 


had  in  controlling  the  National  Expen- 
diture. The  duties  they  were  charged 
to  perform  were  two-fold.  First,  mey 
haa  to  make  the  laws  of  the  country; 
second,  they  had  to  assist  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  its  affairs,  and  transact 
the  general  Business  of  the  State.  In 
his  judgment  the  latter  duty  was  the 
more  important.  It  was  always  ureent, 
and  it  should  have  primary  considera- 
tion. At  the  commencement  of  every 
Session  the  Ministers  should  submit  a 
statement  of  the  money  they  required. 
Parliament  should  apply  itself  to  in- 
quiring into  the  amounts  thus  named; 
and,  having  given  the  necessary  consi- 
deration, should  vote  them.  The  time  left 
after  the  business-like  discharge  of  this 
function  should  so  to  making  new  laws 
or  amending  old  ones.  This  was  the 
old  theory  of  the  Constitution,  and  it 
was  the  soundest  and  the  best.  But  they 
reversed  that  plan.  They  commenced 
the  Session  by  making  laws,  and  when 
they  terminated  the  Session  they  were 
still  busy  with  the  same  process.  Just 
before  the  close — a  few  days  prior  to  the 
Prorogation — the  Estimates,  containing 
hundreds,  or  rather  thousands,  of  items, 
were  thrown  upon  the  Table,  and  they 
were  compellea  to  vote  them,  practically 
without  debate.  Again  and  again  this 
unsatisfactory  state  of  things  had  been 
alluded  to,  but  there  was  never  so  gross 
a  case  as  the  present.  He  hoped  that 
the  Government  next  Session  w'buld  en- 
deavour to  mend  matters  by  submitting 
the  Estimates  as  soon  as  the  House  met, 
and,  notwithstanding  previous  refusals, 
agree  to  appoint  a  Committee  which 
should  have  the  power  of  calling  before 
it  the  Heads  of  the  different  Depart- 
ments. With  such  a  Committee,  and 
with  such  information,  the  work  of 
Supply  might  be  greatiy  lightened.  The 
Report  submitted  by  the  Committee 
would  obviate  the  necessity  for  a  good 
deal  of  the  detailed  conversation  they 
had  in  that  House,  and  altogether  it  would 
further  the  Business  of  the  country.  It 
was  not  his  desire  to  object  to  the  Reso- 
lution of  the  Prime  Minister,  or  to  pro- 
long the  discussion ;  but  he  was  anxious 
to  avail  himself  of  the  opportunity  to 
point  out  in  what  way  and  to  what  ex- 
tent the  first  function  of  Parliament  was 
year  after  year  set  aside,  if  not  altoge- 
ther overridden. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NOETHOOTE 
said,  he  thought  the  hon.  Member  f6r 
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Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Cowen)  had  done 
good  aeirioe  in  calling  attention  to  the 
condition  of  the  Votes  in  Supply.  He 
TOBOy  howeyer,  to  ask  whether  they  were 
to  understand  firom  the  statement  of  the 
Prime  Minister  that  the  Government 
now  intended  to  proceed  with  Supply 
tU  die  *n  dimn^  and  in  preference  to  any 
legislatiye  measures  ?  He  thought  they 
were  right  in  taking  Afternoon  instead 
of  Mominff  Sitting^.  There  were  six 
principal  classes  of  Votes  in  the  Civil 
Service  Estimates  which  they  had  not 
yet  touched  at  all.  They  might  also 
fairly  now  expect  to  receive  from  the 
Oovemment  some  intimation  as  to  the 
time  at  which  they  anticipated  they 
would  be  in  a  position  to  close  the  Ses- 
sion. It  was  usual,  when  demands  like 
tiie  TOceent  were  made  on  the  time  of 
the  House,  for  the  Government  to  make 
some  communication  on  that  subject.  As 
to  the  BiUs  before  the  House,  it  was 
quite  understood  that  there  were  some 
that  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  pro- 
ceed with ;  but  there  were  still  one  or 
two  respecting  which  there  was  some 
doubt  as  to  the  decision  of  the  Govern- 
ment. He  therefore  wished  to  know 
what  course  was  to  be  taken  with  the 
Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Bill? 

Mk.  OBEGOEY  asked  whether  a 
Besolution  was  to  be  moved  that  night 
in  regard  to  Terminable  Annuities  ? 

OsznsBAL  Sib  GEOEGE  BALFOUE 
Bsidy  that  whether  the  Tories  or  Liberals 
were  in  power,  the  same  thing  always  hap- 
pened m  regard  to  India.  Again,  tne 
disensBion  on  the  Indian  Budget  was  not 
only  put  off,  but  was  not  even  mentioned. 
Bureiy,  with  a  population  seven  times 
more  numerous  than  that  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  an  area  1 2  times  greater, 
and  a  Bevenue  approaching  to  that  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  the  affairs  of  such 
a  vast  Empire  well  deserved  a  day  for 
diacoBsion.  He  wished,  therefore,  to  ask 
fhe  Prime  Minister  when  he  expected 
that  the  Indian  Budget  would  come  on, 
and  whether  the  assistance  to  be  given 
to  India  from  the  Imperial  Exchequer 
would  be  given  in  instalments  or  in  a 
lamp  sum? 

But  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
he  had  been  requested  by  his  right  hon. 
PHend  to  answer  a  question  put  as  to 
the  Educational  Endowments  (Scotland) 
BilL  The  Ghyvemment  were,  of  course, 
desirous  to  proceed  with  that  BiU,  but 
they  fblt  tliat  in  the  existing  circum- 
ataooea  fhaj  were  not  able  to  make  that 


progress  with  measures  for  Sotland 
which  they  and  the  Scotch  Members 
would  desire.  They  had  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  this  Bill  was  one  which  the 
great  majority  of  the  Scotch  Members 
wished  to  see  passed,  and,  if  that  were 
so,  ho  should  think  there  would  bo  no 
difficulty  in  passing  it  in  the  present 
Session,  and  the  Government  would  cer- 
tainly do  all  they  could  to  facilitate  that 
result.  On  the  other  hand,  if  a  largo 
number  of  Scotch  Members  were  ad- 
verse to  the  Bill  proceeding  this  Session, 
the  Government  would  not  press  it  on 
against  their  wish. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  said, 
he  regretted  that  the  Prime  Minis- 
tor  had  not  offered  him  an  opportunity 
for  bringing  forward  a  subject  which 
was  far  more  important  than  the  unfortu- 
nate Land  Bill,  about  which  no  man  in 
England  cared  a  straw.  It  could  not  be 
denied  that  the  question  of  Free  Trade, 
Eeciprocity,  and  retaliatory  Protective 
duties  excited  a  strong  feeling  out-of- 
doors. 

Mr.  EAMSAY  said,  that  the  Educa- 
tional  Endowments  Bill  was  a  measure 
which  the  majority  of  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers desired  to  see  passed  into  law. 
They  approved  its  principle ;  but  a 
great  number  of  them  were  opposed  to 
proceeding  with  it  at  this  period  of  the 
cession.  In  their  opinion — he  did  not 
say  whether  it  was  his  opinion  or  not — 
the  measure  could  not  now  be  ade- 
quately discussed,  because  it  would  be 
necessary  that  there  should  be  an  inter- 
val between  the  second  reading  and  the 
date  fixed  for  the  Committee,  in  order 
to  give  the  country  and  the  people  of 
Scotland  an  opportunity  of  judging  of 
the  Amendments  to  be  submitted  for 
the  consideration  of  the  Government  and 
the  House.  It  was,  he  believed,  on 
that  ground  that  a  large  number  of 
Scotch  Members,  certainly  the  majority 
of  those  now  in  London,  recently  pre- 
sented a  Memorial  to  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, asking  him  to  forego  the  Bill  this 
Session.  Twenty-four  Members  signed 
the  Memorial  to  that  effect,  and  although 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  hoped 
to  take  the  Bill  this  Session  he  did  not 
fix  a  day  for  it.  The  majority  of  hon. 
Members  had  been  in  attendance  for 
more  than  seven  months;  and  at  this 
poriod  of  the  Session  they  might  expect 
to  bo  relieved  from  all  uncertainty  as  to 
the  progress  of  any  measure,  and  to 
have  a  specific  day  fixed  for  tho  pomnd 
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reading,  whether  it  ever  got  through  Oommittee  stage  was  reaohed  it  would 
any  further  stage  or  not.  certainly  he  necessary  to  give  an  entire 
Dr.  OAMEEON  said,  ho  was  sorry  Sitting  to  it.  By  that  means  the  mea- 
that  the  Prime  Minister  had  not  given  a  sure  might  pass  even  at  this  late  period 
little  more  definite  information.  Tlio  of  the  Session  ;  hut  he  agreed  with  hon. 
Ilouse  had  heen  sitting  from  a  very  early  Memhers  opposite  that  the  idea  of  still 
period,  and  if  only  the  most  necessary  going  on  with  the  measure,  without  even 
Business  were  now  transacted,  it  would  yet  fixing  a  day  for  it,  was  wronff.  He 
he  obliged  to  sit  until  a  very  late  period.  difiPered  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Fai- 
lle did  not  know  that  the  Scotch  Mem- ,  kirk  (Mr.Eamsay),who  said  that  it  would 
hers  deserved  to  be  treated  any  worse  be  necessary  to  consult  the  countzy  be- 
than  any  other  section  of  the  House ;  tween  the  second  reading  and  the  Oom- 


but  he  thought  it  was  treating  them  very 
badly  to  keep  them  hanging  on  night 
after  night,  and  refuse  to  say  even  whe- 
ther the  Bill  was  to  be  proceeded  with 


mittee.  He  believed  the  people  of  Scotland 
had  made  up  their  minds  on  the  subject. 
The  thing  had  been  before  them  so  rerj 
long  that  what  was  now  looked  for  was 


or  not.  He  approved — as  a  good  many  |  the  passing  of  the  measure,  and  not  that 
of  the  Scotch  Members  did — of  the  prin-  [  it  should  be  sent  back  for  consideration, 
ciple  of  the  Bill ;  but  they  disapproved  It  might  appear  inconsistent  to  make 
of  details,  and  the  discussion  of  those  these  remands,  and  yet  to  have  signed 
details  would  certainly  occupy  one  good  the  Memorial  alluded  to ;  but  the  feeling 
Sitting.  If  the  Government  proposed  '  of  himself  and  other  hon.  Members  was 
to  proceed  with  it,  by  all  means  let  them  ;  that  that  the  period  of  the  Session  which 
have  a  discussion,  and  the  Scotch  Mem- ;  had  been  reached  made  it  difficult  to 
hers  were  quite  willing  to  go  on  with  it ; !  secure  an  adequate  discussion  of  the 
but  if  it  was  not  to  be  so — and  he  saw  I  Bill,  while  if  the  Government  showed  a 
no  prospect  of  its  being  done — the  Go-  >  strong  wish  to  proceed  with  the  measure, 
vernment  ought  not  to  keep  the  Scotch  ■  they  would  not  oppose  that  course,  but 
Members  dangling  on,  not  knowing  they  considered  in  that  case  a  time  ought 
whether  the  Bill  was  to  be  taken  or  not. '  now  to  be  fixed  for  the  second  read- 
The  Memorial  to  which  reference  had :  ing. 

been  made  stated  that  the  Memorialists  :  Mr.  J.  W.  BAECLAY  said,  he  be- 
approved  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  ■.  lieved  there  was  a  general  approval  of 
but  thought  it  expedient  that  it  should  I  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  but  various  de- 
be  left  over  till  next  Session,  and  the  24  j  tails  would  require  considerable  discus- 
Members  who  signed  that  Memorial  did  sion.  The  Government  had  been  in- 
not  at  all  exhaust  the  number  of  Scotch  formed  of  one  or  two  important  points 
Members  who  were  of  the  same  opinion,  on  which  the  Scotch  Members  enter- 
There  was  no  doubt  that  at  a  time  like   tained  very  strong  opinions,  and  with 


this,  however  willing  the  Government 
might  be  to  proceed  with  the  Bill,  it  was 
utterly  impossible  that  they  would  be 
able  to  do  so,  and  therefore  thoy  would 


respect  to  which  it  was  desirable  to  have 
the  opinion  of  the  people  of  Scotland ; 
but  the  Government  had  declined  to 
give  them  any  satisfaction  in  regard  to 


do  well  to  defer  it  at  once.  ;  those  points.     One  question  was  whether 

Mr.  DALEYMPLE  observed,  that  a   the  future  Governing  Bodies  were  to  be 


largo  number  of  Scotch  Members   sat 
on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House, 


representive  or  not,  and  upon  that  the 
Government  absolutely  refused  to  give 


and  if  they  could  not  bring  influence  to  |  any  reply.  That  roused  the  suspicions 
bear  ou  the  Government  in  reference  ,  of  the  Scotch  Members,  and  of  a  oon- 
to  this  subject,  it  was  not  likely  that  siderable  number  of  the  people  of  Scot- 
anything  falling  from  him  would  have  '  land,  as  to  what  were  the  intentions  of 
that  effect ;  but  if  the  Government  really  '  the  Government  with  regard  to  the  fu- 
intended  to  press  the  Bill  this  Session,  '  turo  Governing  Bodies.  If  the  Govezn- 
they  should  name  a  time  at  which  they  ment  had  come  forward  frankly,  and 
would  bo  disposed  to  take  it.  If  the  Go-  expressed  their  views  upon  that  subject, 
vernment  fixed  on  a  night  on  which  they  the  opposition  to  the  Bill  would  nave 
could  report  Progress  in  Supply  at  a  been  very  much  modified.  But,  after 
certain  hour  to  proceed  with  the  second  what  had  passed,  it  was  of  very  great 
reading,  it  would  be  found  that  tho  dif-  importance  that  the  people  of  Scotland 
f  erences  of  opinion  existing  about  this  should  express  a  decided  opinion  as  to 
measure  were  not  great;  but  when  the  whether  they  wished  these  Qovemiag 
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Bodies  in  future  to  be  representatiye, 
and  alao  how  fiar  they  wished  the  Bill 
to  be  extended.  He  was  personally  very 
strongly  in  favour  of  the  main  principle 
of  the  Bill,  his  only  doubt  being  as  to 
whether  the  revision  went  far  enough,    i 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  thought 
enough  had  been  said.  ["Order!"]! 
At  tlut  time  of  the  Session  any  Member  , 
who  got  up  to  withdraw  a  Bill  deserved 
to  be  heaid.  He  thought  quite  enough  | 
had  been  said  to  satisfy  him  that  al-  j 
though,  as  he  understood,  all  the  Scotch 
Members  were  in  favour  of  the  Bill, 
none  of  them,  so  far  as  he  had  been  able 
to  ffather,  wished  it  to  go  on.  'That  he 
nnaerstood  to  be  the  sentiment  expressed 
on  both  sides  of  the  House.  ["  No, 
no !  "1  He  heard  hon.  Gentlemen  say 
"  No !  "  but  perhaps  they  were  among 
the  25  who  signed  the  Memorial.  After 
what  had  been  said,  it  was  evidently 
quite  hopeless  for  the  Government  to 
struggle  against  the  differences  of  opi- 
nion existing  on  the  subject,  and  there- 
fore he  shoiud  not  attempt  to  go  on  with 
the  Bill ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  must 
express  his  entire  dissent  from  the  ex- 
planation given  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Forfarshire  (Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay). 

Sm  EDWABD  OOLEBBOOKE  said, 
he  regretted  that  the  Government  had 
been  in  such  a  hurry  to  withdraw  the 
Bill  without  oonsulting  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers who  did  not  sign  the  Memorial. 
He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  that  the  Gb- 
renunent  ought  to  have  named  a  day  for 
the  second  reading ;  but  he  believed  the 
provisions  of  the  Sill  were  not  of  so  wide 
a  character  as  to  be  likely  to  cause  any 
ve^  great  discussion.  Moreover,  the 
dimciu^  would  have  been  a  great  deal 
xemoved  by  a  frank  statement  of  opinion 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  and  the 
Scotch  Members.  At  the  same  time,  he 
must  admit  that  the  Government  were 
stniggiling  affainst  great  difficulties,  and 
he  would  omy  hope  that  nothing  which 
had  now  been  said  would  act  as  a  bar  to 
their  bringing  on  the  Bill  at  a  future 
time.  The  Gt>vemment  should  bear  in 
mind  that  there  was  at  present  a  deter- 
mined opposition  on  the  part  of  Scotch 
Members.  It  was  not  that  they  loved 
the  Bill  less,  but  that  they  loved  grouse- 
shooting  more. 

Mb.  C.  S.  FABEEE  said,  he  joined 
with  his  hon.  Friend  in  the  regret  that 
die  Home  Secretary  should  be  in  such 
%  Imnj  to  ftbandon  the  Bill;  when  Scotch 


Members  who  had  served  on  the  Oom- 
mission  were  anxious  to  go  on  with  it. 
He  wished,  however,  to  clear  himself 
from  all  responsibility  for  the  withdrawal 
of  the  Bill.  The  blame  for  the  delay 
which  had  occurred  lay  with  those  hon. 
Members  who  persistently  kept  blocking 
Notices  on  the  Paper  against  it,  among 
whom  was  the  hon.  Member  for  Forfar- 
shire (Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay),  who,  although 
he  now  said  he  was  in  favour  of  the 
measure,  had  blocked  it  from  the  first 
on  account  of  some  small  question  which 
might  be  easily  settled  m  Committee. 
Those  who  had  been  misled  into  signing 
the  Memorial  to  the  Prime  Minister 
must  also  take  some  of  the  responsi- 
bility. 

Mr.  T.  COLLINS  said,  it  was  unrea- 
sonable that  Members  should  be  detained 
in  town  till  the  third  week  in  August  in 
order  to  discuss  a  Scotch  Bill. 

SiK  E.  AS8HET0N  CE08S  said,  he 
would  suggest  that  theBallot  Act  Amend- 
ment and  Continuance  Bill  should  be 
withdrawn  for  the  present  Session,  and 
that  a  simple  Continuance  Bill  should  be 
introduced.  As  far  as  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Judicature  Bill  was  concerned, 
he  would  suggest  that  it  should  be  divided 
in  two  parts,  one  having  reference  to  the 
re-constitution  of  the  Court  consequent 
on  the  removal  of  the  Master  of  the 
Bolls  to  the  Court  of  Appeal,  and  the 
other  dealing  with  the  question  of  legal 
patronage.  A  considerable  time  ago  it 
was  understood  that  a  Hoturn  of  the  pa- 
tronage of  the  Judges  had  been  ordered, 
but  that  Return  had  not  yet  been  re- 
ceived. He  supposed  that  the  Bill  had 
been  drawn  in  ignorance  of  the  amount 
of  the  patronage,  and  he  suggested  that 
the  portion  of  it  dealing  with  the  question 
should  be  withdrawn.  He  repeated  the 
question  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote)  as  to  whether  the 
Government  intended  to  take  Supply  de 
die  in  diem? 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
would  urge  that  the  House  should  not 
be  allowed  to  separate  without  an  oppor- 
tunit}'  being  given  for  a  discussion  on 
the  manner  in  which  the  law  was  at  pre- 
sent administered  in  Ireland.  In  that 
country  Constitutional  Law  was  sus- 
pended, and  the  Government  were  every 
day  making  arrests  of  the  most  arbitrary 
and  unwarranted  character  on  the  mere 
suspicion  of  any  of  their  officials.  If 
the  Government  had  any  necessity  or 
excuse  for  that  system,  they  ought  io 
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justify  themselves  before  the  House  and 
before  the  world ;  but  so  far  they  had 
made  no  attempt  to  do  so.  The  recent 
policy  of  the  Government  and  the  recent 
arrests  by  their  officials  had  not  been 
brought  directly  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House,  and  he  could  not  think 
that  any  sincere  Member  of  the  Liberal 
Party  would  like  the  House  to  separate 
without  some  statement  from  a  Member 
of  the  Government  as  to  all  those  arrests, 
and  without  some  explanation  which 
would  show  that  the  Government  were 
sensible  that  after  all  there  was  a  Con- 
stitution, although  it  had  been  sus- 
pended in  Ireland,  and  that  they  were 
bound  to  offer  some  justification  of  their 
extraordinary  conduct.  It  was  a  question 
which  ought  to  be  fully  discussed,  and 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  give 
them  an  opportunity.  The  House  of 
Commons  had  never  been  fairly  in- 
formed as  to  the  powers  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  taken  under  the  Coercion 
Acts,  nor  had  they  properly  understood 
the  explanations  given  on  behalf  of  the 
Government.  The  explanations  had 
been  inconsistent  with  each  other,  and 
inconsistent  also  with  the  policy  which  the 
Government  had  pursued.  At  the  outset 
tlie  Chief  Secretary  said  the  sole  obj  ec 
was  to  relieve  Ireland  from  the  oppr  es 
sion  of  '*  village  tyrants"  and  **  mid- 
night marauders ; "  but  a  very  few 
days  afterwards  the  Home  Secretary 
gave  an  explanation  which  was  quite 
different. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEE8  rose  to 
Order,  and  asked  whether  it  was  com- 
petent on  the  Motion  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister to  review  a  discussion  which  had 
already  taken  place  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  consider  that  the 
hon.  Member  is  trangressing  the  Pules 
of  Order  by  the  course  he  is  now  taking. 
The  Question  before  the  House  is  simply 
in  reference  to  the  course  of  Business. 
Upon  that  he  is  quite  entitled  to  express 
a  wish  that  the  policy  of  the  Government 
in  Ireland  may  be  reviewed  at  a  proper 
time ;  but  to  enter  into  details  is  clearly 
out  of  Order. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
was  Bimply  asking  the  Government  to 
give  the  House  an  assurance  that  he 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
these  matters.  He  was  urging  the  great 
necessity  for  o])taining  information  as 
to,  and,  if  possible,  •  some  justification 
for,  the  conduct  of  the  Government. 
Surely,  it  would  be  most  unreasonable 

Mr.  Ju9tm  McCarthy 


and  wrong  that  the  House  should  sepa- 
rate without  any  sach  information  or 

I  explanation.  

:  Ijord  RANDOLPH  CflUROHmi 
said,  he  should  not  proceed  with  his 
'  Motion  with  reference  to  Tripoli  in  con- 
'  sequence  of  the  issue  by  the  Government 
,  of  Papers  on  the  subject. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hexry  James),  in  reply  to  the  question 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  South- 
West  Lancashire  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross), 
said,  that  the  first  part  of  the  Judicature 
Bill  dealt  with  the  transference  of  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls  to  the  Court  of  Ap« 
peal.  It  was  very  necessary  that  that 
should  be  passed  this  Session.  The 
second  part  of  the  Bill  was  designed  to 
vest  wim  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  and 
the  Lord  Chancellor  the  legal  patronage 
formerly  exercised  by  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  of  the  Common  Pleas  and  the 
Lord  Chief  Baron.  That  question, 
though  not  so  pressing,  was  one  of 
great  importance ;  but  it  would  not  be 
unduly  put  forward  for  discussion  if 
some  interim  arrangement  could  be 
made  for  dealing  with  it.  The  difficulty 
was  that  unless  the  subject  were  dealt 
with  the  patronage  must  either  be  left 
in  abeyance  or  remain  with  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice. 

Sir  R.  assheton  CROSS  said,  he 
was  satisfied  with  the  explanation  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  thought  the 
Bill  before  the  House  for  dealing  with 
Education  in  Scotland  was,  in  many  re- 
spects, a  very  good  Bill. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  remarked,  that  it 
was  impossible  that  the  Gt>vemment 
could  fix  a  night  for  bringing  on  the 
Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Bill. 
With  regard  to  Supply,  it  would  be  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  ask  the  House 
to  apply  the  whole  of  the  valuable  time 
left  to  pressing  it  forward  —  at  least, 
during  the  principal  hours  of  the  night. 
There  was  no  intention  at  present  to  ask 
the  House  to  recur  to  Morning  Sittings. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Lon§^ord  (Mr. 
Justin  M'Carthy)  would  have  ample  op- 
portunities for  bringing  forward  the  sub- 
ject he  had  referred  to  before  the  end  of 
the  Session,  seeing  that  the  Appropria- 
tion Bill  could  not  x>os6ibly  be  passed 
until  the  matter  had  been  discussed. 
With  regard  to  the  Ballot  Bill,  it  would 
be  withdrawn,  and  a  simple  Continuance 
Bill  would  be  substituted  for  it.  With 
regard  to  the  Indian  Subvention,  he  hact 
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nothing  to  add  to  what  had  been  said 
before  m  reference  to  it — ^namely,  that 
India  would  be  put  under  an  obligation 
to  repay  the  £2,000,000  advanced,  and 
that  the  remainder  of  the  subvention 
would  be  made  in  a  certain  number  of 
annual  instalments.  With  regard  to  the 
New  Annuities,  a  Bill  relating  to  them 
would  be  introduced  to-morrow  night, 
and  time  would  be  given  for  its  con- 
nderation.  He  could  not  name  a  day  for 
the  Indian  Budget  till  he  saw  what  pro- 
gress had  been  made  with  other  Busi- 
ness. With  regard  to  the  question  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  when 
the  Prorogation  might  be  expected  to 
take  place,  he  wished  to  point  out  that 
Yotes  of  considerable  importance  in 
Supply  still  remained  to  be  discussed, 
and  it  was  impossible  at  the  present 
moment  to  forecast  the  exact  number  of 
days  that  the  discussion  in  reference  to 
them  would  occupy.  Months  ago  he 
had  stated  that  there  was  a  probablility 
that  the  Prorogation  would  take  place 
next  week  \  but  what  had  since  occurred 
had  not  encouraged  him  to  form  too 
sanguine  an  estimate  of  the  speed  with 
which  Public  Business  might  be  dis- 
posed of.  In  the  course  of  a  few  days, 
however,  he  hoped  to  be  able  to  give  a 
more  definite  reply  on  the  subject  to  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman. 

Sia  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT  in- 
quired at  what  hour  the  Bill  for  the 
Regulation  of  the  Forces  would  be 
brought  on  ? 

Ma.  CHILDERS  :  Late  this  evening ; 
perhaps  about  12  o'clock.  It  is  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  the  Bill  shidl  be 
passed  speedily. 

Mb.  PAENELLsaid,  he  certainly  was 
Teiy  much  surprised  to  hoar  the  reply 
of  the  Prime  Minister  to  the  very  tem- 

Kte  request  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
iber  for  the  County  of  Longford 
(ICr.  Justin  McCarthy) — namely,  that 
he  would  be  able  to  hold  out  some  hope 
ftat  the  Oovemment  would  afford  Irish 
Hembers  facilities  for  the  purpose  of 
discussing  the  wholesale  arrests  that 
have  been  made  in  Ireland.  It  was  not 
tt  if  they  had  pressed  the  Government 
unduly  in  reference  to  this  question,  and 
not  as  if  they  had  refrained  from  giving 
them  every  facility  with  regard  to  the 
passing  of  the  Land  Bill,  and  not  as  if 
they  had  made  use  unduly  of  any  of  the 
Poirms  of  the  House  for  the  purpose  of 
aodeaTOoring  to  obtain  the  ear  of  Par- 
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liament  for  the  purpose  of  condemning 
the  acts  of  the  Irish  Executive.     It  was 
not  under  these  circumstances  that  his 
hon.  Friend  had  pressed   the  Govern- 
ment for  some  reasonable  facilities  to 
put  this  matter  before  the  House.  Their 
conduct  with  regard  to  the  Government 
had  been  to  facilitate  Government  Busi- 
ness in  every  possible  way.     Since  the 
Coercion  Acts  left  this  House  until  the 
present  time,  he  himself  had  incurred 
considerable  blame  from  many  persons 
in  Ireland,  because  they  had  considered 
he  had  allowed  the  captive  to  rest  in  his 
prison  cell  unnoticed  and  uncared  for ; 
and  speaking  for  himself,   and,  he  be- 
lieved, for  the   majority   of   the  Irish 
Members  of  that  House,  he  protested 
that  the  Irish  Members  could  no  longer 
allow  this  neglect,  for  it   was  nothing 
more,  to  continue  in  regard  to  these  suf- 
fering and  helpless  men.     If  they  had 
neglected  the  case  of  the  prisoners  of 
the    right   hon.  Gentleman   the   Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  it  was 
because    they  wished  to  give  the    Go- 
vernment every  chance  of  passing  reme- 
dial legislation  for  Ireland,  and  because 
they  desired  it  might  not  be  in  the  power 
of  anybody  to  say,  from  any  side  of  the 
House,  that  they  wished  to  prevent  Her 
Majesty's  Government  from   having  a 
full  trial  in  regard  to  their  attempts  to 
remedy  Irish  grievances ;  but  now,  when 
all  that  was  passed,  when  nothing  re- 
mained but  the    obtaining  of   sundry 
Votes  in  Supply,  when  the  Government 
had  expressly  given  up  their  other  con- 
templated legislation,  he  said  that  they 
were  entitled  to  ask  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  should  give  them  an  oppor- 
tunity of  bringing  forward  the  case  of 
those  men,  who  nobly  sacrificed,  many  of 
them,  their  business   and  their  social 
prosperity,  in  order  to  do  what  in  them 
lay  to  help  the  cause  of  the  Irish  ten- 
ant.    His  hon.  Friend  had  asked  that 
some  reasonable  time  might  be  given 
for  the  purpose  of  laying  the  case  of 
these  ^'  suspects  "  before  this  House,  and 
he  had  been  told  that  on  the  Appropria- 
tion Bill  he  would  have  an  opportunity. 
Well, he  did  not  know  whether  the  Prime 
Minister  really  expected  them  to  wait  till 
the  Appropriation  Bill,  and  give  up  all 
the  time — namely,  Tuesdays  and  Wed- 
nesdays— which  would  be  at  the  disposal 
of  private  Members  to  any  measures  he 
proposed  to   bring  before   the   House. 
But  because  they  had  been  neglectful 
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of  the  personal  liberty  and  freedom  of  the 
**  suspects"  in  Ireland  during  the  months 
that  had  rolled  by  since  the  introduction 
of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill,  because 
they  had  refrained  from  pressing  these 
questions,  that  was  no  reason  that  now, 
when  these  matters  had  disappeared, 
there  was  longer  any  excuse  for  them  or 
for  the  Government  to  withhold  the  light 
of  day  from  their  doings  in  Ireland. 
Then  he  submitted  that  they  were  en- 
titled to  press  this  matter  on  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government ;  that  they  were  en- 
titled to  use  the  Forms  of  the  House  and 
assert  the  right,  perhaps,  of  a  majority 
of  that  House — certainly  of  a  majority  of 
the  Irish  nation — to  justice,  truth,  and 
fairness  in  the  doings  of  the  Irish  Exe- 
cutive. He,  for  his  part,  should  not 
shrink  from  using  all  the  Forms  of  the 
House  to  prevent  the  Government  from 
appropriating  these  days,  and  thereby 
preventing  them  from  any  possible 
chance  of  laying  this  case  before  the 
House.  It  might  be  contended  that  the 
Government  had  followed  precedents  in 
regard  to  their  doings  in  this  matter ; 
that  they  had  not  applied  to  Parliament 
at  any  unusually  early  period  for  these 
days ;  and  to  the  fullest  extent  he  ad- 
mitted that,  testing  this  matter  by  the 
calendar,  the  Government  had  not  come 
to  Parliament  at  any  unusually  early 
period.  But  testing  the  matter  by  the 
unexampled  occurrences  of  this  year, 
looking  to  the  fact  that  at  a  very  early 
period  of  the  Session  the  Government 
obtained  all  the  days — both  the  days  of 
private  Members  and  also  those  days 
which  nominally  belonged  to  the  Govern- 
ment, but  actually  belonged  to  private 
Members— he  alluded  to  Fridays — ex- 
cept Supply  stood  the  First  Order  of  the 
Day — looking  to  that  fact,  that  all  the 
days  of  private  Members  were  placed  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Government  at  a  very 
early  period  of  the  Session  for  the  pur- 
pose of  passing  Coercion,  and  looking  at 
the  fact  that  in  the  interval  between  the 
passing  of  the  Coercion  Act  and  the  in- 
troduction of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Bill  no  attempt  was  made  by  the  Irish 
Members  or  by  the  great  bulk  of  private 
Members  to  press  their  g^evances  be- 
fore Parliament  or  impede  or  incom- 
mode the  Government  m  any  way,  and 
that  immediately  after  that  interval  was 
over  the  Government  again  annexed  all 
the  days  of  the  House  for  the  purpose  of 
proceeding  with  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
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Bill — he  saw  that  the  attempt  of  the 
Government  to  annex  Tuesdays  and 
Wednesdays  now  practically  meant  the 
extinguishing  of  the  total  rights  of  pri- 
vate Members  in  the  time  of  the  House. 
Now,  they  were  really  getting  into  a  way 
of  looking  to  the  Government  as  a  sort 
of  Deux  et  machind  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and,  indeed,  the  Prime  Minister 
appeared  to  be  invested  with  the  amount 
of  regard  for  those  who  witnessed  it, 
which  was  applied  to  the  attiibutes  of 
ancient  Jove.  Private  Members,  from 
occupying  a  position,  when  very  much 
of  the  legislation  was  shaped  in  the 
various  Motions  and  Bills  brought  for- 
ward by  them,  were  now  descending  to 
this  stage  that,  practically  speaking,  no 
opportunity  whatever  was  to  be  afforded 
to  them  for  the  purpose  of  signifying  to 
the  House  those  matters  in  reference  to 
which  their  constituents  had  sent  them 
to  this  House.  In  other  countries  they 
found  the  Ministry  of  the  day  were  not 
even  allowed  a  place  in  the  Represen- 
tative Assembly.  In  the  Legislature  of 
the  United  States  no  Cabinet  Minister 
had  a  place  in  the  House ;  and  formerly 
in  this  House  it  was  the  custom  to  re- 
gard the  Government  of  the  day  as  the 
Representative  of  the  Crown,  and  not 
necessarily  the  Representatives  of  the 
entire  popular  opinion  of  the  country. 
But  now  they  were  losing  all  regard 
for  these  matters.  That  House  was  com- 
posed of  the  Representatives  of  three 
distinct  Nationalities,  not  to  speak  of  a 
fourth.  Yet  they  saw  day  by  day  all 
individual  opinion,  all  private  judgment 
and  action  merge  in  the  ipse  dixit  of  the 
Prime  Minister.  Now,  they  could  not 
allow  the  fate  of  the  Irish  prisoners  to 
remain  unconsidered.  Daily  for  the  last 
three  or  four  months  he  had  been  in 
receipt  of  dozens  and  scores  of  letters 
from  these  prison  cells,  which  the  Go- 
vernment must  very  well  know,  as  they 
had  opened  them.  These  captives  cried  to 
them  and  asked  them  whetner  they  were 
going  to  leave  the  men  who  had  won  the 
Land  Bill  ?  He  said  they  ought  not  to 
leave  those  men,  and  they  ought  to  urge 
upon  the  Irish  Chief  Secretary  the  duty 
of  informing  the  House. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
is  going  beyond  the  Question  before  the 
House. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  he  would  be 
very  sorry  to  go  beyond  the  Qnestion, 
and  he  wished  to  confine  himself  within 
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proper  limits.  The  Prime  Mizdster  had 
mored  that  during  the  remainder  of  the 
Sesnon  Gt)yemment  Business  should 
haye  precedence  on  Tuesdays  and  Wed- 
nesdays ;  and  he  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  en- 
deavoured to  point  out  that  it  was  the 
imperative  duty  of  Irish  Members  to 
bring  the  question  of  these  "  suspects  " 
and  the  evidence  on  which  they  had  been 
arrested  before  the  House.  These  men 
had  been  arrested  without  a  charge, 
almost  without  an  accusation.  The  Go- 
vernment had  repeatedly  refused  to  give 
any  replies  to  Questions  which  Irish 
Members  had  put  with  respect  to  them. 
It  was  absolutely  necessary  for  the  fair 
fame  of  many  honourable  men  in  Ire- 
land that  Irish  Members  should  not 
allow  the  Government  to  continue  to 
libel  those  men.  The  Government  had 
airested  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary ; 
they  had  arrested  a  trusted  priest.  [  Cries 
©/"Order!"] 

Mx.  SPEAKER :  I  must  caution  the 
hon.  Member  that  he  is  transgressing 
die  Bules  of  Debate.  The  Question 
before  the  House  is  of  a  very  limited 
character,  and  the  hon.  Member  is  not 
entitled  to  bring  on  the  question  of  the 
imprisoned  "suspects." 

Mr.  PABNELL  said,  he  understood 
that  the  Question  before  the  House  was 
a  Motion  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thePrimeMinister  that  for  the  remainder 
of  the  Session  the  Orders  of  the  Day 
should  have  precedence  of  Notices  of 
Motion,  and  that  Government  Orders 
should  have  priority ;  and  he  had  endea- 
voured to  pomt  out  that  if  that  Motion 
were  acceded  to  Irish  Members  would 
practically  be  deprived  of  an  opportunity 
of  bring^nff  the  case  of  the  imprisoned 
**  suspects  before  the  House.  Ho  had 
desired  to  show  that  the  character  of  these 
"suspects"  was  in  danger — [**  Order, 
order!"] — that  he  might  urge  with 
additional  force  the  right  that  Irish 
Members  had  to  demand  from  the  Go- 
vernment facilities  for  rescuing  these 
men  from  the  unworthy  libel  that  had 
been  cast  upon  them.  He  would  not 
presume  to  continue  his  observations  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Chair 
ruled  Uiat  he  was  out  of  Order  in  saying 
that  a  good  priest  and  a  good  Irishman 
-rCVMio/"  Order!"] 

Mb.  SPEAEEB  :  I  have  abeady  ruled 
the  hon.  Member  out  of  Order,  and  I 
am  surprised  that  he  should  continue  to 
make  such  observations  after  my  ruling. 


Mr.  PARNELL  said,  that  Irish  Mem- 
bers would  appear  to  have  lost  sympathy 
for  the  *'  suspects  "  if  they  did  not  oring 
their  case  before  the  House.  [^Criss  of 
"  Order  !  "]  The  Ministry  of  the  day. 
of  course,  always  gained  the  sympathies 
of  the  powers  that  be  in  that  House ; 
but  if  they  might  not  bring  the  cause  of 
their  imprisoned  countrymen  before  the 
House,  he  would  boldly  say  that  all 
liberty  and  regard  of  private  right  was 
lost  to  that  Assembly,  and  that  the 
Minister  of  the  day  had  transferred 
himself  from  a  Constitutional  Minister 
into  a  tyrant— -[_Cr?M  of  *'  Order  !  "  and 
*' Name  him  !"]^ 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  have  repeatedly 
cautioned  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork,  and  notwithstanding  these  re- 
peated cautions  he  has  held  language 
utterly  un-Parliamentary  and  improper  ; 
and  I  hereby  name  Mr.  Parnell  as 
having  disregarded  the  authority  of  the 
Chair. 

Mk.  GLADSTONE :  I  was  about  to 
move,  Sir 

Mr.  PABNELL  rose  and  said :  I  will 
not  wait  for  the  farce  of  a  division.  I 
will  leave  you  and  your  House,  and  the 

Eublic  will  see  that  there  is  no  longer 
reedom  of  discussion  left  to  the  Irish 
Members. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  I  was  about 
to  move,  when  you  rose  from  the  Chair, 
that  the  words  of  the  hon.  Member  be 
taken  down.  I  must  say  I  never  in  the 
course  of  my  whole  experience  ever  heard 
such  words  addressed  to  you — \CrUs  of 
**  Order ! "] 

Mr.  HEALY  :  I  rise  to  Order.  {Cries 
of  "Order!"]  I  rise  to  Order.  The 
Standing  Order  on  which  the  Prime 
Minister  is  about  to  act  prescribes  that 
he  shall  make  his  Motiun  without  speech 
or  debate ;  and  I  understand  that  on 
previous  Motions  of  this  kind  the  Prime 
Minister  went  very  speedily  to  his 
duty. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  thank  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  for  reminding  me 
that  I  ought  not  to  have  made  a  speech. 
I  move  that  Mr.  Parnell,  having  been 
named,  be  suspended  from  the  service  of 
the  House  for  the  remainder  of  the 
Sitting. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 

"  ITiat  Mr.  Pamell  bo  suspended  from  tho 
Bcmco  of  the  House  during  the  remainder  of 
this  day's  sitting." — {Mr,  Gladttom.) 
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The  House  divided : — Ayes  131 ;  Noes 
14:  Majority  117. —  (Div.  List,  No. 
346.) 

Question  again  proposed, 

"  That  for  the  remainder  of  the  Seflsion  Orders 
of  the  Day  have  precedence  of  Notices  of  Mo- 
tions on  Tuesday,  Govemment  Orders  having 
priority,  and  that  Govemment  Orders  have 
priority  on  Wednesday." 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  it  was 
perhaps  regrettable  that  the  Hepresenta- 
tives  of  Ireland  had  only  been  able  to 
intervene  in  this  discussion  at  a  late 
period;  but  this  was  due  to  the  time 
that  had  been  consumed  by  the  Scotch 
Members.  He  thought  that  in  asking 
the  House  to  assent  to  this  Motion  the 
Government  might  have  given  the  House 
more  explicit  information  as  to  their  in- 
tentions on  several  points.  He  had  not 
been  able  to  gather  what  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  do  with  regard  to  the 
Indian  Budget,  or  to  the  discussion  of 
Indian  affairs  generally.  If  the  Liberal 
Party  sat  on  that  side  of  the  House  and 
such  incidents  were  brought  forward  as 
wholesale  murder  in  Indian  gaols — for 
the  charges  on  that  matter  amounted  to 
nothing  less  —  the  Liberal  Party  would 
be  in  a  ferment  of  generous  indignation 
on  the  subject.  He  did  not  belong  to 
the  Liberal  Party,  and  he  hoped  that 
Heaven  might  spare  him  from  that  final 
fall ;  but  he  thought  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  give  the  House  the  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  the  affairs  of  the 
people  of  India,  who,  like  the  Irish 
people,  were  deprived  of  every  form  of 
Constitutional  liberty.  When  the  Prime 
Minister  was  in  Opposition  he  had  taken 
from  his  hands  a  Motion  on  the  en- 
slavement of  thought  and  opinion  in  In- 
dia by  the  Vernacular  Press  Act.  That 
was  two  years  ago;  but  nothing  had 
since  then  been  done  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  question  of  the 
Vernacular  Press  of  India  is  not  now 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  would 
only  express  a  hope  that  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister would  give  them  an  opportunity 
of  discussing  that  important  question. 
They  ought  also  to  have  the  opportu- 
nity of  discussing  the  new  University 
Scheme  in  Ireland — a  scheme  which  pro- 
mised well  under  the  late  Gt)vemment, 
but  which,  according  to  recent  rumours, 
did  not  promise  well  under  the  present 
Govemment.  They  were  likewise  en- 
titled to  receive  an  assuri^nce  from  the 


Government  that  distinct  facilities  would 
be  afforded  for  the  investigation  of  the 
very  serious  ch arges  of  maladministration 
and  oppression  made  against  the  Irish 
Executive.  The  Govemment  had  chid- 
lenged  Irish  Members  to  bring  forward 
a  Vote  of  Censure  in  regard  to  alleged 
cases  of  tyranny  and  wrong,  and  t£ey 
would  meet  them.  But  although  they 
indulged  in  those  valorous  cha&enges, 
they  proposed  to  take  away  all  the  time 
available  to  private  Members,  thereby 
preventing  them  from  bringing  forward 
any  such  Votes  of  Censure.  The  con- 
duct of  the  Gt)vemment  was  such  as  to 
lead  the  people  of  Ireland  to  believe  that 
they  shrank,  in  violation  of  their  pledges 
and  in  violation  of  every  principle  of 
Constitutional  liberty,  from  a  review  of 
their  conduct,  and  that  they  desired  to 
see  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  anywhere  rather 
than  in  the  House,  exposing  their  policy 
and  holding  them  up  to  the  indignation 
of  the  Irish  people.  Owing  to  the  course 
taken  by  the  Govemment,  the  Irish 
Members  could  only  avail  themselves  of 
discussions  in  Supply,  during  which,  no 
doubt,  many  unclean  spots  in  Irish  ad- 
ministration could  be  exposed,  but  where 
the  full  discussion  to  which  they  were 
entitled  could  not  be  secured. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  that  as 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  already 
spoken,  he  might  state  with  regard  to 
the  inquiry  as  to  the  Indian  Budget 
that  it  was  the  expectation  of  his  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
to  bring  it  forward  as  soon  as  they  had 
disposed  of  or  had  made  sufficient  pro- 
gress with  Supply.  With  reepect  to  the 
Irish  University,  the  House  would  have 
two  opportunities  of  considering  that 
question — when  the  Bill  now  pending  in 
the  House  of  Lords  reached  that  House, 
and  again  when  the  Vote  in  Supply  was 
moved  relating  to  it.  With  regard  to 
the  chief  accusation  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell) — 
namely,  that  the  Govemment  avoided 
investigation  into  the  conduct  of  the 
Irish  Government,  he  had  to  remind  the 
House  that  no  Notice  of  a  Vote  of  Cen- 
sure had  been  given,  and,  therefore,  the 
Govemment  did  not  avoid  such  MotioB. 
But  if  it  was  desired  to  review  the  con- 
duct of  the  Irish  Govemment,  or  to  take 
a  Vote  of  Censure,  there  could  be  no 
better  opportunity  of  doing  so  than  that 
mentioned  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  at 
the  head  of  the  Govemment— namely, 
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that  which  would  be  afforded  by  the 
Appropriation  Bill.  Not  only  was  it 
impossible  for  a  GK)vemment  to  avoid 
having  their  conduct  reviewed,  but  it 
was  impossible  for  them  to  avoid  any 
Amendment  to  the  Bill,  which  would  bo 
a  distinct  Vote  of  Censure.  There  could 
be  no  better  opportunity  for  such  a  pur- 
pose or  one  more  in  accordance  with 
Constitutional  precedent,  for  it  had  been 
made  available  by  Mr.  Disraeli  and 
Lord  Palmerston  to  enable  them  to  re- 
view the  policy  of  the  Government  of 
the  day.  Nothing  could  be  more  con- 
sistent with  the  gravil^  of  the  subject 
and  with  the  feeling  of  a  section  of  the 
House  than  that  the  opportunity  he  sug- 
gested should  be  taken  to  move  a  Vote 
of  Censure ;  but  till  it  was,  the  Govern- 
ment had  very  serious  duties  to  per- 
form.   

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  had 
nothing  to  complain  of  in  the  speech 
which  had  just  been  delivered  ;  but  he 
must  remind  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan  that  a  mis-spent  Session  could 
not  be  recovered  during  its  last  few 
weeks.  He  asked  independent  Mem- 
bers, was  it  possible,  would  it  be  decent 
that  another  Session  should  be  so  mis- 
roent  ?  When  the  hon.  Member  asked 
tae  Government  for  facilities,  he  could 
not  forget  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
acted  with  a  Party  which  had  deliber- 
ately delayed  the  Business  of  the  House 
during  the  Session.  To  their  conduct 
was  it  attributable  that  independent 
Members  had  been  obliged  to  resign 
one  after  another  the  opportunities  re- 
Borved  to  them  by  the  Constitution  for 
the  expression  of  independent  opinion. 
From  first  to  last  the  Irish  Party  had 
monopolized  the  Session  by  their  mis- 
conduct.    ["Order!"] 

Ms.  HEALY  asked  whether  the  word 
"  misconduct,"  applied  either  to  a  Party 
or  individuals,  was  in  Order  ? 

Mb.  SPEAEEB  :  It  struck  me  that 
the  observations  generally  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  are  not  within  the  subject  of 
the  Motion  before  the  House  ? 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  would 
confine  himself  strictly  to  the  Motion, 
which  involved  the  resignation  on  tlie 
part  of  private  Members  of  their  proper 
opportunities  of  bringing  independent 
questions  before  the  House.  He  did  not 
Bay  that  the  Motion  was  untimely  or 
unprecedented,  but  its  effect  would  ,be 
that,  with  veiT  few  exceptional  occa- 
flonai  indepenaent  Members  would  be 


deprived  of  their  Constitutional  privi- 
leges. The  blame  did  not  lie  with  the 
Government — it  lay  elsewhere ;  but  he 
deprecated  the  fact  that  the  House  of 
Commons  should  be  Session  after  Ses- 
sion incapacitated  as  a  Eepresentetive 
Body,  as  it  had  been  that  Session,  from 
transacting  the  Business  of  the  country. 
There  was  no  remedy  for  that  stete  of 
things  save  a  revision  of  their  Bules. 
He  claimed  for  the  Leader  of  the  House 
that  he  should  apply  himself  to  such  re- 
vision, with  a  view  to  secure  a  fair  dis- 
tribution of  opportunities  for  indepen- 
dent Members  to  express  the  feelings 
and  opinions  of  Great  Britain  with  re- 
ference to  measures  before  the  House. 
If  the  Government  did  not  take  the  mat- 
ter up,  he  hoped  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  and  other 
independent  Members  would. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  observed,  that 
whatever  differences  of  opinion  existed 
among  them  they  were  all,  he  believed, 
anxious  to  get  into  Committee  of  Supply. 
Ho  therefore  hoped  hon.  Members  would 
withdraw  the  Motions  down  on  going 
into  Committee  of  Supply,  and  allow 
them  to  proceed  to  Supply.  He  trusted 
also  the  Government  would  consider 
that  the  unanimous  desire  of  the  Press 
of  England  was  that  the  Newspapers 
(Law  of  libel)  Bill,  which  had  been 
blocked  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton)  should 
pass. 

Mr.  GOURLEY  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  had  a  Motion  down 
in  Committee  of  Supply,  and  it  appeared 
to  him  that  ho  simply  asked  him  to 
withdraw  his  Motion  on  going  into  Com- 
mittee so  that  he  might  bring  his  on. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  would 
also  withdraw. 

Mr.  LEAMY  complained  that  the 
Government  had  not  promised  to  give  to 
L*ish  Members  the  opportunity  which 
was  asked  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Longford  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy).  The 
condition  of  Ireland  was  quite  as  worthy 
of  having  a  day  given  by  the  Government 
for  its  consideration  as  was  the  Minis- 
terial policy  in  the  Transvaal.  He  con- 
sidered the  hon.  Member  for  Longford 
was  quite  justified  in  the  request  he  had 
made  to  the  Prime  Minister,  and  that 
had  it  been  acceded  to  the  House  would 
have  been  much  nearer  Committee  of 
Supply  than  it  was  likely  to  be  for 
some  time.  The  reason  why  the  Irish 
Members  had  not  yet  put  a  Vote  of 
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Censure  on  the  Paper  was  because  the 
Land  Bill  stopped  the  way.  When  they 
broufifht  forward  any  of  the  arrests  that 
had  been  made  they  were  taunted  with 
obstructing  the  Land  Bill.  Now  that 
the  Bill  was  passed  could  not  the  Govern- 
ment give  them  one  day  on  which  to 
bring  this  subject  forward  ?  If  they  had 
not  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
conduct  and  policy  of  the  Government, 
they  did  not  know  how  many  arrests 
would  be  made  during  the  Becess. 

Mb.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
was  surprised  at  the  supineness  of  the 
Scotch  Members  in  permitting  Bills  in 
which  they  were  much  interested  to  be 
unceremoniously  withdrawn.  He  held 
that  the  suggestion  that  Members  with 
grievances  had  full  opportunity  of  bring- 
ing them  forward  on  the  Appropriation 
Bill  was  worthless;  and  on  the  Consti- 
tutional maxim,  that  ''the  redress  of 
grievances  must  precede  Supply,"  he 
hoped  his  hon.  Friends  would  not  fail  to 
urge  upon  the  House  and  the  Govern- 
ment their  views  on  matters  which  they 
deemed  to  demand  Parliamentary  atten- 
tion. The  Estimates  were,  in  fact,  a 
series  of  pegs  on  which  hon.  Members 
could  hang  any  Questions  or  Notices 
they  liked,  and  it  was  perfectly  impos- 
sible that  discussions  on  them  coula  be 
avoided.  The  opportunities  which  the 
Estimates  afforded  had,  however,  been 
much  curtailed  by  the  Government  get- 
ting large  Votes  on  Account.  This  was 
a  practice  which  could  not  be  too  much 
condemned.  He  hoped  his  Colleagues 
would  avail  themselves  of  the  oppor- 
tunities which  Supply  still  afforded  to 
bring  forward  the  grievances — and  there 
were  a  great  many — from  which  Lreland 
still  suffered.  The  Prime  Minister  must 
see  that  the  appeal  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Longford  was  a  very  reasonable  one; 
and  as  the  Forms  of  the  House  would 
preclude  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  from 
speaking  again,  in  order  to  give  him  a 
fresh  opportunity  of  addressing  the 
House  he  begged  to  conclude  by  moving 
that  the  debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Mk.  BIGOAB  seconded  the  Motion. 
He  said, he  thought  that  there  was  every 
necessity  for  this  Motion.  The  hon. 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire  had 
made  a  reference  to  Irish  Members. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  :  No,  I  referred 
to  the  Members  for  Great  Britain. 

Mb.  BIGGAEthoughtthehon.Member 
spoke  more  particulany  with  regard  to  the 
IxishMembers.  He  (Mr. Biggar) certainly 
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repelled  the  idea  that  English  Hembers 
who  might  or  might  not  be  thoroughly 
ignorant  of  the  question  in  hand  were 
at  liberty  to  lecture  Irish  Members  as 
to  how  they  should  behave  and  how 
the  Irish  people  should  be  governed. 
The  Irish  Members  stood  in  that  House 
with  equal  rights  with  the  English  Mem- 
bers, and  they  had  determination  enough 
to  insist  on  being  heard  on  behalf  of 
the  causes  they  had  to  advocate.  As  to 
Supply,  the  Irish  Members  would  vindi- 
cate their  right  to  criticize  the  Estimates. 
He  suggested  that  Business  might  pro- 
ceed more  satisfactorily  if  English  and 
Scotch  Members  would  make  fewer 
speeches  when  Irish  questions  oame  up 
for  discussion,  and  would  be  more  influ- 
enced by  those  who  understood  the  sub- 
jects. In  the  early  part  of  the  Session 
Bills  were  introduced  which  were  of 
great  interest  because  opposed  by  Irish 
Members,  but  the  greater  part  of  the 
discussion  was  taken  up  by  English  and 
Scotch  Members. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  keeping  to  the  Question  before 
the  House.  Se  is  wandering  far  wide 
of  it. 

Mb.  BIGOAR  said,  that  being  so,  he 
woidd  conffne  himself  to  the  Bills  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House.  There 
were  Bills  in  which  both  the  English  and 
Scotch  Members  were  interested,  and, 
consequently,  the  Irish  Members  also 
felt  an  interest  in  these  Votes,  seeing 
the  large  number  of  Irishmen  in  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  affected  by  them. 
Some  English  and  Scotch  Members 
mifi;ht  think  that  Irish  Members  had  no 
right  to  take  part  in  the  discussion  of 
English  and  Scotch  Votes  in  Supply; 
but  he  held  quite  the  contrary  opinion. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  keeping  to  the  Question  at  all, 
and  if  he  does  not  keep  very  dose  to  the 
Question  I  shall  be  called  upon  to  regard 
him  as  wilfully  and  persistently  disre- 
garding the  authority  of  the  Chair. 

Mb.  BIGG AE  thought  tJiat  perhaps 
enough  had  been  said  on  the  question, 
and  he  would  simply  conclude  by  second- 
ing the  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr, 
Arthur  O'Connor,) — put,  and  nfffoiived. 

Original  Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  111 ;  Noes 
12  :  M^ority  99.— (Div.  fast,  No.  3470 
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lUtoi94d^  That  for  the  reznamder  of  the  Session 
Orders  of  the  Day  have  precedence  of  Notices  of 
Motions  on  Tucsoay,  Government  Orders  having 
priority  ;*  and  that  Government  Orders  have 
priori^  on  Wednesday. 

ORDERS    OF  TEE  DAY. 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

MERCHANT  SEAMEN'S  PENSIONS. 
BESOLUTIOK. 

Mb.  QOURLBY,  in  rising  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  administration  of  Green- 
wich Hospital  with  regard  to  Merchant 
Seamen's  Pensions,  and  to  move — 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  tha 
grant  should  include  widows  whoso  husbands 
contributed  to  the  fund,  and  merchant  seamen 
now  in  receipt  of  the  Mercantile  Marine  Fund 
ptosioiui; 
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said,  the  merchant  seamen  contended 
that  while  the  seamen  of  the  Boyal  Navy 
and  the  Marines  had  received  full  and 
ample  pensions  from  the  contributions 
made  by  and  for  seamen  generally  from 
the  (Greenwich  Hospital  Fund,  they  had 
heen  debarred  from  receiving  anything 
heyond  the  miserable  pittance  granted 
by  the  present  Secratary  of  State  for  War 
in  1867.  Since  1867  the  aged  seamen 
had  been  receiving  £3  8«.  a-year,  while 
the  widows  had  not  received  anything 
whatever  from  the  fund  to  which  enor- 
mous sums  had  been  compulsorily  con- 
tributed by  seamen  for  a  long  course  of 
yean.  If  the  seaman  who  might  have 
contribated  to  the  Oreenwich  Hospital 
Fund  should  elect  to  receive  £3  8«. 
a-year,  he  was  debarred  thereby  from 
obtaining  another  pension  to  which  he 
was  equitably  entitled — namely,  from 
the  Mercantile  Marine  Fund.  On  the 
other  handy  if  he  elected  to  receive  a 
Mercantile  Marine  Fund  pension,  then, 
although  he  was  entitled  through  the 
contribution  which  he  might  have  com- 
pulsorily made  to  the  Greenwich  Hospital 
Fund  to  the  pension  which  would  accrue 
to  him  from  the  latter  fund,  he  was  de- 
hacred  from  obtaining  it.  It  was  de- 
niable that  the  existing  Act  should  be  so 
amended  as  that  men  who  were  entitled 
to  the  Greenwich  Hospital  Fund  should 
not  be  debarred  from  enjoying  the  bene- 
fiti  of  that  fiind  beoanse  they  accepted  a 


Mercantile  Marine  Fund  pension — they 
being  entitled  to  both.  It  would,  per- 
haps, be  said,  in  answer  to  the  claim 
that  he  was  setting  up,  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  taken  over  and  advanced  a 
large  sum  of  money  in  connection  with 
another  fund,  the  Mercantile  Marine 
Fund.  He  granted  that ;  but  the  House 
must  understand  that  the  Mercantile 
Marine  Fund  was  a  compulsory  fund, 
created  by  the  Government  of  the  day, 
equally  with  the  Greenwich  Hospital 
contribution.  Therefore,  if  the  Govern- 
ment lost  by  the  winding  up  of  the  Mer- 
cantile Marine  Fund,  that  was  no  reason 
why  the  poor  men  who  had  compulsorily 
contributed  towards  the  Greenwich  Hos- 
pital Fund  should  be  excluded  from  their 
rights  in  regard  to  the  latter  fund.  He 
denied  that  the  one  fund  was  intended 
to  be  a  substitute  for  the  other.  The 
Preamble  of  the  Mercantile  Marine  Fund 
Act  contained  an  admission  of  the  right 
of  merchant  seamen  to  the  benefits  of 
the  Greenwich  Hospital  Fund.  The  Act 
was,  in  fact,  passed  for  the  purpose  of 
supplementing  and  assisting  the  Green- 
wich Hospital  Fund.  He  asked  anyone 
acquainted  with  the  Charter  of  1694  and 
the  Act  of  1696  whether  it  was  con- 
sistent with  common  sense  that  Parlia- 
ment intended  that  merchant  seamen 
should  be  taxed  more  than  any  other 
class  of  the  community  in  order  that 
they  might  bear  the  cost  of  pensions  to 
men  who  had  served  in  the  Royal  Navy? 
For  his  part,  he  did  not  think  that  such 
a  proposition  could  for  a  moment  be 
maintained.  He  trusted  that  his  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  Thomas  Brassey)  would  urge 
upon  the  Government  the  claims  of  a 
deserving  class  who  were  now  mulcted 
to  the  extent  of  about  £12,000  a-year  by 
enforced  deductions  from  their  earnings. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  mov- 
ing the  Kesolution  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice. 

Mr.  AVEBSTER,  in  seconding  the 
Amendment,  assured  the  Gx)vernment 
that  the  dissatisfaction  with  regard  to 
the  application  of  the  fund  since  1834 
was  not  confined  to  the  constituency  of 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  brought 
forward  the  Kesolution.  It  was  wide- 
spread among  the  seamen  through- 
out Scotland,  and  more  particularly  in 
the  seaports  of  the  East  of  Scotland. 
He  should  not  say  a  word  as  to  the  do- 
sorvings  of  that  most  patient  and  hard- 
working class  of  men.  Waiving  this,  it 
was  quite  plain  that  some  legal  right 
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was  recognized  on  the  part  of  merchant 
captains  and  seamen  when  the  division 
of  the  Greenwich  Hospital  Fund  was 
made  by  Parliament.  It  was  also  plain 
that  the  division  with  respect  to  merchant 
seamen  was  exceedingly  parsimonious, 
and  that  the  share  allotted  to  them  was 
not  what  they  were  entitled  to.  He 
hoped  that  the  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
who  had  to  represent  this  matter  to  his 
colleagues  would  see  his  way  to  recom- 
mend the  claims  of  that  deserving  and 
ill-requited  class.  These  claims  were  of 
very  old  standing,  and  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  look  favourably  upon 
them,  even  if  it  were  necessary  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  grant  to  the 
Greenwich  Hospital  Fund  should  include  widows 
whose  husbands  contributed  to  the  fund,  and 
merchant  seamen  now  in  receipt  of  the  Mer- 
cantile Marine  Fund  Pensions,"— (ifr.  Oourley,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Sib  ANDREW  LUSK  thanked  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr. 
Gourley)  for  bringing  forward  this  sub- 
lect,  because,  rightly  or  wrongly,  these 
old  people  thought  that  they  had  a 
grievance.  They  had  been  obliged  to 
contribute  to  two  funds  from  their  hard 
earnings,  and  now  if  they  received  a 
return  from  one  fund  they  were  pre- 
cluded from  the  benefit  of  the  other.  He 
never  liked  to  break  faith  with  those 
who  relied  upon  the  law.  There  were 
only  some  3,000  or  4,000  of  them  alive, 
and  they  should  not  be  denied  when 
they  demanded  their  rights.  Seamen 
were,  as  a  rule,  a  helpless  class,  and 
therefore  he  hoped  that  the  Government 
would  show  some  consideration  for  these 
applicants.  This  was  one  of  those  cases 
where  a  small  wrong  became  very  irri- 
tating. 

Sir  THOMAS  BRASSEY  said,  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr. 
Gourley)  had  made  a  persuasive  appeal 
on  behalf  of  the  aged  seamen.  In  much 
that  he  had  said  he  concurred.  Some 
years  ago  he  had  brought  forward  a 
proposal  in  that  House  for  a  seamen's 
benefit  fund,  to  be  managed  by  the  offi- 
cials of  the  shipping  offices.  He  still 
cherished  the  hope  that  the  merchant 
seamen  might  receive  some  assistance 

Mr.  W^UUr 


in  their  efforts  to  combine  for   their 
mutual  support  in  advancing  years.    It 
was  not  an  essential  feature  of  the  plan 
for  a  merchant  seamen's  fund  that  the 
State  should    make  a  contribution  of 
money.     Whatever  might   be  the  de- 
cision on  this  point,  it  was  his  duty  to 
resist  any  proposal  to  take  money  from 
Greenwich  funds.     Before  submitting  a 
short   statement  of  the  leading  facts, 
there  was  one  obvious  remark  which  he 
might  offer.     His  hon.  Friend  would  ac- 
knowledge that  the  injustice  of  which  he 
complained  was  not  due  to  any  action 
which  had  been  tiaken  by  the  present 
Admiralty.     Similar  demands  had  been 
steadily  resisted  by  successive  Boards, 
who  were  under  strong  temptation  to  be- 
come popular  at  the  public  expense  by 
lavish  charities  to  the    merchant   sea- 
men.    The  unanimity  of  their  decisionB 
was,  in  his  judgment,  conclusive.     The 
present  Government,  however,  in  their 
anxious  desire  to  be  just,  had  once  more 
consulted  the  experienced  officers  of  the 
Board  of   Trade    and    the  Admiralty, 
under  whom  the  pensions  to  seamen  and 
the  funds  of  Ghreenwich  Hospital  were 
administered.     The  Papers  containing 
the  correspondence  with  the  Board  of 
Trade  would  be  distributed  in  a  few  days. 
The  constituents  of  his    hon.    Friend 
would  doubtless  be  supplied  with  copies 
of  the  Papers,  and  when  they  had  read 
them  they  would  be  convinced  that  they 
had  no  claim  whatever  to  further  assist- 
ance from  Greenwich.    Without  enter- 
ing too  minutely  into  details,  he  might 
observe  that  the  relief  of  seamen  who 
had  served  in  the  Boyal  Navy  was  the 
exclusive  object  of  the  noble  roundation 
of  William  and  Mary.     That  object  was 
steadily  kept  in  view  both  in  the  Act  of 
]  696,  under  which  the  seamen  of  the 
Merchant  Service  were  required  to  pay 
6(f.  a-month  to  Greenwich,  and  again 
in  the  Act  of  1834,  under  which  they 
were  relieved  from  the  obligation.    The 
protection  afforded  by  the  Navy  to  the 
commerce  of  the  country  was  held  to  be 
a  sufficient  justification  for  imposinff  a 
tax  on  the  Merchant  Service.     Passing 
from  the  original  object  for  which  the 
hospital  was  founded  to  the  subsequent 
efforts  of  the  State  to  administer  to  the 
wants  of  the  Merchant  Service,  he  might 
refer  to  the  onerous  obligation  under- 
taken in  connection  with  the  Merdiant 
Seamen's  Fund.    The  management  was 
unsatisfactory,  and  in  1851  the  fimd  was 
wound  up  by  Act  of  ParUament.    Pen- 
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none  were  granted  at  the  average  rates 
of  the  preceding  five  years,  and  the  Ex- 
chequer was  made  responsible  for  any 
deficiency  which  might  arise.    The  net 
result  had  been  a  loss  of  no  less  than 
£920,000.     Notwithstanding  the  losses 
sustained  in  connection  with  their  fund, 
a  generous  gift  was  made  to  the  mer- 
chant  seamen  on  the  occasion  of  the 
closing  of  Greenwich  Hospital   as  an 
uylum  for  the  Boyal  Navy.     By  the 
Qieenwich  Hospital  Act  of  1869,  power 
was  taken  to  expend  £4,000  a-year  in 
pzoTiding  pensions  at  the  rate  of  £3  8«. 
to  seamen  who  had  contributed  6d.  a- 
month  to  Greenwich  Hospital  for  five 
years  prior  to  1835,  and  who  were  not  in 
receipt  of  a  pension  from  the  Merchant 
Seamen's  Fund.    In  making  this  con- 
cession the  Admiralty  were  doing  an  act 
of  g^race,  and  they  distinctly  declined  to 
acknowledge  any   legal   liability.      In 
1872  a  further  concession  was  made. 
The  annual  expenditure  from  Greenwich 
fonda  was  no  longer  limited  to  £4,000 
a>3fear,  and  an  Act  was  passed  autho- 
riiinff  the  purchase  of  annuities  by  the 
Boara  of  Trade  out  of  funds  provided 
lyQreenwich  Hospital  for  all  seamen 
who  could  prove  a  claim  to    pension 
under  the  regulations  laid  down  in  1869. 
The  charge  which  had  come  on  Green- 
vich  Hospital  in  providing  pensions  and 
aniiTuties  under  the  Acts  of  1869  and 
187S  had  already  amounted  to  £  1 58,000, 
tad  it  was  contemplated  that  a  further 
Bunof  from  £40,000  to  £50,000  would 
he  required.      The   regulations   under 
which  the  pensions  were  granted  had 
been  made  the  subject  of  complaint.    It 
had  been  argued  that  seamen  who  were 
in  receipt  of  pensions  from  the  Mercan- 
tile Marine  Ib^und  ought  not  to  be  de- 
barred from  the  enjoyment  of  pensions 
from  Ghreenwich  Hospital.    In  Novem- 
ber last  the  Admiralty  addressed  a  letter 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  asking  them,  as 
the  official  protectors  of  the  merchant 
ieamen,  how  far  the  sum  of  £3  Ss.  per 
annum,  whether  paid  in  the  shape  of  a 
Qxeenwich  pension  or  a  Merchant  Sea- 
men's Fund  pension,  was  a  sufficient 
3nivalent  for  the  enforced  contribution 
It.  a-month?    In  reply,  they  were 
tdd  that  the  aum  now  paid  was  in  ex- 
tm  of  the  value  of  the  enforced  con- 
tribution with  interest.   The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sunderland  was  not  content  to 
aj|8  the  claims  of  the  seamen  them- 
fWt    and    he    asked    that    pensions 
dumld  b«  «stended  to  widows.    The  de- 


mand could  not  be  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment as  a  matter  of  right  and  justice.  If, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  cause  of  the  widows 
were  pleaded  as  a  case  for  tho  charitable 
consideration  of  the  Government,  ho  had 
already  shown  that  there  wore  other  re- 
sources directly  arising  from  the  Mer- 
cantile Marine  from  which,  if  they  thought 
it  right  to  make  a  concession,  an  appro- 
priation might  be  made.  The  pensions 
from  the  Mercantile  Marine  Fund  and 
the  grants  from  the  Greenwich  Funds, 
so  far  from  being  an  inadequate  return 
for  the  contributions,  had  already  in- 
volved a  loss  to  the  State  of  more  than 
£1, 100,000.  Having  dealt  thus  far  with 
the  case  of  the  seamen  as  founded  on 
their  individual  contributions,  he  passed 
on  to  the  claims  put  forward  on  their 
behalf  as  heirs  to  former  generations  of 
contributors.  It  had  been  maintained 
in  several  I'etitions  that  not  less  than 
£2,000,000  of  the  accumulated  funds  of 
the  Hospital  had  been  derived  from  the 
enforced  contributions  of  merchant  sea- 
men. The  statement  was  incorrect.  The 
personal  property  of  Greenwich  Hospital 
was  mainly  derived  from  other  sources — 
from  unclaimed  prize-money,  assigned 
to  the  Institution  in  the  reign  of  Queen 
Anne,  and  from  the  prize-money  of  de- 
serters, made  over  to  the  Hospital  in 
the  reign  of  George  II.  It  included  a 
percentage  of  5  per  cent  on  all  prizes 
taken  during  the  Great  War.  The  sale 
of  portions  of  the  Derwentwater  Estates, 
which  were  appropriated  to  the  Hospital 
in  the  reign  of  George  II.,  had  been 
another  source  whence  the  personal  pro- 
perty had  been  accumulated.  But  of  all 
these  sources  of  wealth,  the  most  im- 
portant was  the  transfer,  in  1814,  of  the 
funds  of  the  Chatham  Chest,  amounting 
to  £1,355,000.  Tho  Chatham  Chest  was 
originally  established  in  the  reign  of 
Queen  Elizabeth,  and  the  revenues  were 
derived  from  Parliamentary  grants, 
charitable  bequests,  prize-money,  and  a 
tax  of  6d,  per  month  levied  on  seamen 
serving  in  the  Navy.  Having  shown 
that  the  merchant  seamen  have  no  claim, 
whether  in  law  or  in  equity,  to  further 
contributions  from  Greenwich  Hospital, 
it  might  not  seem  necessary  to  carry  for- 
ward this  discussion.  It  might,  however, 
be  satisfactory  to  the  House  to  know  tho 
numerous  and  benevolent  uses  to  which 
tho  funds  of  the  Hospital  were  devoted. 
Its  whole  revenues  were  bestowed  in 
ministering  to  the  necessities  of  men 
who  had  done  long  service  to  the  ooun- 
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try.     Out  of  a  total  income  of  £161,000,  '  comrades  who  had  fallen  at  the  post  of 

no  less  than  £120,000  were  expended  in   duty. 

pensions  and  gratuities.     In  addition  to  -      Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

this,  they  were  educating   1,000   boys,!      T^r  •     r.      x,-  j    «.mv    .  w 

the  sons  of  seamen  and  marines.     They  I  ^  ^^in  Question  proposed.  J'  That  Mr. 

were  doing  this  at  a  cost  below  the  |  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair. 

average  in  similar  institutions.     It  had  |  UEALTU-TUE  LOCAL  GO- 

been  obiected  that  too  larere  a  sum  was  i       •-*    ^^  «•*-  «^ 

expended  in  salaries.     To^this  he  had  h'^^^^^^MENT  BOARD.  -  0BSEEVATI0X8. 

to  answer  that  the  school  was  completely  ',  Du.  CAMERON,  in  rising  to  call  at- 
re-organized  in  1870  by  a  committee  of  Mention  to  the  power  possessed  by  the 
which  the  present  Secretary  to  tlie  Ad-  I  Local  Government  Board  for  the  pre- 
miralty  was  the  chairman.  But  although  vention  and  control  of  formidable  epi- 
the  Establishment  was  thus  recently  re-  .  domic  diseases,  and  the  manner  in  which 
vised,  they  had  thought  it  right  to  ap-   those  powers  have  of  late  been  exercised, 


point  a  committee,  which  was  on  the 
point  of  reporting  the  result  of  its  in- 
quiries, lie  had  reason  to  know  that 
the  work  undertaken  by  Admiral  Hickloy 
and  his  colleagues,  the  Member  for  Fal- 
mouth, and  Sir  Digby  Murray,  had  been 
thoroughly  done,  and  that  it  would  re- 
sult in  valuable  improvements  in  the 


said  he  would  not  have  ventured  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  this  sub- 
ject, had  it  not  been  for  the  veryoritical 
and  dangerous  position  in  which  the 
Government  were  at  present  placed.  At 
the  last  meeting  of  the  Metropolitan 
Asylums  Board,  one  of  its  most  ener- 
getic members — Sir  Edmund  Currie — 


dietary  of  the  school,  and  in  the  training  ;  stated  that  unless  immediate  steps  were 
of  the  boys  for  the  sea  service.  Where  I  taken  for  the  control  of  these  epidemic 
an  increase  of  expenditure  was  required,  j  diseases,   they   would   probably  retoro 


they  would  be  able  to  meet  the  cost  by 
economy  in  other  directions.  In  con- 
clusion, he  had  to  express  the  hope  that 
his  hon.  Friend  would  be  satisfied  with 
the  explanations  he  had  received.  He 
had  done  his  duty  to  those  whose  cause 
lie  had  advocated  by  stating  their  case 
in  Parliament.  It  had  been  his  (Sir 
Thomas  Brassoy's)  duty,  on  behalf  of 
the  Navy,  to  show  that  the  cost  of  the 
benevolent  i)lan  of  his  hon.  Friend  oould 


from  their  vacation  to  find  themselves 
in  the  midst  of  an  epidemic  of  small^pox 
and  scarlet  fever,  with  no  means  of 
coping  with  it.  Already  some  1,800 
persons  had  died  from  the  late  outbreak 
of  small-pox  in  the  Metropolis.  He  be- 
lieved that  if  prompt  measures  had  been 
taken  by  the  Local  Government  Board 
that  epidemic  would  not  have  occurred. 
The  small-pox  epidemic  had  been  less 
fatal  at  present  than  at  any  previous 


not  in  justice  be  made  a  charge  upon  [  period  of  its  prevalence ;  but  the  fact 
Greenwich  funds.  Hon.  Members  would  I  that  the  mortality  was  less  than  it 
believe  that  it  was  not  an  agreeable  duty   formerly  had  been  was  no  proof  that 


to  resist  an  appeal  on  behalf  of  aged  and, 
perhaps,  necessitous  persons  belonging 
to  a  class  with  which  he  had  a  warm 


they  were  at  the  end  of  their  trouble. 
The  Local  Government  Board  were  en- 
abled by  Act  of  Parliament  to  order  the 


sympathy.  In  following  his  hazardous  Metropolitan  Asylums  Board  to  con- 
calling  the  merchant  seaman  did  a  duty  struct  hospitals  for  the  reception  of  per- 
to  society  and  to  the  State,  and  he  had  |  sons  suffering  from  infectious  diseases, 
a  strong  claim  to  our  benevolence  ;  but '  and  such  an  order  had  the  effect  of 


the  seamen  of  the  Navy  might  be  called 
upon  at  any  moment  for  yet   greater 


rendering  it  imperative  on  the  Asylums 
Board  to  carry  out  their  instructions, 


sacrifices.  Even  in  peace,  grave  dis-  ,  and  any  hospital  so  provided  could  ro- 
asters might  occur,  bringing  misery  to  !  main  where  it  was  placed  in  spite  of  the 
many  homes.  The  present  Board  of  protests  of  the  people  of  the  district. 
Admiralty  were  anxious  to  make  more  In  March  last  a  case  was  tried  and 
ample  provision  for  these  distressing  carried  to  the  House  of  Lords,  in  which 
calamities,  and  if  they  permitted  an  un- 1  it  was  declared  by  that  tribunal  that  if 
justifiable  encroachment  on  the  limited  it  were  proved  that  a  small-pox  or  any 
resources  of  Greenwich  Hospital,  they  ;  other  hospital  for  the  treatment  of  in- 
would  deprive  themselves  of  the  means  |  fectious  diseases  was  a  nuisance  to  a 
of  giving  relief  to  seamen  wlio  had  j  populous  district,  it  might  be  shut  up, 
grown  old  in  the  service  of  their  country  |  and  that  the  order  of  the  Looal  Govern'* 
and  to  the  widows  and  orphans  of  their  |  ment  Board  waa  no  authority  for  .keqh 
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iog   it    open.     Since  that    decision  of. 
the  House  of  Lords,  the  Metropolitan  I 
Asylnms  Board  eonld  do  nothing  in  the  i 
way  of  establishing  hospitals  of  that  | 
kind.      By  the  Public  Health  Act  of , 
1876  the  Local  Oovemment  Board,  when  . 
an  outbreak  of  infectious  disease  was , 
threatened,  could  make,  alter,  and  re-  ' 
Yoke  regulations  for  the  provision  of  \ 
medical  aid  and  accommodation,  and  for  , 
ffuuding  against  the    spread    of   the ; 
oisease.    His  charge  against  that  Board  . 
was  that  since  December  last,  while  an 
epidemic  had  j^revailed,  they  had  done 
aiMolutely  nothmg ;  they  had  refused  to  ' 
take  any  initiative  or  to  give  any  ad- ; 
noe.     Had  they  been  dealing  with  a : 
threatened  invasion  of  catttle  plague,  , 
instead  of  small-pox  or  scarlet  fever, 
fhey  woald  have  had  the  Vice  President  l 
of  the  Council  exerting  himself  to  the  { 
utmost  to  cope  with  the  apprehended 
visitatiGn.     In  December  last  warning 
was  given  to    the  Local  Government 
Board  by   the    Metropolitan    Asylums 
Board  that  small-pox  was  steadily  in- 
creasing, and  that  something  should  be 
dime.  But  nothing  was  done.  In  March, 
1,500  applications  for  the  admission  of 
gitients  were  obliged  to  be  refused  from 
wint  of  hospital  space.    Li  May  the 
Asylums  Board  themselves  proposed  to 
wtahlish  a  hospital  for  small-pox  con- 
nlflscent  patients    at    Darenth.      The 
Local  Gbvemment  Board  gave  their  as- 
mi.    Later  on  a  ship  was  placed  at  the 
diiposal  of  the  Asylums  Board  by  the 
Auniralty,  and  that  hospital  ship  was 
opsned  a  couple  of  months  ago.     It 
might  have  been  expected  that  a  De- 
ptrtment  which  was  really  the  Depart- 
ment of  Health  in  this  country  should 
know  something  about  coping  with  dan- 
gnous  mndemics.    They  had  the  out- 
ikirtB  ox  the  Metropolis  available    to 
fhem,  and  also  the  river ;  but  they  were 
aot  resorted  to  until  it  was  too  late. 
Ihero  had  been  nothing  to  prevent  the 
Local  Oovemment  Board ;  and  he  said 
it  was  its  duty  to  have  advised  the 
iivloms  Board  that  all  the  thinly-in 
haoited  country  outside  of  London,  and 
alio  the  river,  lay  open  to  them,  where 
BO  nuiaaaoe  would  have  arisen  from  the 
hospitals.  If  they  had  taken  that  course 
in  tune,  a  yast  amount  of  the  mischief 
which  they  had  suffered  would  have 
haen  averted.    The  city  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  represent  was  an   un- 
healthy one.     Houses  were  crowded  to- 
gattor;  joores  o£  fainilies  lived  in  some 


tenements;  and  when  epidemics  broke 
out  they  spread  with  a  virulence  which 
happily  was  not  manifested  in  London. 
But  in   Glasgow,    during  the   last    11 
years,  although  there  was  an  epidemic 
which  extended  over  five  years,  and  al- 
though they  had  had  repeated  importa- 
tions of  the  disease  into  the  town,  the 
mortality  from  small-pox  had  not  been 
one- third  what  it  had  been  in  London 
during  the  same  period.     The  saving  of 
life  might  appear  trivial  to  some  Mem- 
bers, but  it  was  not  so  to  him.     In 
Glasgow  during  those  1 1  years  the  mor- 
tality was  1,590  persons  per  1,000,000, 
whilst  in  London  it  was  4,580  persons  per 
1,000,000  ;  or,  taking  the  inhabitants  of 
London  at  4,000,000,  the  avoidable  mor- 
tality in  London — mortality  from  small- 
pox —  in   excess   of  what  occurred  in 
Glasgow  was  close  upon  12,000.     That 
was  a  startling  fact,  and  it  showed  that 
they  ought  to  adopt  in  London  the  same 
systems  of  supervision  that  existed  in 
Glasgow.     This  was  what  was  done  in 
Glasgow.   He  knew  a  case  where  small- 
pox broke  out  in  a  tenement  consisting 
of  perhaps  60  or  70  families,  and  was 
only  discovered  on  the  death  of  one  per- 
son.     The  medical  officer,   who  there 
was  entrusted  with  the  entire  control  of 
epidemics,  immediately  on  the  case  being 
reported  to  him,  instituted  a  floor  to 
floor  and  house  to  house  examination, 
and  he  discovered  that   24   cases  had 
arisen  from  the  one  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred.    The  staff  of  vaccinators  with 
which  the  medical  officer  of  health  was 
provided  attended  and  offered  to  all  the 
tenants    and     the    members    of    their 
families  the  safeguard  of  re- vaccination, 
and  in   the  result  200  to  300  persons 
were  re-vaccinated ;    and  owing  to  the 
steps  thus  taken,  whereas  24  cases  were 
infected   from   one  case,  not  a   single 
fatal  case   occurred.      Why   were  not 
similar  provisions  made  here  to  grapple 
with  epidemics  ?    Had  that  been  done, 
the  disease  would  never  have  spread  to 
the  alarming  extent  it  had.     It  was  no 
use  putting  out  placards  that   people 
could  be  re- vaccinated  at  certain  places. 
!  The  people  would  not  come.    They  must 
go   to  the  people.      Even  where    the 
people  were  disposed  to   come  to  the 
vaccinators,  there  was  such  difficulty  in 
getting  a  supply  of  lymph  that  it  had 
to  bo    stopped.      As   in  Glasgow,    so 
!  in  London,    on  the  medical  officer  of 
I  health  should  devolve  the  whole  respon- 
I  sibility ;  but  he  diould  be  supplied  with 
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everything  in  the  way  of  remedy  and 
everything  in  the  way  of  assistance  that ! 
he  required.  Such,  however,  was  not 
the  case  ;  the  trifling  expense  necessary 
for  obtaining  a  due  supply  of  lymph 
was  not  incurred,  and  no  staff  of  re- 
vaccinators  was  provided.  If  this  wooden 
system  were  to  be  allowed  to  prevail, 
they  had  better  keep  in  the  Treasury 
the  £300,000  they  were  asked  to  vote, 
and  leave  it  to  private  energy  to  face  a 
danger  the  neccessary  exertion  for  which , 
ho  believed,  would  have  been  put  forth 
by  the  Government  Department  if  it 
were  cattle  plague  that  had  to  be 
stamped  out. 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  he  understood  the 
complaint  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glas- 
gow to  be  that  the  Local  Government 
Board  had  not  put  in  force  the  extra- 
ordinary powers  for  dealing  with  for- 
midable diseases  vested  in  them  by  the 
Public  Health  Act.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
however,  it  was  not  that  Act,  but  the 
Prevention  of  Diseases  Act  that  applied 
to  the  Metropolis;  and  it  was  evident 
that  the  abnormal  powers  given  by  that 
Act  were  only  to  be  applied  in  a  case  of 
plague,  or  Asiatic  cholera,  or  some  un- 
usual and  terrible  visitation  with  which 
the  local  authorities  were  unable  to  cope. 
He  would  therefore  put  it  to  the  hon. 
Member  and  to  the  House  whether  in 
their  view  it  was  necessary,  in  the  face  of 
the  events  which  had  occurred,  to  exer- 
cise the  extraordinary  powers  which  were 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member?  As 
far  as  the  question  of  house-to-house 
visitation  was  concerned,  the  Guardians 
in  most  instances  had,  with  the  approval 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  made 
provision  for  the  purpose  by  appointing 
assistant  vaccination  officers,  and  the 
Vestries  and  District  Boards  had  each  of 
them  medical  officers,  whose  duty  it  was 
to  keep  them  informed  as  to  the  condition 
of  the  health  of  the  districts  in  which 
they  were  engaged.  As  regarded  medical 
attendance  for  the  poor,  it  was  well 
secured  through  the  agency  of  the  Boards 
of  Guardians,  while  the  affiuent  classes 
of  course  provided  for  themselves.  As 
to  the  speedy  interment  of  the  dead,  not 
even  the  hon.  Member  would  contend 
that  any  occasion  had  arisen  for  the 
exercise  of  extraordinary  measures  for 
that  purpose.  On  the  contrary,  to  have 
put  forth  the  powers  to  which  he  had 
referred  would  have  caused  an  unneces- 
sary panic  in  the  Metropolis,  and  would 
have  been  tantamount  to  pioolaiming 


martial  law  because  of  a  disturbance  in 
Hyde  Park.    He  could  not  admit  that 
the  Local  Government  Board  had  shown 
any  apathy  in  this  matter.     The  Metro- 
politan Asylums  Managers  had  responded 
most  readily  to  the  suggestions  of  the 
Local  Government  Board;   but  he  was 
sorry  to  say  that  the  Vestries  and  District 
Boards  had  done  very  little  to  provide 
hospital  accommodation,   as  they  wen 
bound  to,  for  persons  not  paupers  who 
were  attackea  by  infectious    diseases. 
They  were  not,  however,  under  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Local  Government  Board. 
It  was  all  very  well  for  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow  to  institute  compariaons 
between  the  city  which  he  represented 
and  the  Metropolis ;  but  he  seemed  to 
forget  that  in  the  Metropolis  there  were 
difficulties,  connected  with  its  size,  the 
fluctuation  of  population,  the  change  of 
lodgings  and  other  matters,  which  made 
it  much  more  difficult  than  in  Glasgow 
to  discover  or  to  follow  cases  in  which  the 
Vaccination  Act  might  be  evaded.    As 
he  had  said,  it  was  not  possible  for  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  act  directly; 
they  only  acted  indirectly  through  the 
Metropolitan  Asylums  Bourd  and  to  some 
extent  upon  other  local  bodies  in  the 
way  of  giving  advice  in  such  a  manner 
as  he  had  no  doubt  had  produced,  and 
would  continue  to  produce,  g^ood  ^eeti 
on  the  health  of  the  people.     Since  the 
Metropolitan  Asylums  Board  had  been 
established  much  had  been  done  to  pro- 
vide hospital  accommodation.  The  Board 
were  bound  to  provide  hospitals  for  the 
pauper  class  only ;  but  in  consequence  of 
the  general  neglect  of  the  Vestries  aad 
District  Boards  to  do  their  part  and  nith 
vide  hospitals  for  the  non-pauper  wum^ 
both  classes  had  in  the  recent  emerffenflj 
resorted  to  the  Board's  hospitals.    £Te& 
as  it  was,  but  for  the  closing  of  Hamp- 
stead  Hospital,  which  had  proved  a  great 
misfortune,  the  Asylums  Board  would 
almost  have  provided    all   tiie  accom- 
modation   that    was    necessary.      The 
Board  had,  including  Hampsteadi  five 
permanent  hospitals  sufficient  together 
for  upwards  of    1,000  patients.     The 
closing  of  Hampstead  had  deprived  the 
Board  of  300  beds.    To  meet  tiie  diffi- 
culty thus  created  in  the  present  epi- 
demic,  accommodation  had  been  pro- 
vided at  Darenth  for  600  convalescentiy 
and  a  hospital  ship,  The  Atku,  estab- 
lished, which  conld  receive  firom  150  to 
20()  patients.    As  to  yacoination,  it  was 
not  the  duty,  nor  was  it  in  tlM  powir  flf 
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Ae  Local  Goyemment  Board  to  anpply 
Ijm]^  by  the  pint  or  the  quart  for  the 
Taoomation  of  all  peraons.    Parliament 
liad  not  nyen  it  the  means  and  did  not 
intend  to  do  so.  The  yaodnatione  which 
took  place  in  England  and  Wales  num- 
bered 750,000  a-year.    The  Local  Oo- 
Tomment  Board  oould  not  provide  lymph 
hr  all  these.      As  it  was  it  provided 
lymph  stocks  to  about  10,000  medical 
^puixtnts  in  the  year.    It  had  recently 
estebliahed  a  provision  of  animal  lymph 
for  the  benefit  of  such  applicants.    In 
the  endeavour  to  establish  nospitals  the 
Hetropolitan  Asylums  Board  had  been 
Ready  hampered  by  the  objections  made 
by  the  inhabitants  of  the  districts  where 
it  was  proposed  they  should  be  situated. 
Xhis  was  shown  by  what  had  occurred 
at  Hampstead,  at  Fulham,  and  at  Worm- 
wood Scmbbs.    He  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  present  epidemic 
was  not  nearly  so  severe  as  was  that  of 
1871,  and  there  was  reason  to  hope  that 
it  would  not  be  as  severe  as  even  that  of 
u  or  seven  years  aeo.    Nevertheless, 
he  oould  assure  the  hon.  Member  that 
he  was  by  no  means  inclined  to  make 
light  of  the  matter,  and  was  desirous  of 
using  to  the  utmost  the  very  limited 
powers  that  had  been  intrusted  to  the 
iMal  Government  Board  to  deal  with 
the  matter.    He  trusted  that  the  expe- 
lisiioe  of  the  last  few  months  would  not 
be  altogether  thrown  away  either  upon 
hu  Department  or  upon  the  Vestries 
and  local  authorities  upon  whom  so  much 
dipended.     He  was  far  from  finding 
fnlt  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Olasgow 
tn  having  brought  this  subject  under 
ths  notice  of  the  House,  because  he  was 
aware  of  the  warm  interest  which  the 
hon.  Member  took  in  sanitary  matters ; 
and  he  tmsted  that  the  effect  of  the  dis- 
eutton  might  be  to  stimulate  the  local 
■sduxiities  to  exertion  in  dealing  with 
ftflse  outbreaks. 

lb.  WABTON  said,  he  must  express 

ik  thanks    to  the   hon.  Member  for 

CHa^gow  for  having  brought  this  subject 

bafare  the  House ;  but  he  thought  that 

As  President  of  the  Local  Government 

Bosrdwas  rather  proud  of  the  letters 

flat  prevented  him  from  doing  anything 

to  soenre  the  health  of  the  people.    If 

fiit  IVesident  of  the  Local  Government 

Board  found  his  hands  tied,  why  did  not 

he  bring  in  some  Bill  to  release  thom  ? 

He  was  glsd,  however,  that  the  right 

hon.  Gentteman  was  so  much  wiser  this 

tenon  ••  to  drop  the  Bill  he  had  last 


Session  threatened  the  country  with, 
which  would  have  spread  small-pox  by 
relieving  persons  from  penalties  for  not 
causing  their  children  to  be  vaccinated. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted ,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

RUSSIA   IN    CENTRAL  ASIA. 
0B8ERYATI0XS. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT,  who 
was  precluded  by  the  Forms  of  the 
House  from  moving  the  following  He- 
solution  : — 

**  That  the  annexation  of  the  whole  coantr t 
of  the  Akhal  Turcomans  by  Russia,  in  Wolatio'n 
of  her  promises  to  this  Conntry,  has  been  en- 
couraged by  the  unfortunate  evacuation  of 
Candahar,  and  is  a  menace  to  the  security  of 
British  India ;  " 

said :  I  regret,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  it  should 
be  necessary  to  discuss  so  important  a 
question  as  that  to  which  my  Motion  re- 
lates at  a  period  very  late  in  the  Session, 
and  at  an  advanced  hour  of  the  evening. 
Hon.  Members  are  naturally  exhausted 
with  the  heavy  labours  of  a  prolonged 
Session ;  but  the  opportunities  open  to 
private  Members  have  been  so  very  rare 
that  I  do  not  feel  justified  in  postponing 
the  discussion,  on  the  remote  chance  of 
finding  a  more  favourable  day  before 
the  Vacation.  My  Notice  was  placed 
upon  the  Paper  before  recent  events  in 
Aighanistan  had  made  the  subject  even 
more  important.  The  grave  crisis  which 
now  exists  in  that  country  makes  the 
question  peculiarly  appropriate.  Can- 
dahar,  the  g^eat  position  which  those 
who  wished  well  to  British  supremacy 
in  India  were  so  anxious  to  retain,  the 
scene  of  our  defeat  and  triumphs,  is 
now  in  the  power  of  a  bitter  enemy  of 
our  rule.  The  Prince  who  inflicted  the 
greatest  reverse  that  British  arms  have 
experienced  in  Asia  for  more  than  a 
generation,  is  now  supreme  in  Southern 
Afghanistan.  Ayoub  Khan,  who  de- 
feated General  Burrows,  and  was  in 
turn  overcome  by  Sir  Frederick  Roberts, 
has  recovered  from  his  reverse,  has 
utterly  vanquished  the  Army  of  our 
pensioner  and  protegi,  Abdurrahman, 
Ameer  of  Kabul,  and  is  now  master  of 
Oandahar.  The  £400,000  of  treasure, 
the  rifles  and  the  cannons  which  our 
'.  Armies  captured,  and  whi(;h  were  handed 
'  over  with  such  foolish  precipitation  to 
;an  untried  and  incompetent  candidate 
''  for  the  Afghan  Throne,  have  now  be- 
come the  spoil  of   his  rival   and   our 
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enemy.  By  a  striking  coincidence,  the 
defeat  of  Abdurrahman  took  place  on 
the  very  day  on  which,  12  months  ago, 
Ayoub  inflicted  the  crushing  disaster  of 
Maiwand  upon  a  British  force.  Such  a 
triumph  must  have  an  injurious  effect 
upon  the  prestige  of  England,  not  only 
throughout  Afghanistan  and  Central 
Asia,  but  too  probably  in  Hindostan  as 
well.  A  state  of  civil  war  and  anarchy, 
which  is  the  fertile  soil  for  Bussian  in- 
trigue, has  been  created  in  Afghanistan. 
The  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  must  now  remember, 
with  painful  vividness,  many  of  the  ar- 

guments  and  prophecies  which  were  ad- 
ressed  to  the  Government  from  Mem- 
bers of  the  Opposition,  with  regard  to 
the  abandonment  of  Candahar.  I  do 
not  propose  to  reiterate  those  arguments 
now  beyond  the  briefest  recapitidation. 
On  four  principal  grounds  the  retention 
of  Candahar  was  urged  upon  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  It  was  pointed  out 
that  its  strategic  position,  as  a  g^eat 
military  stronghold,  was  of  immense 
value  for  the  security  of  British  India. 
That  value  has  been  testified  to  by  the 
authority  of  every  soldierof  any  eminence, 
with  one  single  exception,  both  in  India 
and  Europe.  Candahar  is  on  the  high 
road  by  which  every  great  conqueror  of 
the  past  has  advanced  to  the  subju- 
gation of  Hindostan.  By  a  trifling  ex- 
penditure of  money,  and  with  a  garri- 
son of  some  10,000  or  12,000  men,  it 
might  have  been  made  an  impregnable 
bulwark  of  the  Empire.  As  a  g^eat 
centre  of  commerce,  Candahar  is  equally 
important.  It  has  always  been  the 
chief  mart  of  Afghanistan  and  Central 
Asia.  Under  our  beneficent  rule  there, 
its  trade  had  already  doubled.  If  the 
railway,  which  Lord  Beaconsfleld,  with 
such  brilliant  foresight,  planned  and 
begun,  had  been  completed,  Candahar 
might,  in  a  few  years,  have  become  one 
of  the  greatest  emporiums  of  the  world. 
The  manufactures  of  Lancashire  and 
Yorkshire  could  have  been  carried,  in 
four  weeks,  into  the  heart  of  Afghanis- 
tan. Vast  regions  now  closed  to  British 
commerce,  and  about  to  fall  under  the 
influence  of  Russia,  would  have  been 
opened  to  our  stagnating  manufactures, 
which  would  have  been  then  diffused 
throughout  Afghanistan,  Northern  Per- 
sia, the  country  of  the  Turcomans,  and 
even  remoter  territories.  The  interest 
of  the  population  itself  of  Candahar 
was  a  most  forcible  argument  in  favour 

Mr,  Aihrnead-Barthtt 


of  OUT  retention  of  that  city.      None  (^ 
the  pretences  under  which  it  was  aban- 
doned are  falser  than  the  speciouB  state- 
ments that  the  people  wished  as  to  go- 
The  majority  of  the  inhabitants  of  Can- 
dahar wished  us  to  remain.  They  greatlT 
flourished  under  the  reign  of  impartial 
law  and  peace,  which,  for  the  first  time 
for  many  years,   they  enjoyed    under 
British  ascendancy.  Their  trade  doubled. 
They  bitterly  dislike  the  Afghan  tyrrany 
under  which  they  have  suffered  nothing 
but  extortion,  oppression,  and  suffering. 
Three -fourths  of  the  people  of  Candahar 
are  not  Afghans  at  all.     They  are  Per* 
sians  and  Hazerehs,  who  are  by  nature 
and  habit  industrious  and  peaceftil,  and 
who  hate  the  rule  of  the  licentious  Af- 
ghan.    It  is  equally  incorrect  to  state, 
as  the  noble  Marquess  has  done,  that 
the  Candaharis  showed  their  hostility  to 
British  rule  by  falling  upon  the  remnant 
of  General  Burrows'   Army  as  it  fled 
from  the  battle-field.     Had  any  soch 
general  hostility  been  displayed,  not  a 
man  could  have  escaped.     In  a  few  yO- 
lages  only,  and  these  Alizai  and  Pathan, 
our  soldiers  were  attacked.     The  best 
disproof  of   the  statement  consists  in 
the  fact  that  the  inhabitants  of  Canda- 
har remained  perfectly  quiet  and  loyal 
during    the    trying    sieg^    when    oor 
very  scanty  garrison  was  surrounded  bj 
Ayoub  Khan's  numerous  host.    It  was 
not  for  the  interest  of  the  people  of 
Candahar,   but    asainst  their   interest 
and  to  their  g^ave  injury,  that  we  abia- 
doned  Candahar.      To  whom  did  the 
British  Gbvomment  give  up  that  popu- 
lous and  flourishing  city  ?  The  Governor, 
I  whom    the    Ameer,   our   proUgi^   hsd 
I  sent  to  succeed  us,  was  described  by  the 
I  able  correspondent  of  Th$  Timn^  thea 
with  General  Hume,  "as  a  loutish-look- 
ing youth  of  19,  with  manners  worse 
.  than  that  of  the  average  Afghan  noble." 
It  was  to  this  *' loutish-lookinff  youth'* 
.  and  his  tender  mercies  that  we  peoplo 
,  of  Candahar  were  given  over  by  a  uo- 
I  vernmont  that  professed  to  oonsmt  their 
interest.     Now,  the  same  unfortanste 
people  are  exposed  to  the  resentment  of 
the  new  victor,    and  the   House  may 
easily  picture  the  fate  of  those  who  are 
I  obnoxious  to  Ayoub,  because  they  hate 
I  been  partizans  either  of  England  or  of  Ab- 
durrahman.   Well,  Sir,  there  is  a  fimidi 
ground,  on  which  those  who  wish  well  to 
the  power  and  repute  of  Gh«at  Britaiii 
opposed  the  policy  of  surrender.  I  do  not 
I  expect  this  reason  to  oaziy  muofa  weigU 
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with  hon.  Members  opposite,  who  seem 
as  indifferent  to  the  honour  as  they  are  to 
the  material  interests  of  their  oonntry. 
The  word  of  England — that  word  hitherto 
inyiolate — had  been  pledged  to  the  people 
of  Candahar,  that  "they  should  not 
agun  fiall  under  the  rule  of  Cabul." 
Tneee  were  the  words  in  which  Sir 
Donald  Stewart,  as  Gbvemor  and  as 
Oeneraly  representing  the  British  Go- 
▼emment,  addressed  mose  people.  That 
promlBe  was  in  12  months  fulfilled  by 
their  transfer,  their  unwilling  transfer, 
to  the  considerate  autocracy  of  a  '*  lout- 
ish yoath  of  19,"  the  Agent  of  the  Ameer 
of  Cabul.  Sir,  when  I  speak  of  this 
humiliating  transaction,  I  cannot  help 
recalling  a  similar  episode,  associated 
with  others  even  more  disgraceful,  in 
the  recent  history  of  another  portion  of 
the  British  Empire.  Sir  Oamet  Wol- 
seley,  also  as  Governor  and  General, 
aasiued  the  loyal  Colonists  and  Natives 
of  the  Transvaal  that — [  Cries  of  *'  Ques- 
tion !  "J  I  have  no  doubt  those  home 
truths  are  extremely  unpalatable  to 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway.  I 
am  entided  to  illustrate  my  argument 
by  a  reference  to  a  parallel  case,  and  I 
do  not  intend  to  be  disconcerted  by  the 
iatermptions  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Scarborough  (Mr.  Gaine).  Sir  Garnet 
Wblseley  said  that  **  the  rivers  should 
flow  baelE  in  their  courses,  that  the  sun 
should  rise  in  the  West,"  before  the 
Transvaal  should  be  again  given  up 
to  the  Boers.  Both  these  solemn  as- 
snranoea  have  been  falsified  by  the 
action  of  the  present  Ministry.  It  is 
sn  evil  practice  which  they  are  intro- 
duoing;  a  practice  which  destroys  all 
confidence  among  the  nations  in  the 
honoured  word  of  England.  Sir,  I 
tniflt  that  I  have  been  able  to  show 
that  the  abandonment  of  Candahar  was 
most  unfortunate  and  ill-timed,  and  that 
it  benefited  no  one.  Neither  the  power, 
die  infiuence  and  commerce  of  Great  Bri- 
tain, nor  the  interests  of  the  people  of 
Sonthem  Afghanistan,  nor  the  safety  of 
Hindostan,  were  secured  by  our  retreat. 
Within  a  few  months  of  the  day  on 
which  the  last  British  soldier  filed  out 
from  the  ramparts  of  that  splendid  posi- 
tion, onr  enemy  is  within  its  walls ;  and 
Bnasia,  has,  in  breach  of  her  engage- 
Bsnts,  annexed  a  splendid  people  and 
ft  fSartile  territory,  which  brings  her 
vmies  400  miles  nearer  our  Northern 
Indian  Frontier;  and  dose  to  the  borders 


of  Afghanistan.  That  country  is  the 
key  of  Hindostan.  Nadir  Shah,  the 
great  Persian  conqueror,  said  that  **  the 

fower  which  holds  Candahar  holds 
ndia."  All  the  great  authorities  are 
agreed,  whatever  was  their  side  in  Eng- 
lish politics,  that  all  Russian  influence 
must  be  excluded  from  Afghanistan. 
Even  Lord  Lawrence,  the  great  stand- 
by of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury 
Bench,  had  said  that  if  Russia  moved 
with  regard  to  Afghanistan  **  we  must 
wage  war  with  her  in  every  quarter 
of  the  globe."  The  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  strongly 
affirmed  this  principle  in  his  recent 
speech  during  the  Candahar  debate. 
Afghanistan  could  not  stand  by  itself. 
It  must  fall  under  either  British  or 
Russian  infiuence.  If  we  deliberately 
abnegate  our  interests  and  duties  in  that 
country,  Russia  will  quickly  and  gladly 
occupy  our  position,  and  we  can  hardly 
blame  her  for  doing  so.  Every  event 
of  recent  Afghan  history  proves  this. 
When  Shore  Ali  had  been  satisfied  that 
the  Ministry  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Gladstone)  were,  in  1873,  too 
short-sighted  or  too  timid  to  give  him 
the  alliance  he  offered  and  prayed  for. 
Shore  Ali  at  once  threw  himself  into  the 
arms  of  Russia.  There  is  no  unity  or 
homogeneity  about  Afghanistan.  It  is 
not  united,  and  hardly  over  has  been 
united.  For  a  short  time,  under  Dost 
Mahomet  and  Shore  Ali,  but  only  after 
bloody  and  exhausting  civil  wars,  has 
Afghanistan  been  united.  The  inhabi- 
tants are  made  up  of  different  races, 
with  no  bond  of  union,  who  are  alien  in 
religion  and  hostile  in  feeling  to  each 
other.  The  military  strength  of  even  an 
united  Afghanistan  is  contemptible.  Wo 
have  never  found  any  difficulty  in  con- 
quering it ;  nor  should  we  have  had 
much  trouble  in  holding  it,  provided 
we  had  possessed  the  courage  to  have 
a  distinct  and  consistent  policy,  and  to 
stand  to  it.  A  large  party  could  soon 
be  formed  favourable  to  our  rule,  and 
the  whole  country  would  settle  down  as 
quietly  as  the  Punjaub  did  in  1847. 
There  are  already  700,000  Afghans  sub- 
ject to  British  rule  in  that  province. 
Russia  can  easily  conquer  and  hold  Af- 
ghanistan. What,  then,  are  the  dangers 
from  a  Russian  advance?  However 
much  the  apprehensions  and  warnings 
of  those  who  have  often  been  styled 
alarmists  and  Russo-phobists  may  have 
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been  ridiculed,  no  one  who  contemplates 
the  patent  facts  of  Bussia's  recent  pro- 
gress in  Asia  can  any  longer  be  indif- 
ferent to  her  advance.  I  will  not  weary 
the  House  with  the  details  of  Bussian 
conquest  in  Asia.  Suffice  it  to  say  that 
since  1862  she  has  moved  forwards  over 
1,000  miles  in  the  direction  of  British 
India.  Her  armies  have  traversed  vast 
regions,  great  rivers,  sterile  deserts ; 
have  overcome  savage  and  warlike  races; 
haveconquered  great  and  populous  cities, 
and  acquired  fresh  bases  for  their  opera- 
tions within  striking  distance  of  Afghan- 
istan, if  not  of  India  itself.  In  two 
directions  her  outposts  are  now  barely 
600  miles  from  our  North-Western 
Frontier.  The  great  Khanates  of  Cen- 
tral Asia  have  been  conquered  and  an- 
nexed ;  and  in  the  cities  of  Tashkend, 
Bokhara,  and  Samarcand,  General 
Kautfman  presides  over  an  immense 
Vice-Boyalty,  bounded  by  the  Oxus.  On 
the  more  menacing  side  of  the  Caspian, 
General  Skobeleff  has  recently  made  a 
prodigious  advance,  which  has  brought 
him  close  ot  Herat,  and  made  Bussia 
master  of  the  richest  portion  of  the 
Turcoman  country,  and  of  Northern 
Persia.  It  will  be  a  terrible  mistake, 
one  fraught  with  the  most  disastrous 
consequences,  if  Parliament  shows  itself 
indifferent  to  this  menacing  proximity. 
Do  hon.  Members  really  ridicule  the 
danger  of  a  Bussian  invasion  of  India  ? 
Do  they  still  assert  that  she  has  no  in- 
tention nor  wish  to  acquire  that  splendid 
Dependency  for  herself?  On  what 
grounds  do  they  base  their  foolish  con- 
fidence ?  What  is  there  in  the  history 
of  Bussia  to  justify  it?  Has  not  her 
whole  career  been  one  of  continuous 
aggression  and  conquest?  Which  of 
her  neighbours  have  escaped  her  tena- 
cious and  devastating  onslaught  ?  Bace 
after  race,  country  after  country  has 
succumbed  to  the  insatiable  greed  of 
the  Bussian  power  for  fresh  territory. 
What  is  there  in  the  s])ecial  case  of 
India  to  justify  such  confidenco  ?  I  ask 
hon.  Members  to  consider  the  bare  facts 
of  the  Bussian  advance  in  Asia,  and  ask 
themselves,  dispassionately,  for  what 
object  she  can  have  incurred  the  vast 
sacrifices  she  has  cheerfully  undergone 
to  extend  her  power,  and  always  in  the 
same  direction  —  towards  Hindostan  ? 
Why  has  she  expended  so  much  blood 
and  treasure,  so  much  labour  and  time 
in    the    conquest    of    wild    countries 
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and  of  brave  and  barbarous  peoples? 
There  can  be  but  one  reply.  Her 
toil  and  expenditure  have  oeen  de- 
voted to  one  great  object  quite  worthy 
of  such  efforts  and  offering  an  ample 
reward.  The  prize  sought  for  is  the 
fabled  wealth  of  Hindostan.  India,  the 
Eldorado  of  all  great  conquerors,  firom 
Alexander  I.  down  to  our  own  time,  is 
the  reward  that  Bussia  has  in  view.  It 
may  be  that  experience  has  taught  ns 
that  India  is  not  so  rich  as  we 'once 
imagined.  Yet  there  is  a  vast  amount 
of  realized  treasure  in  that  country,  of 
coin,  of  precious  stones,  of  ornamental 
wealth,  which  are  most  attractive  to  an 
avaricious  bureaucracy,  civil  and  mili- 
tary, such  as  that  which  has  control  of 
the  Bussian  Power.  They  are  troubled 
with  no  scruples.  It  is  not  the  good 
of  the  conquered  people  they  seek. 
There  are  no  sentimental  humanitarians 
to  press  the  claims,  just  or  unfounded, 
of  the  subject  population  upon  the 
conscience  of  the  Bussian  public  at 
home.  The  Bussians  desire  to  conouer 
countries  in  order  to  exploit  them.  The 
Natives  of  India  would  soon  enough 
discover  the  contrast  between  our  bene- 
ficent supremacy  and  the  remorseless 
tyranny  of  St.  Petersburg.  Bussian 
rule  has  been  a  curse  and  not  a  blessing 
to  every  people  that  has  fallen  under  iti 
crushing  power.  But,  Sir,  do  facts  in 
any  way  show  that  Bussia  has  no  inten- 
tion of  invading  India?  I  have  good 
evidence  to  the  contrary.  Scores  of 
Bussian  officers  have  in  my  presence 
avowed  their  hope  of  sharing  some  day 
in  the  attack  upon  that  coveted  Depen- 
dency. Bussians  are  extremely  frank 
in  their  admissions  upon  these  subjects 
— I  mean  the  ordinary  Bussian  officer 
or  civilian,  not,  of  course,  the  profes- 
sional diplomatist  or  politician.  General 
Skobeleff  himself,  the  ablest  of  Bussian 
commanders,  has  repeatedly  stated  that 
he  hoped  himself  to  lead  the  Bussian 
Army  that  should  march  to  the  conqnest 
of  India.  The  Grand  Duke  Nicholas 
the  younger,  in  a  book  recently  pub- 
lished, speaks  of  a  pass  in  Central  Asia 
which  he  was  then  exploring  as  on  the 
route  that  he  expected  to  traverse  with 
an  army  of  invasion.  India,  I  affirm,  is 
the  goal,  the  ultimate  end,  not  only  of 
all  Bussian  progress  in  Central  Asia, 
but  of  the  military  aspirations  of  the 
great  bulk  of  the  Bussian  Army.  Now, 
Sir,  this  being  the  case,  I  should  like 
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to  aak  hon.  Members  opposite  if  they 
hare  any  idea  what  that  4^my  is  ?  Au- 
thoritiea  of  gpreat  weight  say  that  in  a 
few  Team  it  will  number  over  8,000,000 
of  fighting  men.  \^Laugh(er.']  Mr. 
Speaker,  these  are  not  my  fiffures,  they 
are  the  official  estimates  of  the  Bussian 
War  Office  as  to  the  results  of  its  new 
scheme  of  Army  Be-organization.  They 
are  confirmed  by  the  eyidence  of  a  gen- 
tleman of  intimate  acquaintance  with 
Bossia,  the  only  European  who  took 
part  in  Gknend  Skobelefir  s  recent  Turco- 
man campaign.  I  should  like  to  read 
what  this  gentleman,  the  Correspondent 
of  Tk0  R0puhlique  IVangaise,  the  leading 
jonmal  of  France,  H.  Gambetta's  organ, 
says  of  the  Russian  Army — 

"  The  Riuaiiia  Armv  within  aeven  years  will 
number  an  effective  of  8,000,000  of  men.  You 
cannot  imagine  the  ardour  which  excites  all 
these  young  men,  soldiers  to  the  tips  of  their 
fingernaila,  only  demanding  a  campaign — con- 
tent, satisfied,  proud,  when  they  gam  the  Cross 
of  SL  G^rge,  or  when  in  the  midst  of  flashing 
iahrea  they  can  die  gloriously.  You  cannot 
oompare  these  men  with  any  other  European 
Army.  To  them  war  is  a  game,  a  pleasure,  a 
lecompense.  '  Hurrah !  the  Tekkes ! '  they 
cried,  when  thejr  were  on  the  march  to  Central 
Asia,  ready  to  die  rather  than  to  retreat  (he  saw 
two  whole  companies  slaughtered,  not  one  hav- 
ing tried  to  fly).  Yon  must  sec  them,  you  must 
hear  them,  you  must  live  in  their  midst  to  un- 
dsntand  them.  War  is  a  perpetual  song ;  it  is 
their  ardent  ixreeiatible  desire  to  hurl  themselves 
into  the  melee.** 

Now,  Sir,  it  does  not  matter  very  much 
for  my  argument  whether  the  Kussian 
Forces  are  8,000,000,  or  4,000,000,  or 
2,000,000  strong;  the  smallest  number 
vould,  I  imagine,  be  a  most  awkward 
probkon  for  our  scanty  Army  to  cope 
with.  India  has  been  often  conquered 
by  invaders  who  followed  the  very  route 
liy  which  the  Russians  are  now  so  rapidly 
nreasing.  To  take  one  instance  only, 
Nadir  Shah,  in  the  middle  of  the  last 
csntnry,  marched  with  80,000  men  from 
Isheran  to  Oandahar,  from  Candahar 
to  Delhi,  the  capital  of  Hindostan.  lie 
took  and  sacked  the  Imperial  city,  and 
dien  marched  to  Bokhara,  North  of  the 
Oxns,  by  way  of  Herat  and  Bolkh. 
Nadir  Shah  thus  traversed  the  two  great 
pathways  by  which  the  Bussians  are 
now  converging  upon  India.  How,  then, 
does  the  Partv  which  advocates  indiffor- 
sooe  and  neglect  propose  to  meet  an  in- 
vasion when  it  comes  ?  Do  they  think 
that  Bussian  bayonets  can  be  met  by 
anything  except  armed  men  ?  Do  they 
Amk  that  they  can  repel  the  onslaught 
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I  of  the  men  who  took  Plevna  by  laughing 
at  them  ?  Or  do  they  propose  to  en- 
trench themselves  behind  their  money- 
bags— and  even  these  are  shrinking — 
and  expect  the  Bussians  to  retire  over- 
whelmed from  the  contest?  Is  it  by 
their  superior  ''moral  sense?"  Is  it 
by  their  self-satisfied  consciousness  of 
superior  philanthropy  ?    Is  it  by  their 

Eacific  intentions  that  thov  hope  to  drive 
ack  the  Cossack  and  the  Circassian? 
I  know,  Sir,  it  has  been  the  fashion  to 
allay  alarms  by  assuming  that  Bussia 
has  not  the  money,  nor  the  resources 
wherewith  to  invade  India.  Let  not 
hon.  Members  lay  that  flattering  unction 
to  their  souls.  There  cannot  be  a  greater 
mistake.  No  country  that  has  the  men, 
and  the  spirit,  the  courage,  enterprize, 
and  desire  to  undertake  a  great  war  is 
ever  kept  back  for  want  of  money.  Lord 
Derby,  in  this  respect,  made  a  predic- 
tion as  mistaken  as  most  of  his  political 
conclusions.  He  publicly  stated,  early 
in  1877,  that  Bussia  could  not  possibly 
attack  Turkey  because  her  finances  were 
in  such  a  bad  condition.  Well,  Sir, 
Bussia  did  attack  Turkey  within  a  few 
weeks  of  that  prophecy.  She  waged  a 
tremendous  and  exhausting  war  with 
her  valiant  enemy  and  was  victorious. 
I  doubt  if  the  credit  of  Bussia  stands 
much,  if  any,  lower  now  than  it  did  bo- 
fore  that  struggle  of  1877.  Bussia  has 
an  unlimited  supply  of  good  fighting 
men;  nor  will  she  want  for  money. 
Iron  has  always  conquered  gold.  It 
always  will  conquer  gold  unless  the 
g^ld  is  defended  by  strong  arms  and 
courageous  hearts.  You  can  only  repel 
a  Bussian  invasion  by  being  prepared 
and  resolute.  It  is  the  strong  man 
armed  that  keeps  his  house  in  safety, 
and  not  those  who  wait  until  the  danger 
is  upon  them  in  an  overwhelming  tor- 
rent, before  they  begin  to  take  necessary 
precautions.  It  would  be  a  fatal  blunder 
to  meet  the  Bussian  attack  on  the  Indus — 
that  is,  on  the  plains  of  Hindostan.  For 
if  Bussian  Armies  were  in  possession  of 
Afghanistan,  the  key  of  India,  if  behind 
"  that  voil^of  mountains  "  Bussia  could 
mature  her  plans  of  invasion  at  leisure 
and  in  secrecy,  it  would  be  open  to  her 
to  select  her  own  time  for  pouring  her 
armies  by  difforont  outlets  upon  your 
immense  and  ill-defonded  Frontier.  A 
single  battle  there  would  settle,  as  it  has 
often  settled  before,  the  fate  of  India.  It 
is  an  axiom  of  good  generalship  to  keep 
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your  enemy  as  far  as  possible  away  from 
your  central  resources — from  the  heart 
and  strength  of  your  power.  Once  let  him 
penetrate  within  your  inner  lines,  and  im- 
mediate collapse  may  follow  from  a  vital 
blow.     This  was  the  case  with  France 
in  1870.     So  soon  as  the  Germans  pene- 
trated her  Frontier  line  of   fortresses 
around  Metz,  all  resistance  was  ineffec- 
tual.    War  should  be,  if  possible,  con- 
ducted in  your  enemy's  country  rather 
than  in  your  own.     It  spares  your  own 
people  great  ravages  and  suffering.     If 
you  had  such  a  splendid  position  as  Can- 
dahar,  you  would  paralyze  any  attempt 
to  attack  you  by  any  other  route.     You 
could  then  await  your  enemy  with  con- 
fidence in  a  fortress  of  g^eat  strength, 
abounding  in  every  kind  of  natural  re- 
source.    With  the  railway  to  Candahar, 
British  troops  could  be  placed  within  its 
ramparts  within   four  weeks  of   their 
leaving  your  shores.     Not  a  man  or  gun 
need  be  moved  from  Hindostan  itself. 
All  the  garrisons  of  that  country  could 
be  retained  to  meet  the  emergency  of 
internal  trouble.     It  is  by  no  means  im- 
probable that  if  you  waited  to  meet  the 
Russians  on  the  Indus,  the  most  serious 
difficulty  you  would  have  to  deal  with 
would  not  be  their  bayonets  in  your 
front,  but  an  alarmed  and  discontented 
population    in  your  rear.      Well    and 
honourably  as  India    is    governed,    it 
would  bo  folly  to  shut  our  eyes  to  the 
fact  that  there  are  large  sections  of  the 
population  jealous  of  our  rule.     There 
are  fanatical  feelings  towards  the  alien 
race,  and  ambitious  Princes  jealous  of 
our  ascendancy.     There  are  proud  races 
discontented  at  having  their  right  of 
tyranny  over  their  less  warlike  neigh- 
bours taken  from  them  by  the  equity  of 
British  rule.     There  are  Princes  whose 
right  to  make  war,  to  plunder  and  annex, 
has  been  curtailed  since  they  were  com- 

Eelled  to  bow  before  the  flag  of  £ng- 
ind.  How  artfully,  and  with  what 
success  Russia  would  work  upon  the 
jealousy,  ambition,  and  smouldering  dis- 
content of  the  Natives  of  India,  those 
who  know  her  history  will  be  at  no  loss 
to  realize.  Russia  would  choose  her  own 
time  for  her  great  and  final  blow.  It 
might  well  be  such  a  one  as  the  present, 
when  our  scanty  Army  has  its  hands  full 
with  a  revolt  in  a  distant  Colony  and  with 
revolution  and  anarchy  at  home.  Meet 
her  onslaught  at  Candahar,  and  even  if 
the  most  improbable  contingency  of  your  I 
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being  driven  out  of  that  fortress  ooonrred, 
there  are  dozens  of  positions  among  the 
defiles  between  Candahar  and  India  which 
a  few  men  can  make  good  against  an 
army.     Sir,  there  are  two  facts  in  con- 
nection with  the  Russian  system  of  con- 
quest which  deserve  special  notice.   They 
constitute  the  gpreat  difference  between 
her  conquests  and  those  of  England, 
Every  race,  every  district  which  Russia 
acquires  is  immediately  subjected  to  a 
rigid  conscription.     Her  fighting  mate- 
rial is  thus  constantly  increased.     Each 
fresh  acquisition  is  thus  made  a  stepping- 
stone  for  a  further  conquest.     In  the  late 
Russo-Turkish  War,  it  was  her  auxiliary 
and  subject  races  that  bore  the  brunt,  at 
least  of  the  earlier  stag^  of  the  contest 
It  was  after  the  Poles,  the  Finns,  and 
the  Cossacks  had  been  decimated  that 
the  Imperial  Guard  was  brought  up  to 
finish  me  war.    In  Asia  Minor  it  was 
the  Grenadiers  of  the    Caucasus  that 
stormed  Elars,  and  Georgian  and  Cir- 
cassian regiments  that  did  most  of  the 
fighting.    In  a  few  years  the  most  deter- 
mined of  Russia's  opponents  will  learn 
to  fiffht  under  her  banners.     Those  same 
Daghestani  mountaineers,   who,  under 
Schamyi,  wased  a  struggle  to  the  death 
for  12  years  before  they  snooumbed,  are 
now  her  choicest  troops.     It  is  with  them 
that  Skobeleff  has  just  annihilated  tiie 
Turcomans  of  Akhal.     Therefore,  it  is  of 
serious  moment  to  us  whenever  Russia 
adds  fresh  strength  to  her  already  enor- 
mous forces.      She  is    conquering  tiie 
finest  racesjof  Asia.  With  our  scanty  Army 
and  declining  military  spirit  this  cannot 
be  a  matter  of  indifference  to  us.     It  has 
been  said  that  these  conquests  weaken 
the  Russian  power.     It  may  be  true  that 
her  internal  condition,  honevcombed  as 
it  is  with  revolution  and  discontent,  is 
very  bad ;  but  her  military  strength  is 
not  less — ^it  is  considerably  greater  than 
it  has  ever  been  before.     The  second 
point  is  the  system  of  colonization  that 
Kussia  adopts  with  regard  to  eveiy  new 
and  unsettled  country.  Colonies  of  Native 
Russians  or  Cossacks  are  planted  among 
the  conquered  population.    These  Uve 
side  by  side  with  them,  and  hold  their 
land  on  tenure  of  mUitanr  service,  like 
the  old  Roman  Border  Colonists,  from 
whose  tenure  originated  the  feudal  sys- 
tem.   They  are  thus  able  and  ready  to 
suppress  the  first  beginning  of  revolt 
In  the  Caucasus  these  MUitary  Colonies 
are  frequent.    Some  of  the  Oizoassiaa 
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noimtaaiieen  have  aotoally  been  trans- 
ported  1,000  miles  from  their  homes 
to  make  room  for  their  oppressors.    So 
now  the  recently  snbjugated  country  of 
the  Turcomans  is  being  efifeotually  colo- 
nised with  Cossack  settlements.    Now, 
8ir»   I  come  to  the  latest  advance  of 
Bnaaia  towards  India,   and  the    most 
serious  of  all.    In  my  humble  judgment, 
the  fall  of  Qeok  Tep6  was  the  gravest 
event  for  British  interests  that  has  taken 
vlaoe  in  Asia  since  the  Indian  Mutiny. 
BuBsia  has  at  one  stroke  advanced  her 
outposts  nearly  400  nules  nearer  to  our 
Empire  in  EUndostan ;  she  has  subdued 
a  gallant  people,  and  acquired  a  very 
ri<£  and  valuaDle  territory.    Before  con- 
sidering the  annexation  of  the  Turcoman 
country  fiirther,  I  wish  to  brin^  under 
the  notice  of  the  House  the  hornble,  the 
atrodouB  cruelty  with  which  this  last 
eonquest,  like  so  many  others,  has  been 
effected.  TheconductofQeneralSkobeleff 
doeely  reeembles  that  of  his  predecessor. 
General  Lomakin,  in  the  expedition  of 
1879.   Within  the  badly-constructed  clay 
walls  of  the  great  aaul  or  village  of 
Oeok  Tep6  were  collected  most  of  the 
fiunilies,  as  well  as  the  fighting-men,  of 
the  Akhal  Turcomans.     Upon  this  vast 
assemblage  of  some  50,000  souls,  men, 
women,  and  children,  the  Hussian  Gene- 
ral rained  continuously  for  three  weeks, 
heavy  shot,  mitraille,  and  bullets.    He 
surrounded  the  encampment  with  his 
Cavalzy  and  Artillery  (70  cannon),  and 
prevented  any  attempt  at  escape  on  the 
ufft  of  these  wretched  beings.     When 
Geok  Tep6  was  taken  by  assault,  aided 
by  dynamite  mines.  General  Skobeleff, 
in  his  official  Beport,  states  that  4,000 
unburied  bodies  were  found  within  the 
valla.     The  number  of  Turcomans  who 
perished  in  their  most  gallant  defence 
is  estimated,  at  the  very  least,  at  12,000 
persona.     8o  much  for  the  humanity  of 
a  Bnsaian  General  who  bombards  an  in- 
habited encampment  even  of  Turcomans, 
and  refuses  to  allow  the  women  and 
duldren  to  escape.    But  what  followed  ? 
I  will  describe  it  in  the  words  of  Gene- 
ral Skobdeff  himself.    When  the  sur- 
vxvorsy  abandoning  the  struggle,  fled  from 
this  acene  of  death,  he  let  loose  upon 
them  hia  Cavalry  and  Horse  Artillery. 

"For  17  versts  our  soldiers  pursued  and 
riug^btered  the  fogitiyes ;  8,000  of  both  sexes 
wan  hacked  to  pieces  by  our  pursuing  troops." 

Waa  a  more  fearful^  more  heartrending 
^eeoe  ever  pictured  by  the  imagination  ? 


These  wretched  people,  encumbered  with 
their  families,  fled  across  the  level  plain 
without  protection  or  shelter.  Gfrape 
shot  and  rifle  bullets  were  poured  through 
their  dense  masses,  while  the  sabres  and 
lances  of  the  Cavalry  did  their  work  upon 
the  defenceless  fugitives,  and  the  bayo- 
nets of  the  Infantry  despatched  the 
wounded  and  exhausted  who  could  no 
longer  fly.  Let  me  briefly  quote  the 
account  of  what  General  Lomakin  did 
in  1879.  General  Lomakin  wrote  as 
follows  in  his  official  Report  to  the 
Hussian  Government : — 

"  During  six  hours  our  12  cannon  kept  up 
a  continued  fire  on  the  fortified  Tillage  settle* 
ment,  where  were  collected  nearly  all  the  popu- 
lation of  Akhal,  including  women  and  children, 
more  than  20,000  persons.  The  efifect  of  our 
artillery  was  terrible.  The  Turcoman  prisoners 
say  that  several  thousands  of  their  people  were 
killed." 

The  Correspondent  of  JTie  Oolos,  the 
principal  Hussian  newspaper,  thus  de- 
scribes the  scene — 

'*At  4  o'clock  the  women  and  children 
streamed  out  of  the  aoul  by  two  roads  with  pack- 
camels,  in  the  hope  of  passing  through  and 
escaping.  Picturesque  was  the  sight.  The  long 
line  of  pack-camels,  surrounded  by  women  clad 
in  variegated  garments,  and  half -naked  children 
with  cries  and  noise  and  tears,  winding  in  the 
direction  of  the  mountains.  To  the  feet  of  our 
troopers  the  beautiful,  swarthy  Tokke  women 
on  their  knees,  threw  themselves,  holding  forth 
in  their  hands  sucking  babes,  and  imploring  in 
an  unknown  tongue  to  have  mercy  on  them.  All 
of  them  by  command  of  the  Chief  of  the  Stuff 
were  turned  back  to  the  aouL  Affecting  were 
these  scenes;  but  war  will  always  remain  war." 

[Mr.  Caine:  Hear,  hear!]  The  hon. 
Member  for  Scarborough  (Mr.  Caino) 
cheers  the  last  sentence.  Such  barbarity 
is  not  war.  It  may  be  the  warfare  of 
an  Attila  or  Zenghis  Khan.  It  is  not 
the  warfare  of  modern  times  or  of 
civilized  nations.  If  the  hon.  Member 
for  Scarborough  thinks  that  it  is,  let  me 
recommend  him  to  re-read  his  history. 
Such  atrocious  deeds  are  a  disgprace,  an 
ineffaceable  disgrace,  not  only  to  the 
cruel  generals  and  soldiers  who  perpe- 
trate them,  but  to  the  Government  and 
Monarch  under  whose  rule  they  are  per- 
mitted and  encouraged ;  aye,  and  to 
civilization  itself.  For  it  is  under  tho 
pretence  of  civilization  that  such  foul 
barbarity  has  too  often  of  late  been 
committed.  I  trust.  Sir,  we  shall  hear 
no  more  of  the  civilizing  mission  of 
Itussia,  even  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself,  who  has  been  so  often 
her  apologist.     [Mr.  Gladstone  :    No, 
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no !]  Well,  Sir,  I  will  not  now  detain 
tlie  House  by  trying  to  disprove  the 
disclaimer  of  the  Prime  Minister.  I 
regret  to  say  that  I  cannot  accept  that 
disclaimer,  recollecting,  as  I  do,  expres- 
sions with  regard  to  "the  knightly 
crusade,"  *'  the  sisterly  mission,"  '*  the 
civilizing  labour  "  of  Bussia ;  recollect- 
ing, above  all,  how  actively  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  worked  on  her  behalf 
when  he  was  in  Opposition.  These  are 
no  exceptional  acts  of  cruelty  on  the 
part  of  Kussian  commanders.  This  is 
the  usual  way  in  which  Bussian  warfare 
is  conducted.  General  Kaufmann  treated 
the  Yomud  Turcomans  with  equal  cruelty 
in  1875.  I  could  even  parallel  these 
massacres  from  a  hundred  similar  and 
worse  cases  in  Bulgaria  and  Boumelia 
during  the  late  devastating  war.  At 
Hermanli  this  same  Skobele^  able  gene- 
ral and  agreeable  companion  that  he  is, 
drove  with  his  Cossacks  and  Artillery 
80,000  helpless  refugees,  most  of  them 
women  and  children,  through  a  deep 
river  and  a  narrow  gorge,  and  finally 
into  the  bleak  hills  of  the  Bhodope, 
where  most  of  them  perished  amid  the 
frost  and  snow  of  a  severe  winter.  What, 
Sir,  is  this  Turcoman  region  which  Bussia 
has  just  annexed  in  spite  of  her  pro- 
mises ?  It  will  be  remembered  what  an 
effect  the  assurances  of  the  hon.  Oen- 
tleman the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  had  upon  the  House 
during  the  Candahar  debate.  He  told 
the  House  in  the  most  formal  manner 
thafthe  new  Czar  had  recalled  Skobeleff, 
and  that  Bussia  would  withdraw  from 
her  recent  conquests.  Sir,  I  cannot  sup- 
pose that  the  hon.  Gentleman,  a  respon- 
sible Minister  of  the  Crown,  would  have 
made  such  a  statement  had  he  not  pos- 
sessed what  he  believed  to  be  ample 
grounds  for  making  it.  I  cannot  believe 
that  he  would  make  a  statement  which 
was  intended  to  influence,  and  which  did 
influence,  a  critical  debate  on  a  g^eat 
subject  without  having  received  some 
direct  assurance,  in  the  sense  he  quoted, 
from  the  accredited  Agents  of  Bussia. 
What  has  happened  ?  General  Skobeleff 
was  not  recalled.  Within  a  very  few 
weeks  of  the  Under  Secretary's  solemn 
statement  there  appeared  an  Imperial 
Ukase  incorporating  the  whole  coimtry 
of  the  Akhal  Turcomans,  and  much  be- 
yond it,  in  the  Bussian  Empire.  Even 
that  was  not  enough.  Within  the  past 
month  we  learn  that  the  whole  of  the 
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Attrek  Valley  and  a  region  extending 
dose  np  to  Meshed,  and  indnding  some 
of  the  most  fertile  portions  of  Khorassan, 
are  also  annexed.  Time  was  when  the 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  was 
not  the  humble  and  ever  ready  apologist 
and  defender  of  Bussian  aggression  that 
he  always  now  appears  to  be.  Time  was 
when  he  took  a  manly  and  statesmanlike 
line  upon  these  questions,  and  when  he 
was  no  inconsiderable  thorn  in  the  side 
of  the  Prime  Minister's  **  masterly  inao- 
tivity."  In  1871,  during  the  debates  on 
the  Czar's  arbitrary  abrogation  of  the 
Black  Sea  Clause,  the  hon.  Baronet 
denounced  in  no  meeisured  terms  the 
weakness  and  incapacity  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  rignt  hon.  Gentleman. 
What  legerdemain  has  worked  the  painful 
change  that  we  see  ?  Is  it  the  thraldom 
of  Office  ?  Is  it  some  other  reason  ?  or 
is  it  the  spell  of  national  humiliation 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  seems  to  cast  over  all  those 
with  whom  he  is  brought  into  contact. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  made  a  statement  in 
1871  which  I  should  like  to  repeat  to  the 
House,  so  sound  and  admirable  as  it  is 
itself,  and  so  unlike  the  uncertain  and 
unsatisfactory  utterances  which  we  have 
been  getting  aconstomed  to  expect  of  late 
from  the  Under  Secretary.  It  related  to 
the  shuffling  and  pusillanimity  shown  by 
Ministers  over  the  Black  Sea  Clause. 

**  It  is  none  of  the  fault  of  England ;  bat  comet 
of  the  timidity  of  her  statesmen,  and  the  weak- 
ness of  her  rulers.  It  is  said  that  the  policy  of 
the  Government  has  been  a  peace  policy.  I  do 
not  think  that  it  has  been  dther  a  peace  policy 
or  a  safe  policy.  It  may  be  a  policy  for  a 
time  cheap— although  your  Estimates  do  not 
show  it ;  but  it  is  not  a  truly  pacific  policy,  if  it 
is  neither  calculated  to  maintain  the  present 
dignity  of  this  country,  nor  the  security  of  any 
in  the  future."— [3  Hantard,  ccv.  015-16.] 

Admirable  words !  The  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  is,  indeed,  not  a 
peace  policy ;  it  is  not  a  safe  policy.  It 
IS  not  cheap.  It  is  a  peace-at-any-prioe 
policy,  a  policy  of  humiliation  and  snr* 
render — a  policy  which  suggests  aggres- 
sion and  invites  attack.  It  is  a  policy 
which  leads  you  to  spend  miUions  ai 
money  and  thousands  of  lives  in  the 
near  future  that  you  may  save  some 
trifling  expenditure  and  some  little  effort 
at  present.  It  is  a  policy  whioh  allows 
threatening  evils  to  aconmnlate  until  it 
is  impossible  to  cope  with  them  without 
the  most  desperate  sacrifices.  It  is  the 
policy  which  drifted  England  into  that 
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nimeeewttry  and  cosily  straggle  of  the 
Crimea,  wmoh  by  a  little  firmness  and 
stategmanatdp  ooold  haye  been  so  easily 
aToided.  This  is  known  by  nobody 
better  than  by  the  Ghancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster.  Would  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  re- 
tained a  little  of  the  patriotic  watohful- 
nesB  and  forethought  which  he  displayed 
10  years  ago.  The  moment  that  we 
abandoned  Oandahar  and  that  the  pre- 
sent Gk)Temment  showed  that  they  really 
meant  to  p>  backwards  and  close  their 
era  to  evident  perils,  then  the  Bussian 
OoTemment  took  heart  of  grace,  and 
decided  that  it  might  yenture  to  annex 
whatever  it  fand^.  This  Turcoman 
rsgion  is  a  splendid  acquisition.  The 
eoontry  is  rich  and  prosperous,  especially 
that  portion  which  kes  South  of  the  Kopet 
Dagh  range,  the  water-shed  of  Khoras- 
san,  and  &e  proper  boundary  of  Persia. 
Every  traveller  wno  has  visited  this  coun- 
try has  borne  evidence  to  the  fertility  of 
the  soil  and  the  physique  and  courage 
of  the  people.  I  will  only  quote  one  ex- 
tract from  a  Rood  authority,  at  least  one 
which  hon.  Members  opposite  will  not 
dispute.  (General  Fetroosevitch,  the  Bus- 
■an  explorer,  writes  that  besides  culti- 
Tating  juwarree  or  maize,  they  ffrow 
bailey,  rear  enormous  crops  of  melons, 
and  manufacture  embroidered  carpets 
ud  doths  having  no  equal  in  Asia.  In 
one  of  his  rides  atong  the  Akhal  Frontier 
in  1878,  he  caught  a  glimpse  from  the 
erset  of  the  Kopet  Dagh  of  the  Tekke 
oonntry  near  Askabad.    He  says — 

"Before  me  stretclied  a  broad  zone  of  gardens 
bckinigsettlementa  and  containing,  according 
io  thoee  who  had  been  there,  any  quantity  of 
peach-trees,  nnt-treee,  and  grape-vines.  Walnut 
tnei  and  vines  I  myself  saw  in  the  neighbour- 
iig  valleys.  Consequently,  if  the  Akhal  Tckko 
nttlementa,  exposed  to  the  North  wind,  enjoy 
ndi  a  propitloiis  climato,  how  much  more  so 
Bust  the  TiilkyB  further  to  the  South,  sheltered 
bj  mountain  ridges  P" 


Hie  Talleys  the  Bussian  traveller  refers 

to  are  the  valleys  of  North  Khorassan, 

iriiflte  sheep  lamb  twice  a  year,  and  the 

people  never  know  what  it  is  to  have  a 

Dta  harvest.    These  valleys  have  al- 

mdy  been  annexed  by  Bussia.    Kho- 

nssan,  up  to  and  including  Herat,  was 

ht  sevend  centuries   the    granary  of 

Oontnl  Asia.     This  is  reaUy  the  first 

valuable  oonntry  the  Bussians  have  yet 

eoaqaertfd  in  Aua.  It  brings  them  South 

of  the  Deeerty  which  is  their  natural 

boaadny  in  Aaiay  and  which  should  be 


the  barrier  between  England  and  Bus- 
sia. It  gives  them  a  firesh  base  close  at 
our  gates,  from  which  they  can  prosecute 
their  further  advance  with  every  advan- 
tac^  of  position  and  resources.  They 
wul  no  longer  have  long  and  difficult 
marches  to  make,  or  dangerous  opposi- 
tion to  overcome  on  the  road  to  India. 
Their  railway  will  soon  be  able  to  con- 
vey any  number  of  troops  firom  the  Cas- 
pian to  Herat.  The  Bussian  Army  of 
the  Caucasus  is  over  100,000  men.  It 
can  readily  be  trebled,  and  one  half  de- 
spatched to  annoy,  if  not  to  invade,  one 
of  our  Indian  Possessions.  The  Bussian 
head-quarters  are  now  barely  100  miles 
from  Meshed,  the  capital  of  Khorassan, 
and  second  town  in  Persia.  They  are  less 
than  300  miles  from  Herat,  *  *  tiie  outer 
gate  of  India."  From  the  Caspian  to 
their  new  outposts,  a  distance  of  over 
400  miles,  has  thus  been  bridged  by  one 
campaiCT.  The  integrity  of  Persia  is 
violated,  and  the  Shah  seems  to  have 
become  a  mere  instrument  in  his  g^eat 
neighbour's  hand.  The  most  serious  fact 
connected  with  this  advance  is  the  rail- 
way which  the  Bussians,  with  real  states- 
manship, are  bringing  forward  from  the 
Caspian  to  Herat.  Already,  half  of  the 
distance  to  Meshed  is  laid  down ;  soon 
one-half  of  the  remainder  will  be  com- 

fleted.  The  same  Correspondent,  whom 
have  already  quoted,  gives  a  most  in- 
teresting description  of  its  progress  and 
value,  written  in  April  last — 

**  The  railroad  no  longer  encounters  the  least 
obstacle.  It  is  an  immense  green  billiard-cloth 
of  turf,  upon  which  the  sleepers  and  rails  can 
bo  placed  without  need  of  spade  or  pick.  By 
noxt  Juno  (1881)  the  railway  will  certainly  he 
completed  to  Bami — i.e.j  264  vorsts  (180  to  190 
miles).  .  .  .  This  line,  which,  such  as  it  is,  has 
so  efficaciously  served  General  Skobeleff,  will, 
after  June,  have  a  fresh  destination.  It  will 
then  serve,  not  only  to  throw  into  Central  Asia 
as  many  troops  as  the  Kussiun  Govomment  may 
desire,  but  it  will  servo  equally  for  the  trans- 
port of  merchandise  coming  from  Herat,  from 
Meshed,  from  Bokhara,  and  from  Samarcand. 
General  Annenkoff  is  busy  in  appointing  special 
agents  to  most  of  these  places,  who  wiU  direct 
uU  their  caravans  to  concentrate  at  Bami.  Let 
people  in  England  bo  under  no  illusion  that 
this  lino,  so  excellently  constructed,  and  upon 
which  I  havo  already  travelled  36  versts  an 
hour,  can  arrest  itself  at  Bami.  Once  at  Bami, 
a  Ukase  will  direct  its  prolongation  to  Askabad, 
if  not  immediately  to  Herat.  They  may  move 
gently  {doueement)  at  St.  Petersburg,  and  dole 
out  their  orders  by  doses  of  20  or  60  versts ;  but 
it  will  not  be  surprising  if  they  make  600." 

According  to  this  well-informed  gentle- 
man, there  is  not  the  slightest  obstacle 
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between  the  Eussian  troops  and  Herat. 
The  ground  is  level  and  well  watered. 
"They  have  but  to  march  some  300 
miles,  and  say  Vy  »wm.'  "  The  eflforts, 
and  successful  ones,  which  Bussia  is 
making  to  secure  the  trade  of  all  these 
regions  are  not  the  least  suggestive  to 
us.  Will  it  bo  believed  that  a  British 
Ministry  deliberately  threw  away  such 
a  rare  opportunity  of  extending  British 
trade  and  political  influence  as  was 
offered  by  the  railway  to  Oandahar  ?  It 
seems  incredible;  yet  this  was  done  only 
four  months  ago,  and  we  are  now  reap- 
ing the  evil  fruits.  There  now  remain 
only  the  Tekkes  of  Merv  and  a  few  minor 
tribes  independent.  These  cannot  long 
retain  their  liberty.  Gallant  they  are ; 
but  no  untrained  and  ill-armed  race,  be 
it  as  brave  as  Hercules,  can  long  stand 
against  breech-loaders.  General  Kauf- 
mann,  from  the  Oxus,  and  Skobeleff  or 
his  successor,  from  the  Tejend,  will  join 
hands  at  Merv,  and  the  whole  of  this 
magnificent  people  of  the  Turcomans  will 
become  Bussian  subjects.  You  will  then 
find,  too  late,  what  you  have  lost  in 
allowing  such  a  valuable  barrier  between 
your  possessions  and  the  Armies  of  Bus- 
sia to  be  beaten  down,  and  not  only 
beaten  down,  but  to  be  added  to  the 
strength  of  your  enemies.  The  physique 
of  these  Turcoman  horsemen  is  un- 
equalled. Their  courage  is  proved  by 
Geok  Tepo,  when  they  lost  over  half  their 
numbers  in  defence  of  their  liberty. 
They  will  make  a  far  finer  cavaliy  than 
the  Cossacks,  say  Sir  Henry  Bawunson, 
General  Baker,  Colonel  McGregor,  and 
Professor  Yambory.  Their  breed  of 
horses  is  matchless,  both  for  speed  and 
endurance.  A  Turcoman  rider  will  go, 
for  five  or  six  days,  100  miles  a-day,  on 
the  same  horse.  It  is  no  wonder  that 
the  Bussian  generals  are  anxious  to  con- 
quer, and  turn  this  splendid  race  into 
auxiliaries  of  the  Czar.  They  might,  by 
a  very  little  management  and  support, 
be  turned  into  our  allies,  and  fight  our 
battles  for  us  for  many  years.  Instead 
of  this,  we  shall  only  too  probably  have 
to  meet  them  as  enemies  upon  the  Indus. 
For  her  advance  upon  Herat,  and  thence 
upon  India,  there  are  now  three  roads 
open  to  the  Bussian  Armies.  One  along 
the  Tejend  by  Sarakhs,  the  second 
through  Kuchan  and  Meshed,  and  the 
third  West  and  South  of  Meshed,  avoid- 
ing Herat,  and  striking  the  main  road 
to  Oandahar  at  Earah.    That  there  is 
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no  difficulty  in  marching  from  Herat  to 
Oandahar,  Ayonb  Khan's  advance  over 
the  very  ground  twice  within  12  months 
shows  its  facility.  We  have,  Sir,  a  great 
dominion  and  a  great  charge  at  stake. 
On  the  highest  g^und,  we  have  to  guard 
the  safety  and  interests  of  260,000,000 
of  an  alien  population  in  India.  How- 
ever short  our  rule  there  may  fall  of  the 
standard  of  absolute  perfection,  no  one 
can  deny  that  England  has  done  much 
for  that  wonderful  Dependency.  It  is 
no  empty  boast  to  say  uiat  the  people  of 
India  have  never,  in  their  long  history, 
enjoyed  such  benefits  of  government  as 
England  has  conferred  upon  them.  These 
growing  mvriads,  alien  to  us  and  to  each 
other  in  ongin,  in  creed,  in  feeling,  and 
in  interests,  enjoy  to  an  extent,  for 
them  unequalled,  the  blessings  of  order, 
of  law,  of  peace,  and  education,  and 
all  that  makes  a  people  prosperous 
and  happy.  It  is  our  duty  to  pre- 
serve tnis  vast  population  from  the 
blighting  domination  of  Bussia.  Nor 
are  the  benefits  to  England  herself  incon- 
siderable. The  trade  with  India  b  worth 
£100,000,000  every  vear  to  this  coun- 
try. The  number  of  your  surplus  popu- 
lation to  whom  India  gives  beneficial 
occupation,  is  close  upon  250,000,000. 
She  buys  your  manufactures,  and  sends 
you  in  return  her  products.  More  than 
this,  upon  the  possession  of  India  de- 
pends all  the  carrying  trade  with  the 
East,  with  China,  Japan,  the  Islands  of 
the  Archipelago,  with  Arabia  and  the 
Persian  Gulf,  r^o  Englishman  can  wish 
to  see  this  mine  of  wealth  for  England 
handed  over  to  the  most  backward  of 
European  Governments,  a  Government 
that  shuts  British  products  out  by  pro- 
tective tariffs.  I  have  ventured  to  re- 
mind the  House  of  these  reciprocal  ad- 
vantages to  India  and  to  England  fiiom 
our  connection  with,  that  country.  They 
may  be  of  service  to  those  who  would 
cry  ''  Perish  India !  "  or  who  could  hear 
that  cry  unmoved.  I  have  to  thank  the 
House  for  the  kind  and  patient  hearinff 
it  has  granted  me.  I  regret  that  I  oould 
not  have  dealt  with  a  subject  bo  exten- 
sive and  important  in  a  shorter  compass. 
The  interests  and  honour  of  the  most 
noble  fabric  of  Empire  that  human 
genius  and  enterprize  have  ever  erected 
are  at  stake.  I  am  very  sensible  of  the 
inadequacy  of  my  statements.  I  would 
only  urge  upon  the  Gtoverament  to  be 
forewarned  and  foreanned  in  time  to 
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meet  the  danger  while  it  is  still  a  small 
cloud  upon  the  horizoii,  and,  before  it 
has  swollen  and  covered  the  whole  sky, 
to  take  that  "  stitch  in  time  which  saves 
nine  "  in  political  as  well  as  in  domes- 
tic   relations.     Let  them  retrace  their 
mistakes.    Let  Candahar  be  held  as  an 
impregnable  bulwark  of  our  power,  and 
let  the   Bussians    be    courteously  but 
firmly  informed  that  they  will  not  be 
allowed  to  annex  the  Turcoman  people. 
JBngiand  cannot  afford  to  lose  the  high 
repute  she  has  hitherto  held  in  the  East. 
I  never  thought,  Sir,  that  I  should  hear, 
as  I  did  in  this  House  a  few  days  ago, 
the  reputation  of  .England  spoken  of  as 
"that  miserable  thing  called  prestige." 
Sir,  what  else  is  prestige  but  the  cha- 
zaoter,  the  moral  status,  the  reputation 
of  a  people  among  the  nations  ?    It  be- 
hoves no  State  to  guard  its  prestiffe  so 
vigilantly  and  resolutely  as  England. 
Her  *'  thin  red  line  "  can  do  a  g^eat  deal, 
but  it  must  have  the  prestige  of  old  at 
its  back.    It  is  not  by  your  bayonets, 
your  rifles,  or  your  cannon ;  it  is  not  by 
your  handful  of  soldiers  among  myriadis 
of  an  alien  population  that  the  supre- 
macy of  England  is  secured.     No,  bir  ; 
it  is  by  the  belief,  hitherto  unimpaired 
among  your  subjects  in  India,  that  the 
ooaraffe    of  Englishmen  is  invincible, 
that  the  word  of  England  once  pledged 
is  never  broken ;  that  the  foes  of  your 
power  never  gaze  upon  the  backs  of 
your  soldiers  in  permanent  retreat ;  that 
although  you  might  be  beaten  once,  or 
twice,  or  thrice,  yet  you  would  return  to 
the  struggle  with  quenchless  resolution. 
These  were  the  great  qualities  by  which 
EogUshmen  of  the  past  built  up  and 
consolidated  the  Empire  you  enjoy.    It 
IB  by  maintaining  your  reputation  for 
courage,  for  statesmanship,  for  unflinch- 
ingtenaeity  of  purpose  that  you  can  alone 

Sib  GEOBOE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
did  not  hear  anv  proof  from  the  hon. 
ICember  that  the  annexation  of  the 
country  of  the  Akhal  Turcomans  was  a 
violation  of  any  promises  made  to  us. 
He  considered  that  the  hon.  Member 
had  been  alarming  himself  unneces- 
mi^.  By  many  persons  the  importance 
of  Merv  had  been  ridiculously  over-esti- 
mated; but  they  had  for^tten  that 
Herv  was  not  on  the  road  to  India. 
Caudahar  was  on  the  road  to  India,  he 
admitted ;  but  he  did  not  see  why  there 
should  be  so  muoh  outcry  about  it.  The 


late  Lord  Beaconsfield;  while  a  Member 
of  that  House,  described  in  the  darkest 
colours  the  atrocious  character  of  these 
Turcomans.  They  were  a  set  of  robbers 
who  had  damaged  Bussia,  and  had  al- 
ways been  a  terrible  scourge  to  Persia. 
It  was  not  for  us  to  complain  when 
Bussia,  in  her  own  interests,  had  been 
forced  to  make  an  advance  against  those 
enemies  of  the  human  race.  This  ad- 
vance of  Bussia  was  having  a  civilizing 
influence  in  Central  Asia ;  and,  even  were 
we  so  misguided  as  to  seek  to  stop  her 
advance,  we  had  not  the  power.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  the  Government,  by 
fair  diplomacy,  would  come  to  a  fair  un- 
derstanding with  Bussia. 

The  Marquess  of  HABTINGTON  : 
Sir,  I  find  it  difficult  to  deal  with  the 
somewhat  extensive  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Eye  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett). 
The  hon.  Member  has  evidently  given 
his  attention  to  this  question,  and  has 
collected  a  ^eat  deal  of  information  on 
it.     I  should  be  sorry  if  he  or  the  House 
supposed  that  I  mean  to  treat  him  with 
disrespect  in  saying  that  I  will  not  at- 
tempt to  follow  him  through  the  whole 
of  that  speech.     But  I  should  find  con- 
siderable difficulty  in  doing  so,  because 
I  am  utterly  unable  to  ascertain  what 
was  the  exact  point  to  which  he  wished 
to  direct  the  attention  of  the  House.  As 
the  hon.   Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir 
George  Campbell)  said,  there  was  not  a 
word  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
to  prove  the  proposition  that  Bussia's 
annexation  of  the  Akhal  Tekke  territory 
was  a  violation  of  her  promise  to  this 
country.     Neither  has  he  said  a  word  as 
to  the  second  proposition  in  the  Motion 
he  had  intended  to  make,  that  the  an- 
nexation of  the  Akhal  Tekke  territory 
has  been  encouraged  by  the  unfortu- 
nate evacuation  of  Candahar.     I  think 
the  hon.  Member  was  well  advised  in 
avoiding  that  subject,  for  he  would  have 
found  it  difficult  to  prove  that  opera- 
tions which  had  been  going  on  for  a 
year  before  our  evacuation  of  Candahar 
were   encouraged  by   that  evacuation. 
There  is  no  connection  whatever  between 
our  occupation  of,  or  advance  from,  Af- 
ghanistan, and  the  Bussian  occupation 
of  the  Akhal  Tekke  territory.     Does  the 
hon.  Member  mean  to  say  that  if  we 
had   resolved  to  remain  in  Candahar 
Bussia   would  have  been  prepared  to 
abandon  the  results  of  her  campaigns, 
and  to  have  retired  from  the  Akhal  Tekk^ 
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territory?   [Mr.AsnMEAD-BABTLETTwas 
understood  to  observe  that  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  said  so.]  The  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  said  nothing  of  the  kind. 
I  do  not  think  it  ever  entered  the  head  of 
any  reasonable  person  that  such  a  result 
would  follow.    As  far  as  I  could  gather 
from  the  hon.  Member's  speech,  his  sole 
object  was  to  discuss  again  a  subject 
which  was  fully  discussed  months  a^ — 
namely,   our  evacuation  of  Candahar, 
which  evacuation   was  approved  by  a 
large  majority  of  this  House.    I  do  not 
think  it  necessary  that  I  should  follow 
the  hon.  Member  into  another  discus- 
sion of  that  subject.     The  only  matter 
which  I  think  it  may  be  necessary  for 
me  to  advert  to  for  one  moment  is  his  en- 
deavour to  prove  that  our  retirement  from 
Oandahar  has  led  to  the  victory  of  Ayoob 
Khan,  and  that  that  victory  is  a  con- 
demnation of  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gt>vemment.    The  Government  and  the 
House  also,    I    think,    were  perfectly 
aware  that  the  success  of  Ayoob  Khan 
against  Abdurrahman  Khan  was  per- 
fectly possible,  and  even  probable.    We 
have  never  pledged  ourselves   or  our 
policy  to  the  success  or  to  the  ability  of 
Abdurrahman   Khan   to  overcome   his 
rival.  On  the  contrary,  I  remember  per- 
fectly well  that  in  the  observations  that 
I  made  to  the  House  in  the  debate,  I 
stated  distinctly  that  the  question  of  his 
supremacy  in  Afghanistan  could  never 
be  decided  until*  there  had  been  an  ap- 
peal to  arms,  and  that  it  was  impossible 
to  foretell  what  the  result  of  that  appeal 
would  be.    No  doubt,   we  have  given 
some  support  to  AbdurriJiman  ^an; 
but,  if  so,  we  have  done  nothing  more 
than  to  discharge  what  we  considered  to 
be  a  debt  to  the  people  of  Afghanistan, 
rather  than  an  act  in  our  own  interests 
We  have,  undoubtedly,  inflicted  a  very 
great  injury  and  mischief  on  Afghan- 
istan.    We  have    destroyed    whatever 
existed  there  in  the  form  of  government, 
and  we  have  replaced  it  in  the  state  of 
anarchy  in  which  it  was  before  Shere 
Ali  succeeded  to  the  Throne.    That  may 
have  been  necessary  or  it  may  not ;  but, 
no  doubt,  great  injury  was  thereby  done 
to  the  people  of  Afghanistan.     We  de- 
cided that  it  was  not  necessary  in  the 
interest  of  England  that  we  should  per- 
manently occupy  and  undertake  the  ad- 
ministration of  Afghanistan.     Having 
decided  to  retire  from  that  country,  we 
considered  that  it  was  our  duty  to  its 
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people  to  give  them,  at  all  events,  a 
chance  of  re-establishing  for  themselves 
settled  government.  Whether  we  selected 
the  best  candidate  or  not,  what  was  done 
was  done  not  so  much  in  our  own  in- 
terests as  in  discharge  of  a  debt  to  the 
people  of  Afghanistim,  and  to  give  them 
the  opportunity  of  restoring,  if  they 
thought  fit,  a  settled  (Jovemment,  such 
as  existed  before  we  destroyed  it.  The 
hon.  Member  has  informed  us  that 
Bussia  can  have  no  object  in  oonquer- 
ing  these  vast  and  sterile  regions,  unless 
it  is  with  the  view  of  invading  India.  At 
other  times  he  informed  us  that  she  had  . 
acquired  by  those  conquests  fertile  dis- 
tricts and  the  control  of  useful,  warlikCi 
and  also  industrial  populations.  He  told 
us  that  he  had  had  the  privilege  of  con- 
versing with  General  Skobeleff  and  hun- 
dreds of  Russian  officers,  who,  with 
wonderful  unanimity,  had  avowed  their 
intention  of  invading  and  conquering 
India,  and  that  Indian  Sepoys  are  quite 
unable  to  cope  with  the  Bussian  soldiers. 
I  wish  when  he  made  that  assertion  that 
somebody  on  the  Bench  opposite  had 
explained  how,  under  those  circum- 
stances, it  entered  into  the  mind  of  the 
late  Government  to  bring  Indian  Sepoys 
from  India  for  the  purpose  of  defeating 
Russian  soldiers  in  Europe.  The  hon. 
Member  told  us  that  the  danger  which 
now  threatened  India  from  the  advance 
of  Russia  is  only  to  be  compared  to  a 
small  cloud ;  but  that  soon  we  shall 
see  Russia  commanding  the  services  of 
8,000,000  men.  He  did  not  inform  usby 
what  process  the  Russian  Army  of  500,000 
men  is  to  be  increased  to  the  extent  of 
8,000,000.  He  indulged  in  an  eloquent 
denunciation  of  the  cruelties  practised 
by  Russia  in  the  conquest  of  the  Turco- 
mans. It  is  no  business  of  mine  to  de- 
fend Russia,  and,  no  doubt,  those  cam- 
paigns may  have  been  accompanied  by 
some  cruelties.  But  when  the  non.  G^- 
tleman  denounced  Russia  in  such  warm 
terms  he  ought  to  have  adduced  stronger 
proofs  than  he  did  of  the  facts  that  those 
cruelties  were  committed.  AU  that  he 
brought  forward  was  the  report  that  a 
Russian  General  had  bombaraed  a  forti- 
fied'place,  which  not  only  contained  sol- 
diers, but  the  families  of  soldiers.  I  do 
not  conceive  that  it  is  possible,  if  women 
and  children  and  property  are  placed 
within  a  fortified  indosure,  to  avoid  the 
bombardment  of  such  a  fortified  position 
consistently  with  the  neoessities  of  war. 
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Thelion.  Member  only  quoted  the  Corre- 
spondent of  a  newspaper,  and  gave  no 
official  authority  for  the  allegation  he 
made  in  that  respect.    He  had  spoken 
of  the  annexation  of  the  Akhal  Tekke 
country  as  a  menace  and  a  danger  to 
India.     Differing    altogether  as  I  do 
from  the  views  of  the  hon.  Member  and 
those  who  ag^ree  with  him  as  to  the  se- 
curity of  our  position  in  India,  I  cannot 
admit  his  contention  in  this  respect.  But 
if  it  is  any  satisfaction  to  him,  I  have 
not  the  smallest  hesitation  in  sajdng 
with  perfect  plainness  that  I  do  not 
think  the  annexation  by  Bussia  of  the 
Akhal  Tekke  country  is  a  matter  of  in- 
difference to  us.    I  will  not  enter  into 
the  discussion  of  the  question  whether 
that  annexation  was  consistent  or  in- 
consistent with  the  pledges  given  by 
Bussia  to  this  counhy.    I  think  that 
a  good  deal  may  be  said  on  both  sides 
of  that  question ;  but  it  has  not  been 
entered  upon  by  the  hon.  Member,  and  I 
do  not  wish  to  enter  upon  it  now.    We 
are  not  concerned  in  the  independence 
of  the  Akhal  Tribes.     But  the  recent 
advances  and  conquests  of  Bussia  have, 
no  doubt,  had  consequences  which  do 
■ffeot  us  in  two  points  very  nearly.  The 
extension  of  Bussian  territory  along  the 
Northern  Border  of  Persia  raises  a  ques- 
tion of  the  integrity  of  Persia  which 
eannot  be  indifferent  to  us,  and  the  near 
approach  of  Bussia  to  the  borders  of 
Afghanistan  is  not  a  matter  of  indif- 
ferance  to  us.    The  present  Oovemment 
have  admitted  as  plainly  as  any  other 
fhatthcf  integrity  and  independence  of 
Afghanistan  is  a  matter  to  them  of  vital 
uiiportance,|and  that  they  do  not  intend  to 
pennitinterference  by  any  foreign  Power 
with  the  internal  or  external  affairs  of 
Afghanistan.  If  Afghanistan  were  under 
a  settled  form  of  government  it  might 
be  indiflSsrent  to  us  whether  Bussia  or 
any  other  country  extended  to  the  very 
borders  of  Afghanistan.     But  that  is 
not  the  case  of  Afghanistan.     It  has 
not,  and  perhaps  it  never  may  have, 
what  we  recognize  as  a  settled  form  of 
memment.    There  could  be  no  doubt 
uat,  if  Bussia  advanced  towards  the 
borders  of  Afghanistan,  a  state  of  things 
might  ensue  which  would  not  be  of  ad- 
vantage to  the  ffood  relations  between 
tUs  country  ana  Bussia.    Such  an  ad- 
vance, therefore,  could  not  be  a  subject 
of  iadifilsrence  to  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
ment,  and  I  have  no  objection  to  state 


that  what  has  taken  place  in  Central 
Asia  is  receiving  the  consideration  of  the 
Government.  But  what  does  the  hon. 
Member  ask  us  to  do  ?  I  have  listened 
to  his  speech,  and  I  confess  I  failed  to 
ascertain  the  conclusion  at  which  he 
arrived.  The  hon.  Member,  indeed,  said 
there  was  some  connection  between  our 
leaving  Candahar  and  the  advance  of 
Bussia ;  but,  so  far  from  that  being  so,  it 
is  my  opinion,  and  it  is  the  opinion  of 
many  persons — military  men  and  others 
of  high  authority  in  India  —  that  our 
continued  retention  of  Candahar  would 
have  been  in  itself  a  sufEciont  reason  for 
the  advance  of  Bussia. 

Mk.  ASHMEAD-BABTLETT  said, 
he  wished  to  explain  that  what  he  had 
said  was  that  it  was  the  general  policy 
of  retreat  which  had  been  adopted  which 
encouraged  the  advance  of  Bussia.  He 
had  not  said  that  none  of  the  Sepoys 
were  a  match  for  the  Bussian  troops. 
What  he  did  say  was  that  most  of  them 
were  not. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  expressed  his  thanks 
to  the  noble  Lord  for  the  re-assuring 
speech  he  had  made.  For  his  part,  he 
did  not  look  at  the  question  from  a  poli- 
tical point  of  view.  The  noble  Lord 
said  that  tho  Government  had  always 
shown  Bussia  that  the  independence  of 
Afghanistan  could  not  be  a  matter  of 
indifference  to  them.  The  present  posi- 
tion of  that  country  was  most  serious,  for 
if  it  fell  under  the  rule  of  Ayoob  Khan 
it  would  be  governed  by  an  enemy  of 
ours  and  a  friend  to  Bussia.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  could  not,  therefore, 
too  plainly  give  Bussia  to  understand 
that  there  should  be  no  interference  on 
her  part  with  Afghanistan. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  the  noblo 
Marquess  had  stated  the  broad  outlines 
of  the  policy  of  the  Government,  and  it 
was  satisfactory  to  have  to  deal  with  a 
Member  of  the  Government  who  did  not 
take  shelter  under  evasions.  For  his 
part,  he  would  not  regret  seeing  Ayoob 
Khan  Buler  of  Afghanistan.  It  was 
true  he  hated  England,  and  not  without 
cause ;  but  if  he  kept  England  out  of 
Afghanistan  on  one  side  he  might  be 
relied  on  to  keep  Bussia  out  on  the 
other.  He  thought  the  real  danger  of 
the  matter  was  that  Bussia  was  ad- 
vancing near  enough  to  India  to  be 
within  striking  or,  at  any  rate,  agitating 
distance;  and  in  the  latter  case  her 
action  would  be  sufficient  to  compel  this 
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country  to  Bend  to  India  a  force  which 
would  have  a  tendency  to  cripple  her 
power  in  Europe. 

Lord  FEEDERICK  CAVENDISH 
asked  leave  to  withdraw  the  Motion  for 
going  into  Oommittee  of  Supply. 

Motion,  by  leave,  tcilhdrawn. 
Oommittee  dtJtrrtA  till  To-morrow. 

REGULATION  OF  THE  FORCES  BILL. 

(Jfr.  Semlary  Childm,  The  Jiidgt  Airofale 

Central,  Mr.  Campbell- Banaernum.) 

[bill  193.]      COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.  CUILDERS:  I  beg  to  move, 
Sir,  that  you  do  now  leave  the  Chair. 
I  Bliould  not  have  done  more  than  make 
that  Motion  if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
Notice  given  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  opposite  (Colonel  Alexander), 
in  the  early  part  of  the  evening,  of  his 
intention  to  oppose  the  Motion  for  going 
into  Committee.  I  have  not  the  slightoat 
idea  what  the  motive  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  is  in  taking  that 
course.  The  Bill  is  a  very  simple  one, 
and  it  has  been  in  print  for  sorao  time. 
It  contains  certainly  two  important 
clauses — one  to  enable  the  CholBea 
Commissioners  to  grant  certain  pen- 
sions, in  regard  to  which  I  have  beer 
interrogated  several  times  in  the  courst 
of  the  present  Session ;  and  the  other 
to  enable  the  Crown  to  increase  the  Re- 
serve by  allowing  men,  after  their  13 
years'  engagement,  to  volunteer  for  four 
years  more  into  a  second  Reserve.  All 
the  rest  of  the  Bill  relates  to  matters  oi 
detail  in  connection  with  the  Scheme 
approved  this  Session,  or  improving  the 

e-ovisions  of  the  Army  Discipline  and 
ogulation  Act.  I  hope,  therefore,  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  will  not 
persist  in  his  opposition  to  the  measure 
at  this  stage,  believing,  as  I  do,  that 
when  the  House  goes  into  Committee,  I 
shall  be  able  to  prove  that  there  is  n<j 
real  ground  of  objection  to  any  of  the 
proposals  contained  in  it.  I  ptomisi! 
him  that  when  we  come  to  any  clause  he 
objects  to,  I  will  explain  the  purpose  of 
it  as  fully  and  as  candidly  as  I  can.  I 
hope  he  wilt  allow  the  House  to  go  into 
Committee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (J/r  VhiUn-i.) 
Hr.  ffDottfuU 


Forcu  Bili. 
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CoLOinsL  ALEXANDER  said,  it  was 
ivitfa  considerable  surprise  that  be  bad 
lirst  perused  the  provisioiiB  of  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House.  When,  two 
years  ago,  after  labours  only  exceeded 
by  thoee  of  the  present  year,  the  House 
at  last  succeeded  in  passing  the  Army 
Regulation  Act,  it  was  imagined  that 
their  labours  had  terminated  for  ever. 
They  were  doomed  to  find,  however,  that 
like  those  of  Sisyphus  they  were  eter^ 
nal.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  had  placed  in 
their  bands  a  Bill  which  really  consisted 
of  three  parts  and  53  dauaes.  The  con- 
templation of  the  prospect  before  them 
was  eminently  discouraging;  and  he 
looked  back  with  regret  to  the  halcyon 
days  when  they  were  able  to  pass  100 
clauses  of  the  Mutiny  Act  in  the  coune 
of  a  single  Sitting.  Two  years  ago  it 
was  proposed  to  substitute  for  the  Mutiny 
Act  a  consolidated  Code  of  Army  Begu- 
lations,  and  it  was  imagined  that  that 
Code  contained,  at  least,  the  element  of 
permanence.  They  relied  upon  the 
judgment  of  Sir  Henry  Thring,  the 
eminent  draftsman,  for  rendering  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  perfect ;  and  they 
were  told  that  it  was  impossible  for  the 
ingenuity  of  man  to  contemplate  a  crime 
which  would  not  be  dealt  with  and 
punished  by  the  Act  of  1879.  Yet,  not- 
withstanding that  declaration  by  so  emi- 
nent a  draftsman,  be  found  that  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House  contained  many 
additions  to,  and  alterations  of,  the  Act 
of  1879  ;  and  some  of  them,  in  com- 
pariaon  with  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
1879,  were  distinctly  disadvantageous  to 
the  British  soldier.  At  the  request  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretat^ 
of  State  for  War  he  would  withdraw  bu 
opposition  to  the  Motion  for  going  into 
Committee  ;  but  when  the  Bill  went  into 
Committee  he  should  propose  certain 
alterations  in  some  of  the  cfauseB,  which 
he  hoped  would  meet  with  the  aasent  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  with  that 
of  hon.  Members  on  both  aides  of  the 
House.  Before  he  sat  down  he  wished 
brieSy  to  make  good  his  assertion  that 
where  the  Bill  erred  it  erred  on  the  ude 
of  excessive  severity.  He  would  take, 
for  instance,  the  important  clause  which 
dealt  with  the  composition  of  a  general 
court  martial.  This  was  aa  important 
court,  because,  with  the  exception  of 
what  was  known  as  a  field ;  general 
court   martial,    an     ordioaiy   ganenl 
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oovrt  martial  was  the  only  court  which 
had  power  to  sentence  a  prisoner  to 
death  or  penal  servitude.  In  the  Eng- 
lish Army,  following  the  customs  of  the 
Swedish,  Dutch,  and  German  Armies, 
the  general  court  martial  originally 
consisted  of  13  members;  but  in  the 
Army  of  James  II.,  by  the  Articles 
of  War,  the  court  was  made  to  con- 
Bsty  according  to  the  French  prac- 
tice, of  not  less  than  seyen  memoers. 
From  the  passing,  however,  of  the  first 
Mutiny  Act  of  1689,  in  the  Beign  of 
William  III.,  down  to  so  recent  a 
period  as  1868,  the  minimum  number  of 
members  of  a  general  court  martial  in 
the  United  Eingdom  was  fixed  at  13. 
In  1868  an  important  alteration  was 
made  and  the  minimum  number  of  mem- 
bers composing  a  general  court  martial 
was  ^<ea  in  tiiie  United  Kingdom  and 
the  East  Indies,  Malta  and  Gibraltar, 
at  nine ;  for  Bermuda  and  Nova  Scotia, 
at  seven ;  and  in  any  other  Colony  or 
place  out  of  the  Queen's  Dominions,  at 
five.  An  important  provision  was  also 
added  that  no  sentence  of  death  in  any 
drcumstances  should  be  passed,  except 
with  the  concurrence  of  two-thirds  of  the 
members  composing  the  court.  In  the 
Act  of  1879  the  minimum  of  nine  mem- 
ben  was  continued  for  a  general  court 
martial,  except  when,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  officer  convening  the  court,  that 
number  in  the  interests  of  the  Public 
Service  was  not  available,  in  which  case 
the  g^eral  court  martial  was  to  consist 
of  not  less  than  five  members.  But  now, 
what  did  they  find  in  the  present  Bill  ? 
The  word  "  nine  "  had  no  place  in  it  at 
all,  and  it  was  simply  provided  that  the 
general  court  martial  should  consist  of 
not  lees  than  five  members.  Perhaps 
tiie  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  ask 
him  to  read  to  the  end  of  the  sub-section, 
and  would  point  to  the  provisions  which 
Ibrbade  any  officer  below  the  rank  of 
captain  from  sitting  as  a  member  of  a 
general  court  martial ;  but  he  had  yet 
to  learn  that  a  prisoner  would  derive  any 
eonsolation  from  being  sentenced  to 
death  hj  a  captain  insteisul  of  a  lieuten- 
ant. Tii»  right  hon.  Gentleman  also 
Mttd  that  five  was  the  minimum  number 
of  members  composing  the  court,  and 
thaty  as  a  general  rule,  the  number  of 
members  composing  the  court  would 
exceed  that  minimum.  That  was  quite 
tae ;  but  he  had  had  considerable  expe- 
aenoe  in  acting  as  Deputy  Judge  Advo- 


cate before  general  courts  martial,  and 
he  could  remember  more  than  one  case 
in  which  the  actual  number  of  members 
composing  the  court  was,  through  sick- 
ness and  through  other  causes,  reduced 
to  a  minimum.  That  was  not  very  mate- 
rial in  the  days  when  13  formed  the 
court ;  but  they  were  now  making  a 
very  small  minimum  number  of  officers 
as  the  composition  of  a  general  court 
martial.  In  point  of  fact,  they  were 
fixing  the  composition  of  a  general 
court  martial,  wnich  would  have  power 
of  life  and  death,  at  precisely  the  same 
number  as  that  which,  only  two  years 
ago,  they  fixed  for  the  inferior  tribunal 
of  a  regimental  court  martial,  whose 
powers  were  limited  to  sentencing  a 
prisoner  to  42  days'  imprisonment  with 
hard  labour.  Ho  also  found  that  they 
were  going  to  allow  four  members  out 
of  five  composing  the  court  to  pass  a 
sentence  of  death,  and  three  out  of  five 
to  pass  a  sentence  of  penal  servitude. 
Then,  again,  he  found  that,  by  Clause 
48  of  the  Bill,  the  Governor  of  a  Colony 
or  the  officer  commanding  the  troops 
out  of  the  Queen's  Dominions  was  au- 
thorized to  declare  from  time  to  time 
that  it  was  necessary,  either  in  conse- 
quence of  the  imminence  of  active  ser- 
vice or  in  consequence  of  the  recent  ex- 
istence of  active  service,  that  the  troops 
under  his  command  should  be  subject  to 
the  Act  of  1879  precisely  as  if  thoy  were 
upon  active  service.  In  otlier  words,  it 
was  provided  that  a  soldier  should  be 
liable  to  suffer  the  penalty  of  death  for 
offences  which»  in  ordinary  times,  would 
only  have  been  visited  by  a  few  months' 
imprisonment.  That  was  one  of  the 
results  of  the  total  abolition  of  corporal 
punishment,  and  that  was  not  the  last 
time  that  they  would  have  to  deplore  the 
consequence  of  yielding  as  they  did  in 
1879,  just  previous  to  a  General  Elec- 
tion, to  the  popular  clamour  for  the  abo- 
lition of  corporal  punishment.  He  had 
never  been  an  advocate  of  excessive  cor- 
poral punishment ;  and  it  would  be  re- 
membered that,  on  a  certain  memorable 
occasion,  ho  advised  his  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  (Colonel  Stanley),  the 
then  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  to  miti- 
gate the  severity  of  the  punishment,  and 
his  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  waa 
pleased  at  the  time  to  say  that  he  would 
act  on  his  (Colonel  Alexander's)  advice, 
and  that  he  would  reduce  the  punish- 
ment from  60  to  26  lashes.    But  he  did 
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protest  against  the  spurious  humanity 
which  strained  at  the  gnat  of  corporcd 
punishment  and  swallowed  without  com- 
punction the  camel  of  capital  punish- 
ment. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  said,  he 
was  glad  to  see  that  it  was  not  intended 
to  re- open  the  question  of  corporal 
punishment.  The  Act  of  1879  was  ne- 
cessarily only  a  tentative  Act;  and,  in 
consequence  of  the  time  occupied  in  the 
discussion  of  the  question  of  corporal 
punishment,  many  parts  of  the  Bill 
were  passed  without  the  consideration 
and  discussion  which  their  importance 
required.  It  had  been  found,  since  the 
Act  came  into  operation,  that  there 
were  certain  defects  and  omissions  in 
it  which  tended  to  produce  a  miscar- 
riage of  justice.  ]Vo  one  knew  that 
better  than  himself,  as  he  had  been 
charged  with  the  administration  of  the 
Act  of  1879.  The  object  of  the  present 
Bill  was  simply  to  remedy  those  defects 
and  omissions;  and  he  would  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  one  of  them  which 
had  already  been  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  South  Ayrshire 
(Colonel  Alexander) — namely,  the  com- 
position of  general  courts  martial.  The 
Act  of  1 879  prescribed  a  certain  minimum 
number  of  officers  both  for  district  and 
general  courts  martial,  and  then  allowed 
that  minimum  to  be  reduced  by  the 
general  officer  who  convened  a  court  of 
inquiry,  where  the  larger  number  were 
not,  having  due  regard  to  the  Public 
Service,  available ;  but  the  fact  had  to 
be  stated  in  the  order  convening  the 
court.  The  proceedings  of  several  courts 
martial  had  been  rendered  invalid  in  con- 
sequence of  the  later  requirement  not 
having  been  properly  complied  with.  The 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  reduce  the  mini- 
mum number  of  officers  composing  the 
court,  and  to  make  the  number  uniform 
in  every  case ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
it  was  proposed  to  raise  the  standing  of 
the  officers  composing  the  court.  The 
alteration  was  a  most  desirable  one,  and 
he  hoped  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
woula  not  persist  in  his  objection  to  it. 
He  could  assure  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  that  as  soon  as  they  got  into 
Committee  the  Government  would  be 
happy  to  oflFer  every  explanation  in  their 
power.  It  was  hardly  necessary  to  re- 
mind his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  that 
at  that  period  of  the  Session  it  would  be 
quite  impossible  to  pass  the  Bill  at  all 
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unless  the  House  was  disposed  to  accept 
the  guarantee  of  the  Government  that 
the  changes  proposed  would  be  advan- 
tageous to  the  interests  of  the  Army. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  under- 
stood  that  the  objection  of  the  hon.  and 
g^lant  Member  for  South  Ayrshire 
(Colonel  Alexander)  was  to  the  very  small 
majority  of  a  very  small  court  by  which 
important  sentences — such  as  death  and 
penal  servitude — could  be  passed  under 
the  Bill  as  it  stood.  He  hoped  the  ques- 
tion was  one  on  which  the  Gt>vemment 
were  open  to  persuasion,  because,  of 
course,  although  the  argument  was  very 
strong  that  at  that  time  of  the  Session 
they  could  not  afford  to  devote  to  the 
measure  a  very  scrutinizing  spirit,  still 
it  was  desirable  that  some  consideration 
should  be  given  to  points  of  this  kind. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  did  not  understand 
that  the  point  raised  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  was 
one  of  those  which  had  been  raised  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  South 
Ayrshire  (Colonel  Alexander). 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  eoneidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clauses  1  to  5,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  ^Punishment  of  fraudulent 
enlistment  or  militiaman). 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  he  had  a  verbal 
Amendment  to  move  in  line  21 — namely, 
to  substitute  the  words  ''punishable 
for  "  for  the  words  '*  guilty  of." 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  lino  21,  to  leave  out  the  wordB  "gailty 
of,*'  in  order  to  insert  the  words  "  punishable 
iotr—{Mr.  Childera.) 

Question,  *'That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to^  and 
ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Clauses  7  to  13,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  (Removal  of  doubts  as  to 
pensions  of  army  reserve  men). 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  it  would  be 
necessary  to  make  an  addition  to  the 
clause,  for  the  purpose  of  incorporating 
a  former  Act. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  23,  to  add  the  words  "  and  Sections  4, 
5,  and  7,  of  the  Army  Discipline  and  Regulation 
(Annual)  Act  of  1881/'— (Jkr.  Ohildert.) 
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QoMticm,  ''That  those  words  be  there 
added,"  put,  and  9§r$^  to. 

Glaiue,  as  amended,  Offresd  io,  and 
9riind  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Glanses  15  to  19,  inolasiye,  agreed  to, 

Ofinem  in  relation  io  Courti  Martial. 

dause  20  (Amendment  of  s.  28  as  to 
power  of  court  martial  oyer  contempt). 

OoLORXL  ALEXANDER  said,   he 
thought  this  dause  would  be  found  to 
be  quite  unworkable.    Under  the  Act  of 
1879  a  witness  might  be  sentenced  by  a 
oonrt  martial  for  contempt  of  court  to 
imprisonment  not  exceeding  21   days' 
hsrd  labour.     The  present  clause  au- 
ttorixed  the  court  to  sentence  a  prisoner 
tat  using  Tiolent  or  threatening  language 
to  the  same  punishment  of  21  days'  im- 
prisonment with  hard  labour.     But  the 
use  of  threatening  language  to  the  mem- 
bers of  a  court  martial  was  one  of  the 
greatest    military    offences    a  prisoner 
eoold  commit ;  and  it  had  always  been 
the  practice,  up  to  the  present  time,  to 
tij  a  prisoner  so  offending  by  general 
eoart  martial.     He  recollected  an  in- 
itanoe,  when  he  was  himself  acting  as 
Deputy  Judge  Advocate,  where  a  pri- 
Kmer  was  tried  for  using  abusive  words. 
He  was  tried  by  an  inferior  court ;  and 
on  being  asked  if  he  had  any  objection 
to  make  to  the  composition  of  the  court, 
he  Bsid  he  objected  to  the  whole  lot,  and 
he  need  most  violent  and  threatening 
hmgusffe.    For  that  offence  he  was  sub- 
NoaaQuy  tried  bv  a  general  court  mar- 
tuujsnd  sentenoea  to  two  years'  imprison- 
ment with  hard  labour.    It  was  quite 
erident  either  that  such  a  term  of  im- 
nrisonment  was  too  great,  or  that  21 
oays'  imprisonment  for  the  same  offence 
mm  much  too  little.     He  thought  it 
would  be  much  better  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  allow  the  clause  to  be 
ttmek  out  altogether. 

Mb.  OSBOBNE  MOBGAN  said,  thb 
danse  simply  g^ve  power  to  the  court  by 
which  a  man  was  tried  to  sentence  a 
prisoner  who  was  guilty  of  contempt  of 
eonrt  to  21  days'  imprisonment;  but, 
if  it  were  considered  necessary,  the  con- 
tempt committed  having  been  of  a  serious 
dunoter,  there  was  power  to  convene 
snother  court.  Hitherto,  in  every  case 
of  oontsmpt,  however  elight,  it  had 
been  necessary  to  oonvene  a  second 
wort  fer  tiie  trial  of  the  second  of- 
Inoe.    That  praotiee  had  been  found 


to  be  highly  inconvenient,  and  there  had 
occasionally  been  great  difficulty  ex- 
perienced in  summoning  another  court. 
This  clause,  in  such  a  case,  gave  power 
to  the  court  against  whom  the  con- 
tempt was  committed  to  sentence  the 
offender  to  some  punishment. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  wished  to 
point  out  that  a  punishment  of  21  days' 
imprisonment  with  hard  labour  might, 
in  many  oases,  be  wholly  inadequate  to 
the  offence. 

Mb.  OSBOBNE  MOBGAN  said,  that, 
in  the  event  of  the  offence  being  of  an 
aggravated  nature,  of  course  another 
court  martial  would  be  summoned.  It  was 
only  where  the  offence  was  slight  that 
power  was  given  by  the  clause  to  tho 
same  court  to  try  it. 

Sib  WALTEE  B.  BABTTELOT 
thought,  if  the  object  of  the  clause  was 
to  amend  tho  provisions  of  the  Mutiny 
Act,  power  might  be  given  to  the  court 
to  award  a  far  higher  punishment  than 
21  days' imprisonment  with  hard  labour. 
Such  a  punishment  seemed  to  him  to  be 
absurd,  for  the  grossest  conduct  which 
could  be  committed  by  a  soldier  when 
before  a  court  martial.  As  a  rule,  when 
an  offence  of  this  character  did  take 
place,  it  was  of  a  violent  and  aggravated 
character;  and  he  thought  tho  clause 
might  be  amended  so  as  to  extend  the 
punishment  inflicted  without  rendering 
it  necessary  to  summon  another  court 
martial. 

Mb.  OHILDEBS  :  I  will  consider  the 

goint  raised  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
[ember  before  the  Beport  is  brought 
up.  I  must  remind  him,  however,  that 
it  would  be  introducing  a  clause  very 
much  against  tho  prisoner.  We  have 
thought  it  better  to  leave  the  Act  as  it 
stood,  with  the  single  exception  of 
giving  the  same  court  the  power  of  try- 
ing the  case.  The  clause  does  not  re- 
strict the  power  of  a  second  court  mar- 
tial. I  think  the  Committee  would 
hardly  venture  to  allow  a  court  maxtial, 
not  specially  summoned  for  tho  purpose, 
to  inflict  a  heavy  punishment. 

Majob-Gbkeb.vl  BUBNABY  thought 
the  clause  was  one  which  was  worthy  of 
further  consideration.  He  remembered  a 
case  whore  a  prisoner  in  the  Army,  being 
tried  for  some  trifling  offence,  had  his 
cap  removed  from  him,  because  he  would 
persist  in  throwing  it  at  the  President 
or  members  of  the  court.  On  another 
occasion,  a  prisoner  got  away  from  the 
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escort  and  struck  a  member  of  th«  court. 
He  did  not  think  that  for  Buoh  offenoea 
21  days'  imprisonment  was  eufficiont 
punishment;  but,  of  course,  a  general 
court  martial  might  be  convened  for  the 
purpose  of  trying  the  second  offence. 
He  understood  that  the  present  clause 
was  only  intended  to  meet  minor  of- 
fences, when  they  did  occur.  But,  unfor- 
tunately, they  seldom  did  occur,  because 
when  a  soldier  lost  his  temper  he  gene- 
rally went  in  for  acme  gross  act  of  in- 
subordination. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MOBGAN  said,  the 
hon.  and  gallant  General  was  quite 
right.  It  was  only  intended  that  the 
present  clause  should  deal  with  minor 
offences. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  21  and  22  agrttd  to. 


Court*  Martial. 
Clause  2S  (Amendment  of  as.  47  i 


51  &  53,  as  to  composition    of  courts 
martial). 

CoLosEL  ALEXANDER  said,  he  per- 
ceived that  sub-section  2  of  this  clause 
reduced  the  number  of  members  com- 
posing a  regimental  court  martial  from 
five  to  three.  The  power  of  the  court 
was  limited  to  the  infliction  of  a  punish- 
ment of  4'2  days'  imprisonment  with  hard 
labour  ;  but  he  also  observed  that  there 
was,  for  the  first  time,  a  provision  in  the 
clause  that  each  member  of  the  court 
should  have  held  a  commission  for  not 
less  than  one  whole  year.  Up  to  the 
present  time  the  requirement  had  been 
that  no  officer  should  serve  on  a  court 
martial  until  he  had  joined  his  regi- 
ment for  six  months,  and  that  during 
that  time  he  should  have  attended  all 
the  courts  martial  which  were  held  in 
the  regiment.  That  provision  had  been 
found  to  work  irregularly,  because  it 
was  not  improbable  that  in  tfie  course  of 
the  six  months  no  court  martial  would  be 
held,  and,  consequently,  an  ofEcer  was 
liable  to  be  placed  on  a  court  martial 
before  he  had  had  an  opportunity  of  at- 
tending any  court  of  the  kind,  or,  at  the 
most,  only  one  or  two,  and  when  ho  was, 
consequently,  altogether  incapable  of 
performing  the  duty  he  was  required  to 
perform.  He  quite  approved  of  the 
alteration  made  by  the  clause  in  this  le- 
apeot ;  but  be  disapproved  of  sub-sec- 
tion 3,  which  reduced  ike  number  of 
members  composing  a  general  conrt 
Mi^-Omural  Svrnahy 


ICUNH)  foreeiJliU. 

martial  from  nine  to  fire.  He  i 
therefore,  move  that  sub-seotioD 
struck  out  of  the  clause,  in  ore 
leave  the  number  nine,  as  it  now 
in  the  Act  of  1879. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page 
leave  out  sub- section  3. — {Colontl 

Question  proposed,  "That  the 

groposed  to  De  left  out  stand  part 
lause." 

Ub.  OSBORNE  UOBGAN  sai 
Section  was  governed  by  section 
the  Act  of  1879,  eub-seotion  3. 
section  provided  that  a  general 
martial  should  consist  of  not  lese 
nine  members ;  but,  under  the  p 
law,  nine  was  not  adhered  to  b 
minimum  where  the  general  of&oe 
convened  the  court  thought  it  woi 
impossible  to  bring  nine  offioai 
gether.  Having  regard  to  the  int 
of  the  Public  Service,  it  had  oftoi 
found  expedient  to  reduce  the  min 
to  five.  Therefore,  it  was  not  con 
say  that  nine  ofBcers  were  the 
minimum.  Nine  formed  the  min 
in  England;  but  abroad  it  was 
found  that  nine  officers  were  avai 
and  the  minimum  was  generally 
The  present  minimum,  therefore 
practically  five  abroad  and  nine  in 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  asked 
the  minimum  was  in  India  ? 

Mh.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  bil 
could  not  answer  for  India.  He  d 
see  the  records  of  Indian  courts  mi 
but  he  did  see  them  in  regard 
other  courts  martial,  and  as  there 
existed  at  present  a  power  to  redu 
nominal  minimum,  he  did  not  see 
objection  there  could  be  to  the  e 
Her  Majesty's  Government  thougl 
best  course  would  be  to  reduce  the 
mum,  and  to  provide  that  the  m 
which  was  constantly  employed  el 
in  future,  be  the  minimum,  bo 
make  the  proceedings  uniform  in 
case.  On  the  other  hand,  it  wai 
posed  to  raise  the  statns  of  the  o 
composing  the  court,  so  that,  altl 
the  number  was  reduced,  a  pri 
would  have  the  advantage  of  being 
by  officers  of  higher  standing. 
matter  of  fact,  the  olause  did  not  j 
the  minimum  below  that  which 
found  necessary  in  the  case  of  gi 
courts  morUal  abroad. 
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OoLonz.  ALEXANDER  said,  that 
what  he  wished  to  point  out  to  his  right 
Hon.  Friend  was  that  the  Act  of  1879 
fixed  nine  as  the  minimum  for  all  general 
ooorts  martial  assembled  in  the  United 
Kingdom,  Malta,  (Ubraltar,  and  the 
East  Indies;  seyen  for  Bermuda  and 
Nora  Sootia;  and  five  for  any  Oolony  or 
iny  other  place  out  of  the  Queen's  Do- 
minions. He  did  not  see  how  it  was  not 
possible  to  continue  that  arrangement, 
ind  why  the  number  should  not  be  nine 
in  the  United  Kingdom  as  heretofore. 

Mb.  CHILDE1EU3 :  I  think  there  is 
something  in  the  objection  of  the  hon. 
ind  pliant  Gentleman,  and'  on  the  Ee- 
port  I  will  consider  the  desirability  of 
introducing  nine  as  the  number  for  the 
United  Kingdom  and  the  East  Indies. 

OoLONSL  ALEXANDER  said,  he  was 
obliged  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
the  concession,  <md  would  not  press  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by.  leave,  withdrawn. 

OoLonL  ALEXANDER  said,  that  for 
flie  same  reason  he  proposed  to  amend 
the  dause  in  regard  to  district  courts 
martial.  The  clause  reduced  the  num- 
ber of  officers  composing  a  regimental 
eonit  martial  horn  nye  to  three,  and  also 
reduced  the  number  of  a  district  court 
martial  from  seven  to  three.  He  would 
more  that  the  nimiber  *'  five  "  be  sub- 
ititated  fbr  a  district  court  martial. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  sub-section 
4,  line  19,  to  substitute  '*five"  for 
"three."— (CM01M/  Alexander.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'flnee'  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Ub.  OSBOBNE  MORGAN  said,  he 
woold  introduce  an  Amendment  on  the 
Beporti  making  the  number  uniform. 

CoLoirBL  ALEXANDER  intimated 
thai  upon  that  understanding  he  would 
act  press  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(jkxLBB2S0^reedto. 

Ohnoofl  24  to  S4,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Pay. 

dense  35  (Amendment  of  ss.  133  to 
116  as  to  penal  stoppages  from  ordinary 

PV). 

CbuxHiL  AUEXANDER  asked  for  an 
fl^ilaaatioii  with  respect  to  sub-section 


A  of  this  clause.  The  powers  of  com- 
manding officers  were  considerably  in- 
creased by  the  Act  of  1 879,  and  it  seemed 
to  him  that  this  sub-section  would  tend 
to  induce  commanding  officers  to  keep 
soldiers  in  confinement,  thereby  delaying 
the  punishment  due  to  their  offences, 
which  ought  to  be  awarded  as  soon  as 
possible. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  that  would  not 
be  the  effect  of  the  clause,  which  was 
intended  to  correct  that  portion  of  the 
Act  of  1879  which  provided  that  a 
soldier  absent  without  leave  should  for- 
feit his  pay  during  his  absence,  and  also 
for  every  day  of  his  imprisonment  and 
detention  on  the  charge  for  which  he 
was  brought  before  the  court  martial. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  found  no 
provision  in  the  clause  that  where  a 
commanding  officer  delayed  to  bring  a 
soldier  to  punishment  the  soldier  should 
not  suffer  for  the  delay  caused  by  the 
misconduct  of  the  commanding  officer. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  said,  that 
Section  45  of  the  Act  of  1879  provided 
that  the  soldier  should  be  brought  to 
trial  within  eight  days. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  that 
sub-section  3  would,  in  his  opinion, 
effect  a  considerable  improvement  on  the 
existing  practice.  There  were  amongst 
commanding  officers  different  methods 
of  calculation  with  regard  to  the  days  of 
a  soldier's  absence  without  leave ;  and, 
therefore,  this  portion  of  the  clause 
could  not  but  be  regarded  as  effecting  a 
great  improvement.  But,  then,  the  next 
sub-section  went  in  the  opposite  direc- 
tion ;  and  the  Government,  it  would 
seem,  took  away  with  one  hand  what 
they  had  given  with  the  other.  He, 
therefore,  begged  to  move  its  omission. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  16,  line  1,  leave  out  from  "or" 
to  the  end  of  the  sub-section. —  (Colonul  Alex- 
ander,') 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  he  trusted  the 
Amendment  would  not  be  pressed.  It 
had  been  deemed  right  that  the  com- 
manding officer  should  have  power  to 
inflict  heavier  punishment  where  neces- 
sary. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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Clause  agreed  to. 
Clause  86  agreed  to, 

Exemptions  of  Ofieere  and  Soldiers, 
Clause  37  (Exemptions  from  jury). 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
it  was  a  question  of  importance  whether 
the  Militia  and  Volunteers,  when  called 
out  for  training,  should  not  be  exempt 
from  serving  upon  juries.  He  had  known 
one  or  two  cases  where  men  belonging 
to  these  branches  of  the  Service  nad 
been  called  upon  to  serve  during  the 
time  they  were  in  camp ;  and,  therefore, 
he  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Childers)  whether  it  would  not  be  pos- 
sible to  exempt  these  persons  from  serv- 
ing on  juries  during  their  periods  of 
training  ? 

Mr.  CHILDEES  said,  that  this  ques- 
tion had  been  gone  into  by  him  on  a 
former  occasion,  when  it  was  found  that 
there  were  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
making  the  exemptions  suggested  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet,  although  the 
law  exempted  persons  belonging  to  the 
Militia  from  serving  on  juries  during 
the  period  of  their  training. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  considered 
that  words  should  be  introduced  to  pre- 
vent Volunteer  officers  being  called  upon 
to  serve  on  juries. 

Mr.  CHIIiDERS  said,  there  was  con- 
siderable difficulty  involved  in  this  ques- 
tion with  respect  to  the  Volunteer  Ser- 
vice. He  was  not  prepared  to  introduce 
any  words  into  this  Act  providing  for 
the  exemption  of  Volunteer  officers  from 
serving  on  juries. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  38  to  42,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  43  (Amendment  of  s.  171  as  to 
application  of  the  Act  to  Eoyal  Marines)* 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
at  the  time  of  the  passage  of  the  Army 
Discipline  and  Regulation  Act  of  1879, 
he  had  drawn  attention  to  the  question 
of  Marines  landed  and  serving  on  shore, 
and  had  referred  to  a  case  where  a  body 
of  Marines  had  been,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, for  14  days  subject  neither 
to  the  Mutiny  Act  nor  any  discipline 
Act  whatever.  He  asked  that  the  word 
''  shall "  should  be  substituted  for  the 
word  "may,"  so  as  to  make  it  clear 
that  a  Marine  force  serving  on  shore 
would  be  under  the  Army  Discipline 
luid  Regulation  Act. 
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Mb.  OHILDEBS  said,  he  fhonght  it 
better  that  the  wording  of  the  danse 
should  remain  for  the  present. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  44  to  47,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  48  (Amendment  of  s.  181  as  to 
definition  of  active  service  in  certain 
cases). 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  this 
clause  gave  great  power  to  the  Govemon 
of  Colonies,  and  to  oommandine  officers 
of  troops  out  of  Her  Majesty's  Domi- 
nions. The  Committee  would  see  by 
the  6th  clause  of  the  Act  of  1879  that  a 
very  great  distinction  was  drawn  between 
ofiPenoes  committed  on  active  service  and 
those  committed  at  other  times.  For  in- 
stance, a  soldier  who,  on  active  service, 
was  guilty  of  sleeping  or  being  drunk  at 
his  post,  was,  on  conviction  by  court 
martial,  liable  to  the  penalty  of  deatii ; 
while,  for  the  same  offences  committed 
when  not  on  active  service,  he  was  liable 
to  imprisonment  only.  He  thought  the 
Committee  should  hesitate  before  they 
conferred  upon  the  Qovemors  of  Oolo- 
<nies  or  upon  officers  commanding  troops 
out  of  Her  Majesty's  Dominions  such 
extensive  powers  as  were  proposed  by 
this  clause. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  he  would  refer 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  to  the 
following  clause,  which  provided  that  the 
Governor  of  a  Colony  or  the  command- 
ing officer  of  troops,  if  they  had  the 
means  of  direct  communication  with  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  should  ob- 
tain his  consent  before  carrying  out  tiie 
sentence. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  pointed  out 
that  it  would  have  been  impossible  to 
communicate  directly  with  the  Secretaiy 
of  State  in  the  case  of  the  outbreak  of 
the  Zulu  War,  because  there  waa  no 
telegraph  with  the  Cape  at  the  time. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  re- 
gretted  to  say  that  he  considered  this 
clause  to  be  absolutely  necessary,  be- 
cause he  believed  that  circumstances  had 
arisen  which  had  compelled  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  to  insert  it  in  the  Bill,  although 
it  might  be  true  that  the  punishment  of 
flogging  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
question,  yet  the  abolition  of  that  punish- 
ment had  made  it  absolutely  neceasaxy 
tiiat  the  powers  provided  for  in  ih9 
clause  should  be  granted. 
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lb.  O'DONNELL  said,  the  practioal 
affiset  of  tiie  daiue  would  oe  that 
oflbnden  on  actiye  servioe  would  be 
liable  in  fature  to  much  seyerer  penalties 
than  at  present.  He  thought  tne  clause 
should  be  revised,  because  he  objected 
to  a  commander  having  ^wer,  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  punishing  a  certain 
dus  of  onences,  to  create  a  fictitious 
ifeate  of  war  ad  hde. 

Mb.  OHILDEBS  said,  that  all  cases 
vonld  be  most  carefully  revised. 

Olaiiae  agrtedio, 

CSauaes  49  and  50,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Ammdmmi  o/B^imental  Debts  Act. 

daose  51  (Amendment  of  26  and  27 
Tict.  c.  57  as  to  collection,  disposal  of 
fifiects  of  deceased  officers  and  soldiers). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Ciuldebs, 
Amendment  made,  in  page  25,  line  15, 
after  "  may,"  by  inserting  "  aiter  such 
Botice  only,  if  any,  as  is  determined  in 
tiie  regulations; "  in  page  25,  line  18, 
after  "  soldier,"  by  inserting  ''  and  may 
of  the  same." 


Qause,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

Qauses  52  to  54,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Bchedole  agreed  to. 

Wlr^iported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
lidered  upon  I%uridag. 

WELD  BIKDS  PROTECTION  ACT  (1880) 
AHENDUENT  BILL— [Xor<2f.]— [Bill  226.] 

{Mr.  Oimrtney.) 
OOloaiTEE. 

Order  for  Oommittee  read. 

Bill  eoneidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

daose  1  (Amendment  of  s.  3  of  43 
knii  44  Yict.  o.  35). 

Ametidment  proposed, 

In  ^SM  %  line  4,  to  leave  out  after  the  word 
"FrofiSed  "  to  the  words  "  eighteen  hondred 
Sil  flighty  '*  in  line  6.— (Ifr.  Courtney,) 

Qneition proposed,  ''That  the  words 
troposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Otttte." 

Ml.  DILLWYN  said,  he  must  object 
to  die  Amendment.  Sub-section  3  was 
iBMDrted  to  prevent  the  destruction  of 
Ms  which  were  not  noxious,  and  did 
Bot  inerettiie  too  fieai,  but  rather  the  con- 

TOL  CfQLZIY.    CxiuBD  bbribs.] 


traxy.  Such  birds  ought  to  be  protected, 
and  for  that  purpose  this  section  was 
necessary. 

Mb.  TH0MA8S0N  urged  the  unde- 
sirability  of  encourag^g  the  killing  of 
these  birds  in  foreign  countries  by  allow- 
ing them  to  be  sold  in  this  country. 

Mr.  COUETNEY  said,  he  thought 
the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
Dillwyn)  had  rather  misunderstood  the 
object  of  the  clause,  and  contended  that 
the  effect  of  the  sub-section  was  to  ex- 
tend protection  to  the  importer. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Glauses  2  and  3  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow. 


SAVINGS  BANKS  AND  POST  OFFICE 
SAVINGS  BANKS,  AND  SECURITIES 
IN  CHANCERY  DIVISION. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  the  state  of 
the  House  showed  the  hopelessness  of 
opposing  these  Besolutions  to-night ; 
but  he  appealed  to  the  Goyemment, 
when  they  were  so  strong  that  they 
could  do  whatever  they  pleased,  to  be 
merciful  as  well  as  strong,  and  not  to 
press  the  Committee  to  commit  the 
House  to  a  measure  which  was  far  from 
advisable.  The  meaning  of  those  Beso- 
lutions now  to  be  proposed  was  to  im- 
pose £2,000,000  a-year  of  taxation  on  the 
country  for  21  years,  and  that  was  far  too 
important  a  proposal  to  be  brought  up 
in  the  expiring  hours  of  an  arduous  Ses- 
sion, when  the  country  had  had  no  op- 
portunity of  considering  whether  the 
proposal  was  good  or  bad.  He  did  not 
wish  at  present  to  discuss  its  goodness  or 
badness,  but  to  raise  the  question  of  the 
Qovernment  bringing  it  forward  at  such 
a  time  when  so  very  many  Members  had 
gone  home  under  the  impression  that  no 
Business  of  importance  or  of  surprise 
would  be  brought  before  the  House. 

Lord  FREDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
explained  that  these  Besolutions  were 
only  preliminary  to  the  introduction  of 
a  Bill,  and  that,  so  far  from  the  proposal 
being  a  surprise,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  clearly  explained  the 
matter  in  his  Budget  speech. 
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(1.)  Seiolvedf  That  it  is  expedient  to  grant  amount  of  the  Pemument  Annnitiet  created 

powen  for  the  oonvenion  of  certain  Gbvern-  under  the  authority  of  '*  The  East  Indian  Loan 

ment  Annuities  standing  in  the  names  of  the  (Annuities)  Act,  1879,"  or  the  amount  of  the 

Commissioners  for  the  Reduction  of  the  National  Terminable  Annuities  into  which  the  said  Per- 

Debt,  on  account  of  the  Fund  for  the  Banks  for  manent  Annuities  may  be  converted. 

Savings,  and  also  on  account  of  the  Post  Office  Resolutions  to  be  reported  T^^morrow, 

Savings  Banks  Fund,  into  certain  other  Stocks  

and  Annuities,  and  to  provide  for  due  payment 

thereof  out  of  the  C!onsolidated  Fund.  IRISH  CHUBCH  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

(2.)  i^M>/v«<f,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  ^    «  . .       # -ir    ttt            -r»             -a 

the  conversion  of  a  portion  of  the  Government  ^.S^^*^*^^'^  ^'  Mr.  WrLLiAM  Edward  Fobotbr, 

Stocks  or  Annuities  standing  in  the  name  of  ^"^  ^  ™*^®  provision  for  the  future  adminis- 

the  Paymaster  General  on  behalf  of  Chancery  tration  of  the  property.  Mid  the  performance  of 

into  certain  other  Stocks  or  Annuities,  and  to  ^lo  duties  vested    m    the   Commissioners   of 

provide  the  guarantee  of  the  ConsoUdated  Fund  Church  Temporalities  m  Ireland,  ordered  to  be 

for  the  security  of  such  Government  Stocks.  brought  m  by  Mr.  William  Edwabd  FoMTW^ 

(3.)  Jiesolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  and  Mr. 

the  conversion  of  certain  Exchequer  Bonds  into  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland. 

Permanent  Annuities.  BiJilpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  235.] 

(4.)  Resolved^  That  it  is  exx>edient  to  amend 

"  The  Savings  Bank  Act,  1880.*'  House  adjourned  at  One  o*ck>ck. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  TQ-morrow. 

CORONERS  (IRELAND)  BILL.— [Bill  230.] 

{Mr.  Healy,  Mr.  Gray,  Mr,  Barry,)  HOUSE     OF     L0ED8, 

Lords'  Amendment  eansid&red. 

Mr,  HEALT  said,  he  understood  that  Tite^dayy  2nd  Jugutt,  1881. 
there  had  been  an  Amendment  made  by 
the  Lords  which  was  a  breach  of  the 

Privileges  of  the  House  of  Commons.  MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— FiWf  B^uKn^^ 

Personally,  he  should  have  no  objection  Royal  UmversiW  of  Ireland*  (194) ;  Pnhlio 

to  it ;  but  as  it  was  a  breach  of  the  Pri-  Works  Loans  •  (106). 

vileges  of  the  Commons,  he  would  move  Second  Beadiy-l^dlsyr  (Mand)  (187). 

to  disagree  with  the  Lcirds  in  the  said  ^^{T^f2%j:        "^^                  ^ 

Amendment.  Third  i^MMfin^— Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Act 

Motion  a,r.^  to.  f^IL^^^^'^lLl;^"^ 

Committee  appointed^  '<to  draw  up  Reasons 

to  be  assigned  to  The  Lords  for  disagreeing  to  LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL.— (No.  187.) 

the  Amendment  made  by  The  Lords  to  the  .«.     ^     .   tv         *•      % 

Coroners  Bill:"— Mr.  Healy,  Mr.  Attorney  C^*'  ^^^  ^*^  Seal,") 

General,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan,  ^.  O'Don-  SECOND  BEADING.      [sBCOND  NIOHT.l 

NELL,  Colonel  Barttelot,  and  Lord  Frederick  ^                             -* 

Catendish: — Three  to  be  the  quorum: — To  Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming  the 

withdraw  immediately.    ^^  _    ^     ,   ^       ^  adjourned  debate  on  the  motion  for  the 

Reason  for  disagreement  to  The  Lords  Amend-  aJL^^j  x>^,^A\^^   •«*».! 

ment  reported,  ^  agreed  to  ;-To  be  communi-  second  Keadmg,  read. 

cated  to  The  Lords.  Debate  resumed  accordingly. 

The  Duke  op  AEGTLL  :  My  Lords, 

EAST  INDIAN  LOANS,  ANNUITIES,  &c.  in  rising  to  rcsumc  the  debate  on  the 
Considered  in  Committee.  second  reading  of  the  Lnsh  Land  B£Q,  I 
(In  the  Committee.)  ftni  very  anxious  not  to  detain  the  House 
(1.)  Besolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  ^P<>^  ^ny  details,  or  upon  any  of  thosB 
the  remission  of  the  loan  of  two  million  pounds,  subsidiary  parts  of  the  measure,  which 
advanced  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  to  the  the  noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Mar- 
Government  of  India,  under  the  authority  of  nuftRR  of  8lAliflhiii*ii^  Inaf  ovAn;«^«*  A,^^ 
"  The  Indian  Advance  Act,  1879."  ^^®®j  ^f  SaUsbury;  last  evemng  desig. 

(2.)  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  ^**®^     ^  ornamental."    I  am  not  qmte 

the  conversion  into  Terminable  Annuities  of  the  sure  that  I  agree  with  the  statement  that 

PermanentAnnuities  created  under  the  authority  those  parts  of  the  Bill  are  purely  oxna- 

fm'^^  ^^  ^^^  ^'^  (Annuities)  Act,  mental.    I  hope,  though  they  aro  mora 

(8.)  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  increase  ^^"^^^  ^^  I  could  have  desired,  that* 

the  annual  charge  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  for  however  ornamental  they  mAj  be,  they 

the  National  Debt,  by  including  therein  the  will  be  of  some  substantial  yafue.     But| 


408 


|Arou8T2,  1881] 


(Tnlani)  BiU. 


454 


at  all  erentSy  my  Lords,  they  are  not 
thoae  parts  of  we  Bill  to  which  our 
attention  ought  to  be  directed  on  the 
second  reading,  and  my  desire  now  is  to 
concentrate  the  attention  of  the  House 
upon  the  general  scope  and  bearing  of 
this  Bill  as  concerns  the  relations  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland. 
My  Lords,  this  measure,  like  every  other 
measure  affecting  the  interests  of  large 
numbers  of  people,  must    always    be 
viewed  in  two  different  aspects.    The 
first  is  its  own  intrinsic  value ;  and  the 
second  is  its  relations  to  those  circum- 
stances which  constitute  political  neces- 
sity in  this  country.    My  Lords,  it  is  a 
iiappy  state  of  things  when  those  two 
aspects  are  combined;   and  almost  as 
happy  a  circumstance  when  those  two 
aspects,  which  appear  different  at  the 
time,  coincide,  and  are  proved  by  history 
to  be  really  the  same.    There  have  been 
occasions  in  this  House,  and  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  when  measures 
have  been  carried  by  pressure  from  with- 
out, and  purely  under  circumstances  of 
political  necessity,    which  have  afber- 
waids  recommended  themselves  to  the 
oonsdences  and  convictions  of  men  as 
measures  of  justice  as  well  as  of  neces- 
si^.    Such,  my  Lords,  was  the  Boman 
Catholic  BeUef  Bill.    When  the  Duke 
of  Wellixiffton  introduced  that  measure 
bto  this  House,  he  made  no  secret  that 
he  pressed  it  on  the  adoption  of  the 
House  as  a  matter  of  pure  political  ne- 
cessity.   Its  object  was  to  repeal  one  of 
the  great  curses  of  the  country — the  last 
of  those  penal  laws  which  had  been  in 
ferce  against  the  Boman  Catholics ;  and 
although  this  House  at  that  time  passed 
flat  measure  merely  from  political  ne- 
cessity, I  imagine  there  are  not  three 
men  in  this  House  now  who  would  not 
admit  that  it  was  a  right  and  a  just 
measure  to  admit  a  large  majority  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  to  a  share  in  the 
government  of  their  country.     But  ho 
would  be  a  bold  man  who  would  assert 
that  every  measure   which  is  pressed 
upon  Parliament  as  a  measure  of  politi- 
eal  necessity  is,  therefore,  a  just  and  a 
vise  measure.     My  own  impression  is 
there  never  has  been  a  wider  gap  than 
that  which  exists  in  regard  to  this  mea- 
sne  between  its  own  intrinsic  merit  and 
the  rsoommendations  which  arise  from 
tttemal  dronmstances.    My  Lords,   I 
flteoght  I  oould  trace  in  the  debate  last 
^ght  some  feeHing  of  bitterness  and 


almost  of  humiliation  that  we  felt  our- 
selves obliged  to  accept  a  measure  to 
which  many  of  us  have  such  strong  and 
fundamental  objections.  Depend  upon 
it,  my  Lords,  this  House  does  not  stand 
alone  in  that  respect.  That  feeling,  I 
suspect,  is  as  great  in  **  another  place." 
It  has  been  carried  by  authority  alone, 
and  let  me  remind  the  House,  oecause 
it  is  important  that  not  only  this  House 
but  also  the  country  should  be  aware,  of 
the  circumstances  which  constitute  the 
political  necessity  for  this  measure.  In 
the  first  place,  it  has  been  brought 
forward  by  a  Government  which  has 
been  lately  installed  in  power  after  one 
of  the  greatest  and  most  violent  revul- 
sions of  public  feeling  which  has  ever 
taken  place  in  the  political  history  of 
this  country.  In  the  second  place,  it 
has  been  made  a  test  question  with  that 
Government,  and  the  whole  weight  has 
been  cast  into  the  scale  of  the  personal 
authority  of  the  Prime  Minister,  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  whose  high  character, 
whose  imquestionable  genius,  whose  ex- 
traordinary powers,  and  whose  splendid 
services  have  not  unnaturally  led  thou- 
sands of  his  countrymen  to  place  in  his 
hands  almost  their  reason  and  their  con- 
science. In  the  third  and  next  place, 
my  Lords,  there  is  that  natural  fear  of 
the  consequences  of  the  defeat  of  this 
Government;  the  dread  of  the  conse- 
quences of  a  Dissolution  of  Parliament 
at  this  time,  in  Ireland,  and  even  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  that  is  a  contin- 
gency which  none  of  us  can  conteniplate 
without  serious  anxiety.  Last  of  all, 
my  Lords,  there  has  been  the  spectacle 
of  the  dreadful  anarchy  in  Ireland,  an 
anarchy  during  which  great  parts  of 
the  population  have  appeared — I  hope 
it  has  boon  only  in  appearance — to  have 
had  sympathy  [with  crimes  which  are 
not  only  dreadful,  but  many  of  them 
loathsome  in  their  character,  and  which 
would  have,  been  a  disgrace  to  the 
barbarians  of  Fiji.  Then,  my  Lords, 
comes  that  weariness  of  Parliamentary 
Obstruction,  that  sense  of  the  whole 
Business  of  England  and  of  Scotiand 
and  of  the  United  Kingdom  being  pre- 
vented from  being  conducted  with  any 
succoss  or  even  decency  by  the  urgency 
of  this  Irish  anarchy  breeding  a  spirit 
in  this  country  of  almost  complete  in- 
difference to  what  is  done,  and  a  desire  of 
granting  anything  rather  than  that  there 
should  be  a  continuance  of  these  scan- 
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dais.  These  form  a  combination  of  cir- 
cumstances, .  my  Lords,  which  tell  not 
only  in  this  House,  but,  I  am  sure,  tell 
much  more  powerfully  in  the  other 
House  of  Paniament ;  and,  therefore,  I 
beg  this  House  not  to  suppose  that  if 
we  are,  to  a  certain  extent,  placed  in 
circumstances  of  humiliation,  that  those 
circumstances  are  peculiar  to  the  House 
of  Lords.  They  are  by  no  means  so.  My 
Lords,  when  I  hear  the  language  which 
is  uttered  out-of-doors  by  IViends  of  my 
own,  and  belonging  to  my  own  political 
Party  with  regard  to  this  measure,  and 
with  regard  to  the  necessity  of  passing 
it,  I  am  a  little  reminded  of  that  de- 
scription given  in  that  well-known  work 
by  iiiss  Edgeworth,  to  which  I  referred 
the  other  day,  in  which  a  retainer  of 
Castle  Rackrent  narrates  to  a  companion 
how  his  master,  having  stood  for  the 
county  and  obtained  his  seat,  went  off 
to  Dublin  and  joined  that  company  of 
persons  who  knew  how  to  support  the 
Government  most  honourably  against 
his  Party.  Now,  I  feel  the  necessity 
of  the  circumstances  in  which  we  are 
placed ;  but,  submitting  to  these  neces- 
sities, I  think  it  is  most  important  we 
should  form  a  clear  estimate  of  that 
which  we  are  sacrificing.  What,  then, 
is  the  general  object  of  this  measure  ? 
My  Lords,  this  measure  has  these  two 
main  objects.  First  of  all,  it  is  to  em- 
power three  very  respectable  gentlemen 
to  dictate  the  price  of  the  hiring  of  land 
all  over  a  great  countrv  inhabited  by 
5,000,000  of  men.  In  the  second  place, 
it  is  to  enable  every  tenant  in  Lreland 
to  sell  that  which  may  not  be  his  own 
by  law,  by  custom,  or  by  equity.  Now, 
these  two  sentences  contain  a  literally 
true  and  exact  description  of  the  ffreat 
aims  and  objects  of  this  measure.  Now, 
I  will  take  these  in  their  order,  but  in 
an  order  the  reverse  of  that  in  which 
they  are  mentioned  in  the  Bill ;  for, 
strange  to  say,  this  Bill  deals  first  with 
the  question  of  sale,  and,  second,  with 
the  question  of  the  valuation  of  rents. 
But  in  the  statement  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  especially  in  the  statement  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
Gk>yemment,  the  question  of  the  valua- 
tion of  rents  was  nut  first,  and  that  of 
Bale  second.  Mr.  (jrladstone's  speech  in 
the  Honae  of  GommoiiB  has  now  been 
paUiahed  ia  tibe  £arm  of  a  pamphlet, 
^jad^^^JHJjr&i^ra^daed  to  be  the 
Hj^HH^^^^^^^HyBpiTmuiieiit  on  the 


subject,  it  is  remarkable  to  notice  the 
description  my  right  hon.  Friend  gives 
of  the  object  of  the  measure  with  re- 
gard to  the  valuation  of  land.  He 
says — 

"  I  come  to  the  great  qaestion  wliich,  I 
think,  must  constitute  the  salient  point  and 
cardinal  principle  of  the  Bill,  the  institution  of 
a  Court  which  is  to  take  cognizance  of  rent, 
and  which,  in  taking  cognizance  of  rent,  will 
also,  according  to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  not 
bo  debarred  Srom  taking  cognizance  of  tenure 
and  assignment." 

And  he  also  speaks  of  the  Court  as  *'  an 
optional  Court  for  regulating  rent." 
Now,  in  the  first  place,  1  must  demur  to 
the  accuracy  of  the  description.  It  is 
not,  strictly  speaking,  an  optional  Court 
at  all — that  is  to  say,  it  is  not  a  mere 
Court  of  Arbitration  to  which  both  par- 
ties may  go  and  have  access,  but  it  is  a 
Court  to  which  everybody  may  be  driven 
by  somebody  else.  Now,  that  is  a  veiy 
different  thing  from  an  optional  Court ; 
and  I  must  say,  in  passing,  I  am  not  at 
all  sure  that  an  optional  Court,  in  the 
shape  of  a  Court  of  Arbitration,  would 
not  have  been  almost  necessary  in  the 
present  circumstances  of  Ireland.  In- 
deed, I  believe,  in  the  circumstances  of 
anarchy  in  which  the  country  is,  the 
landlords  would  almost  unanimously 
have  been  delighted  to  appeal  to  such  a 
Court  in  regard  to  the  fairness  of  their 
rents ;  and  this  I  can  say,  that  a  very 
great  number  of  my  own  Friends,  who 
are  strongly  against  the  Bill  as  a  whole, 
have  not  been  against  this  part  of  it, 
considered  as  establishing  an  optional 
Court.  Now,  this  is  the  principle  of 
the  Bill — that  three  private  gentiemen, 
I  believe  of  the  highest  character  and 
attainments,  are  enabled,  compulsorily, 
at  the  instance  of  any  one  of  the  two 
parties,  to  compel  everybody  in  Ireland  to 
submit  to  them  the  hiring  and  price  of 
land,  in  order  that  it  may  be  settled  at 
their  discretion.  I  must  say,  apart  from 
the  political  circumstances  called  the 
pecuhar  relations  of  Ireland,  of  these 
two  provisions,  one  of  them  is  eminentiy 
ridiculous,  and  the  other  is  eminentiy 
unjust.  A  universal  power  of  valuing 
rent  by  three  men  all  over  Ireland  is 
eminentiy  ridiculous,  and  the  giving  of 
an  absolute  riffht  of  sale  to  everybody, 
whether  they  nave  acquired  it  or  not, 
is,  to  my  mind,  eminentiy  unjust.  It 
does  not  require  to  be  an  inhabitant  of 
Jupiter  or  Saturn  to  perceive  the  abscuv 
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dity  in  the  one  case,  and  the  injustice  in 
the  other.'   And  here  I  may  riamark  that 
I  was  mueli  struck  by  the  quotation  of 
the  noble  Marquess  from  a  French  iour- 
nal,  which  shows  yeiy  fairly  the  opinion 
of  foreigners  as  to  this  proposal.    The 
next  thing  I  wish  to  point  out  is  this — 
that  this  principle  of  valuing  rents  for 
ihe  future  was  denounced  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  in  1870  in  the  strongest  lim- 
ffuage.  NoW|  I  do  not  quote  these  things 
for  uie  purpose  of  fixing  a  charee  of  in- 
consistency on  my  right  hon.  Fnend.     I 
quote    them    as    expressing   my   own 
opinions  at  the  present  moment.    I  hap- 
pened to  be  a  Member  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  at  that  time,  and  consented  to  the 
Bill  of  1870,  on  the  understanding  that 
these  were  the  views  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  that  these  were  the  principles 
of  the  Bin.    Now,  just  listen  to  the  lan- 
guage in  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
xefers  to  the  question  of  the  power  of 
nluing  the  rents  of  land  in  Ireland — 

"ShftU  I  WEHly  be  told  that  it  is  for  tho 
istorMt  of  tho  Iriih  tenant  bidding  for  a  farm 
fhit  the  law  should  say  to  him — *  Cast  asido  all 
poridenoe  and  forethought ;  go  into  the  mar- 
nt  ind  bid  what  ^rou  like ;  drive  out  of  the 
Add  the  prudent  man  who  meana  to  fulfil  his 
oglgement ;  bid  right  above  him,  and  induce 
the  landlord  to  give  you  the  farm,  and  tho  mo- 
ment you  have  got  it  come  forward,  go  to  tho 
pvUic  authority,  show  that  the  rent  is  excos- 
tin,  and  that  you  cannot  pay  it,  and  get  it 
ndnoed.*  If  I  could  conceivo  a  plan  more 
cricniated  than  anything  else,  first  of  all,  for 
throwing  into  contusion  the  whole  economical 
unagements  of  the  country ;  secondly,  for 
drivinff  out  of  the  field  all  solvent  and  honest 
BSD  who  might  be  bidders  for  farms,  and  might 
Ure  to  carry  on  the  honourable  business  of 
•Sricoltare ;  thirdly,  for  carrying  widespread 
^^nuaalisataan  throughout  the  whole  mass  of 
the  Irish  people,  I  must  say,  as  at  present  ad- 
rised— to  ocmfine  mjself  to  the  present,  and 
volil  otherwise  convinced — ^it  is  this  plan  and 
this  demand^  that  we  should  embody  in  our 
Bin,  as  a  part  of  permanent  legislation,  a  pro- 
▼iaoa  by  which  men  shall  be  told  that  thcro 
dun  be  an  authority  always  existing,  ready  to 
nlMse  tiiem  from  the  contracts  &ey  have 
ddibeimtely  entered  into." — [3  Hansard,  cxcix. 
IS45.] 

I  beg  the  House  to  observe  that  this  is 
not  an  argument  of  mere  expediency. 
It  is  not  a  temporary  arg^ument  refer- 
m^  to  any  parficular  state  of  things. 
It  IS  an  arsument  founded  on  morality, 
and  it  points  out  that  to  give  this 
tsmble  power  of  re-valuing  rents  to 
tte  Inah  tenants  will  be  a  demoral- 
iaag  influenoe  in  this  country.  Now, 
Inj,  what  has  happened  since  1870  to 


alter  the  bearing  of  thai  argument  ? 
Nothing  whatever,  as  regards  the  merits 
of  the  question.  There  is  but  one  an- 
swer, and  one  only ;  and  I  wish  the  Go- 
vernment had  the  courage  to  state  it 
frankly,  and  not  go  beating  about  the 
bush,  fishing  for  means  of  reconciling 
thin^  that  cannot  be  reconciled,  ah3 
provmg  language  to  be  consistent  with 
their  present  conduct  which  is  utterly 
inconsistent  with  it — there  is  but  one 
answer,  and  that  is  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  are  now  so  thoroughly  demoral- 
ized that  even  this  cannot  demoralize 
them  more.  Now,  if  this  measure  were 
confined  to  the  poorest  class  of  tenants, 
I  must  say  that,  even  as  regards  its  own 
intrinsic  claims,  there  might  be  a  good 
deal  to  say  for  it.  There  is  no  doubt 
whatever  that  the  poorest  class  of  ten- 
ants in  Ireland  are  comparatively  weak 
and  helpless ;  and  I  believe,  notwith- 
standing the  abstract  doctrines  of  politi- 
cal economy,  that  most  Members  of  this 
House  would  be  willing  to  entertain 
exceptional  measures  as  regards  those 
exceptionally  poor  and  weak  tenants. 
Certainly,  indeed,  this  House,  in  the 
Act  of  1870,  did  pass  a  measure  which 
was  especially  directed  to  giving  com- 
pensation on  an  increasing  scale  in  pro- 
Eortion  to  povertv  and  the  size  of  the 
olding.  But  this  is  to  apply  to  all 
tenants  in  Ireland,  and  to  include  men 
quite  as  competent  to  make  a  bargain 
as  any  one  Member  of  this  House.  My 
Lords,  I  heard  with  surprise  my  noble 
Friend  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  (Lord  Car- 
lingford)  last  night  arguing  that  there 
should  be  no  exemption  in  regard  to  the 
large  tenant,  because  he  says  they  have 
a  larger  stake  in  the  country.  What 
has  that  to  do  with  it  ?  If  they  have  a 
larger  stake  in  the  country  they  are 
penectly  competent  to  take  care  of  their 
own  stake,  and  do  not  need  the  protec- 
tion of  this  Bill ;  and  I  must  say  that 
in  this  argument  there  could  be  no  dif- 
ference between  tenants  of  different  sized 
holdings.  My  noble  Friend  is  not  con- 
sistent with  his  own  Bill,  because,  after 
all,  even  in  this  Bill  it  is  provided  that, 
above  a  certain  stage,  free  contract  is 
to  be  allowed.  Now,  with  regard  to 
this  Court  for  the  valuation  of  rent,  I 
have  come  to  the  conclusion,  I  must 
frankly  say,  that  such  a  measure  is 
necessary  in  Ireland ;  and  it  shows  an 
extraordinary  ignorance  and  thoughtless- 
ness of  men  upon  this  subject  that  it 
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has  been  held  that  the  observations 
which  I  ventured  to  address  to  your 
Lordships  some  weeks  ago  indicated  that 
I  was  adverse  to  such  a  proposition. 
Most  people  have  thought  so  ;  but  the 
argument  tells  the  other  way.  My  ob- 
ject was  to  prove  that  the  accusations 
brought  against  the  landlords  of  Ireland 
before  the  Bessborough  Commission 
were,  almost  in  every  case,  false.  That 
was  my  argument,  and  that  the  Bess- 
borough  Commission  took  no  pains  to 
test  these  falsehoods.  Very  well ;  I  want 
the  Court  to  do  that.  I  want  the  Court 
to  do  what  the  Bessborough  Commission 
did  not  do.  This  is  perfectly  consistent 
with  my  argument,  for  I  never  saw  or 
read  a  document  which  was  so  painfully 
full  of  error  as  the  Eeport  of  the  Evi- 
dence of  that  Commission.  It  is  redolent 
of  the  atmosphere  of  falsehood  and  im- 
posture, and  that  is  my  reason,  and 
no  other,  for  wishing  a  valuation  of 
rent  by  a  competent  tribunal  in  Ireland. 
And  now  I  must  say  that  the  speech  of 
my  noble  Friend  the  Lord  Privy  Seal 
last  night  gave  me  an  additional  reason 
for  wishing  that  the  Court  should  inves- 
tigate facts.  I  proved  to  your  Lord- 
ships the  other  day  that  subordinate 
Members  of  the  Administration  had  been 
repeating  stories  against  the  landlords 
which,  on  investigation,  proved  to  be 
groundless,  and  one  of  which  an  investi- 
gation of  no  more  than  10  minutes  would 
have  shown  to  be  false.  Well,  my  noble 
Friend  last  evening  made  no  accusation 
of  that  kind  ;  but  he  did  make  another 
statement,  without  one  syllable  of  ex- 
planation as  to  the  evidence  on  which 
he  founds  one  of  the  most  wild  and 
violent  propositions  in  the  measure.  I 
am  not,  however,  now  saying  it  may  not 
be  necessary,  in  the  present  state  of 
Ireland,  as  a  measure  for  giving  to  this 
Court  an  absolute  power  of  dissolving 
leases.  When  I  left  the  Government 
there  was  no  question  of  touching  leases, 
and  the  Bill  as  it  was  introduced  into 
the  House  of  Commons  did  not  touch 
them,  and  the  provision  I  speak  of  was 
added  at  a  later  stage.  My  noble  Friend 
last  night  admitted  that  it  was  a  violent 
course  ;  but  what  did  he  say  ?  He  spoke 
to  this  effect—**  You  will  think  it  a  very 
strange  proposition;  but  the  more  I  in- 
vestigate the  subject  the  more  convinced 
I  am  of  the  necessit)^  of  revising  the  con- 
ditions under  which  iniquitous  leases  have 
been  given,  in  order  to  bring  them  to  an 
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end."  Now,  I  never  heard  a  Minister 
make  such  a  demand  upon  Parliament 
without  supporting  it  by  evidence.  A 
measure  which  leaos  to  the  breaking  of 
all  contracts  my  noble  Friend  asks  you  to 
assent  to,  because,  as  he  says,  without 
evidence,  the  most  iniquitous  leases  have 
been  given.  He  does  not  even  give  a 
hint  to  the  House  what  the  nature  of 
those  leases  was.  I  do  not  want  him  to 
eive  names,  because  that  is  dangerous 
m  Ireland.  I  want  him  simply  to  de- 
scribe what  is  the  nature  of  the  leases 
he  describes  as  iniquitous,  and  we  shall 
be  entitled  to  hear  as  to  the  particular 
terms  of  those  leases.  In  regard  to  the 
point,  I  would  remind  your  Lordships 
that  the  Act  of  1870  deliberately  adopted 
the  principle  that  an  agricultural  lease 
of  30  years  would  exhaust  the  tenant's 
interest  in  all  agricultural  improvements 
except  buildings.  I  will  now  direct  your 
Lordships'  attention  to  another  important 
point.  It  is  one  of  the  fundamental  points 
connected  with  this  Bill.  When  I  was  a 
Member  of  the  Government  there  was  a 
guiding  principle  laid  down  for  this 
Court ;  the  absolute  power  was  not  given 
without  an  indication  on  the  part  of 
Parliament  to  a  general  principle  on 
which  the  Court  was  to  proceed.  Not 
only  was  this  so,  but  my  riffht  hon. 
Friend  the  Prime  Minister,  in  his  speech 
on  the  Second  Beading,  used  these 
words — 

"  Wo  have  thought  it  oar  duty  to  endeavour 
to  grapple  with  the  very  difficult  task — ^where 
none  of  the  Commission  show  any  particular 
readiness  to  deal  with  it — of  giving  to  the  Court 
some  g^dance  in  its  efforts  to  arrive  at  a  fair 
rent.*'— [3  Hansard,  cdx.  909.] 

Observe,  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Prime  Minister  speaks  of  it  as  a  "  duty  " 
on  the  part  of  the  Oovemment  to  give 
some  guidance  to  the  Court.  Well,  my 
Lords,  that  duty  has  been  abandoned. 
The  Bill  gives  up  to  the  Court  that 
attempt  to  fulfil  that  task  which  the 
Prime  Minister  spoke  of  as  a  duty,  and 
which  the  Government,  when  I  leit  it, 
had  taken  some  pains  to  discharffe. 
Now,  where  is  the  reason  why  this 
duty  has  been  abandoned?  I  know 
very  well  it  is  an  extremely  incon- 
venient duty  to  define  what  a  fair  rent 
is ;  but  if  you  are  to  have  any  aoourate 
notion  of  what  is  to  take  plaoe^-whioh 
Irishmen  do  not  want— you  are  bound 
to  give  some  general  indication  of  the 
principle  on  wnioh  the  Court  ie  to  pxo« 
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ceed.    Look  what   the  Bill  says.    As 
originallj  mtrodoced  it  said — 

"A  fur  rent  means  such  a  rent  as,  in  the 
qimion  of  the  Ooort,  after  hearing  the  parties 
and  considering  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  holding,  and  district,  a  solvent  tenant 
would  undertake  to  pay  one  year  with  another." 

Now,  that  is  the  fundamental  basis  of 
rant.  It  points  to  the  market  yalne. 
This  baais  of  market  value  is,  I  may  say, 
the  basis  of  State  valuation  of  land  in 
India.  In  that  country  it  is  the  rule 
to  find  out  what  the  market  value  is, 
and  from  it  to  make  whatever  deduc- 
tions that  may  be  fair.  Then  the  second 
direction  i 


**  Fhmded  that  the  Coort  in  fixing  such  rent 
rinU  hATe  regard  to  the  tenant's  mterest  in 
Uie  holding;" 

•ad  then  the  Bill  proceeded  to  attempt 
to  define  what  the  interest  of  a  tenant 
▼as,  and  in  that  attempt  it  broke 
down.  Observe  how  it  broke  down. 
The  tenants  did  not  want  their  interests 
defined.  They  wanted  the  Bill  to  be 
pezfectly  vague  and  indefinite.  This 
vas  their  object,  and  this  duty  of  the 
Oovemment  was  given  up  because  the 
tenants  did  not  like  it.  In  the  first 
place,  the  very  sound  of  market  value — 
and,  in  the  second  place,  the  sound  of 
defining  their  interests — frightened  the 
toiants.  Mr.  Gladstone  says  that  the 
Commissioners  have  shown  no  particular 
willingness  to  enter  upon  this  task  which 
the  Government  undertook.  Well,  I  am 
not  a  great  supporter  of  the  Gommis- 
sioners,  or  of  any  of  their  Reports.  I 
rather  agree  with  Mr.  Gladstone  when 
he  said  these  B;eports  constituted  a  litter. 
Bat  the  Beesborough  Commission  makes 
acme  reference  to  what  a  fair  rent  is. 
The  Bessborough  Report  defines  a  fair 
rent  to  be  the  commercial  value  deter- 
mined by  professional  valuators,  subject 
to  the  deduction  of  the  tenant's  interest, 
leas  any  sum  paid  by  the  incoming 
tenant  as  flie  oroinary  price  of  the  good- 
wilL  That  is  a  perfectly  fair  definition. 
Ton  start  from  market  value,  and  you 
deduct  from  the  market  value  that  which 
ia  due  to  a  particular  tenant  in  the  par- 
tieolar  oiroumstances  of  the  holding. 
That  is  a  very  fair  indication  of  the 

Cenl  principle.  Now,  I  say  it  was 
duty  of  the  Oovemment  to  maintain 
and  to  disohaige  this  obligation  of  giv- 
ing an  indication  to  the  Court,  and  I 
cannot  help  thif^"g  that  the  total  de- 


Sarture  from  any  attempt  to  give  an  in- 
ication  simply  shows  an  evasion  of  the 
difficulty,  and  I  wish  to  smooth  over 
difficulties  by  placing  everything  in  the 
absolute  power  of  this  triumvirate  of 
men.  Now,  I  pass  to  another,  or  rather 
thp  same  consideration  from  another 
point  of  view.  Parliament  gives  no  in- 
dication to  this  Court  how  these  rents 
are  to  be  valued.  I  should  like  to  ask 
if  my  noble  Friends  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  have  themselves  considered  what 
this  Court  will  have  to  deal  with  in 
finding  out  the  principle  or  basis  for 
the  v5uation  of  rent?  They  give  no 
guidance  to  the  Court,  and  not  omy  that, 
but  they  deliberately  withdraw  from  the 
attempt  to  give  that  g^dance.  Now,  I 
will  direct  me  attention  of  the  House  to 
cases  which  we  know  are  common  in 
Ireland.  I  will  first  take  the  case  of 
what  are  called  labour  rents.  That  is  to 
say,  rents  which  are  really  not  paid  out 
of  the  produce  of  the  holding,  but  paid 
out  of  tne  labour  of  the  tenant.  Now, 
some  of  your  Lordships  who  have  not 
attended  very  closely  to  the  matter  may 
suppose  that  this  is  a  very  small  item  in 
the  rent-roll  of  Ireland.  It  may  be  a 
very  small  item  in  the  rent-roll,  but  it 
is  a  very  large  item  in  population.  There 
are  several  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
farmers  in  Ireland  who  pay  their  rents, 
not  out  of  the  farms,  but  out  of  their 
labour.  WeU,  I  ask  the  Government 
have  they  formed  any  conception  of  the 
principle  on  which  this  Court  is  to  pro- 
ceed in  valuing  the  rent  of  a  labour  ten- 
ant ?  It  is  not  the  market  value  that  a 
solvent  tenant  would  pay  out  of  the  land. 
It  is  a  rent  paid  out  of  the  labour  of  the 
tenants ;  and  as,  in  many  instances,  the 
whole  produce  of  these  wretched  hold- 
ings will  not  support  the  tenants  and 
their  families,  is  tne  Court  to  say  that 
they  are  to  pay  no  rent  at  all?  The 
Court  is  perfectly  free  to  do  so  ;  but  if 
that  rule  is  to  be  adopted,  there  are 
some  large  proprietors  in  Ireland  who 
would  lose  almost  the  whole  of  their 
property — at  all  events,  a  very  large 
proportion  of  their  rental.  I  say  sin- 
cerely that  I  have  no  conception  of  the 
principle  upon  which  the  Court  will 
value  these  rents.  It  is  perfectly  easy 
to  value  ordinary  farms,  where  you  have 
local  valuators  who  know  all  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case;  but  how  the 
Court  are  to  value  the  interest  of  these 
cottier  tenantry   in    Ireland^  who  are 
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labourerSi  in  fact,  with  large  allotments, 
I  cannot  understand.  In  this  case,  it  is 
quite  different  with  the  three  gentlemen 
who  constitute  this  Court,  and  I  doubt 
whether  the  Goyemment  has  any  con- 
ception of  the  principle  on  which  they 
wul  proceed.  Well,  then,  I  take  an- 
other case,  as  I  want  to  show  that  in  Ire- 
land the  first  principles  upon  which  rent 
is  regulated  are  disputed.  It  is  not  a 
question  of  ordinary  valuation,  but  a 
question  as  to  what  are  the  fundamental 
principles  in  respect  to  property.  I  take 
the  case  of  lon^  leases,  and  it  happens 
that  I  am  supphed  with  a  very  remark- 
able example.  Perhaps  the  Members 
of  this  House  may  recollect  that,  in  the 
observations  I  addressed  to  your  Lord- 
ships on  the  1st  of  July,  I  had  occasion 
to  refer  to  the  evidence  of  a  certain  Mr. 
M'Elroy,  who  is  a  well-known  leading 
man  in  one  of  the  largest  tenant  right 
associations  in  the  North  of  Ireland. 
I  found  fault  with  his  evidence,  and  I 
pointed  out  that  he  himself  had  been 
oblieed  to  confess  that,  instead  of  the 
lanmord  eatins^  up  the  tenant  right,  the 
tenant  right  nad  not  declined  at  all  in 
value  during  the  last  10  years.  A  few 
days  afterwards  I  had  a  letter  from  Mr. 
M'Elroy  finding  fault  with  my  speech, 
and  pointing  out  that  I  had  omitted  to 
notice  certain  cases  in  his  evidence,  par- 
ticularly mentioning  the  case  of  a  larm 
at  Bally  William,  near  Portrush.  I  im- 
mediately investigated  the  case,  and  I 
found  some  veiy  curious  facts  indicative 
of  what  are  Irish  ideas  in  Ulster  at  pre- 
sent with  regard  to  the  rights  of  enter- 
ing into  long  leases.  In  this  case  the 
lease  was  entered  into  in  1791,  and 
did  not  expire  until  1 874.  In  all,  the 
tenants  under  the  lease  had  held  the 
farm  83  years.  What  happened  ?  The 
tenant  wished  to  prove,  when  the  lease 
was  beginning  to  come  to  an  end,  that 
he  had  tenant  right,  and  he  appealed  to 
the  County  Court  on  this  point.  The 
County  Court  Judge,  after  nearing  all 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  decided 
that  tenant  right  had  never  existed  in 
regard  to  this  farm.  The  tenant  had 
paid  nothing  for  it  in  1791,  and  there 
was  no  right,  therefore,  to  it  in  1874, 
when  the  lease  expired.  Upon  that 
finding,  the  tenant  applied  to  the  land- 
lord for  a  renewal  of  me  lease,  and  the 
landlord  naturally  said—"  Yes ;  I  will 

five  you  a  renewal,  if  you  will  give  a 
etter  rent,"  and  the  two  parties  agreed 
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as  to  what  a  &ir  rent  was.  Now,  that 
is  Uie  case  that  Mr.  M'Elroy  quotes  to 
me  as  proving  to  me  that  the  tenant 
right  is  being  eaten  up— a  case  in  which 
there  was  no  tenant  right,  and  in  which 
the  two  parties  agreed  upon  a  fair  rent. 
Well,  but  the  circumstances  of  this  case 
are  still  more  curious.  The  farm  is 
situated  on  some  of  the  finest  land  in 
the  county.  It  is  close  to  a  veiy  import- 
ant seaport,  which  is  becoming  a  vezy 
important  watering  place.  Dairy  pro- 
duce is  very  valuable  in  that  quarter, 
and  the  landlord  says  in  his  rebutting 
evidence  before  the  Commission  that  he 
was  offered  between  £4  and  £5  per  acre 
for  it,  and  that  he  gave  it  to  this  tenant 
for  something  like  £30.  Now,  I  want 
to  know  on  what  principle  the  Court 
will  deal  with  cases  of  that  kind  ?  It 
is  good  evidence  that  the  whole  of  the 
Ulster  tenantry  would  think  the  land- 
lord was  very  wrong  in  wishing  to  in- 
crease any  rent.  Mr.  M'Elroy  oom- 
plains  bitterly  of  the  decision  of  the 
Judge.  He  complains  of  the  Court,  and 
says  that  the  Judge  does  not  hold  tiie 
same  opinion  about  land  as  that  which 
some  of  the  tenants  hold.  Well,  that  is 
very  likely.  He  complains,  also,  that 
the  rent  was  so  hieh  that  the  tenants 
could  not  pay,  if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
exceptional  value  of  milk  and  butter  at 
Portrush.  That  is  to  say,  the  rent 
would  have  been  too  high,  if  the  pro- 
duce of  the  farm  had  been  left  out  of 
consideration.  Now,  there  is  a  truly 
Irish  idea.  I  want  to  know  how  my 
noble  Friend  and  his  Court  are  to  deal 
with  these  Irish  ideas?  In  the  first 
place,  is  he  quite  sure  that  Mr.  M'Elroj 
will  be  more  content  with  these  three  pri- 
vate gentlemen  set  over  the  whole  of  Ire- 
land than  with  the  Court  now  established? 
In  the  next  place,  when  these  three  gen- 
tlemen are  put  on  the  Bench,  on  what 
principle  are  they  to  decide?  In  Ire- 
land there  are  two  principles  diametri- 
cally opposed  one  to  the  other.  The 
first  is  the  principle  of  the  tenant,  who 
says — ''The  longer  I  have  held  your 
land,  the  longer  I  am  entitled  to  con- 
tinue to  hold  it ;  "  and  the  second  is  that 
of  the  landlord,  who  says^"  The  longer 
you  have  held  my  land  at  an  enormous 
profit  to  yourself,  the  more  am  I  entitled 
to  resume  it  when  the  period  of  vour 
tenancy  comes  to  an  end.^'  Now,  tnose 
are  fundamentally  opposito  propositionSf 
and  there  is  no  going  between  ihem; 
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OTi  if  there  10,  it  is  puzelj  arbitrary  in 
the  mind  of   the  Court;  and  I  want, 
therefore,  to  know  what  is  the  principle 
the  Ch>7emment  will  lay  down^in  such 
cases?    I  have  put  two  cases;  I  will 
pat  another.      My  noble  Friend  says 
there  is  no  freedom  of  contract  in  Ire- 
land for  the  larger  tenants ;  but  I  will 
gtre  him  a  case.    It  is  not  the  case  of 
iie  individual  only ;  it  is  the  case  of  a 
great  Body,  such  as  the  OoUege  of  May- 
noothy  which  received  a  large  annual 
revenue  £rom  Parliament,  and  which  Go- 
femment  determined  to  buy  up,  because 
it  was  provided  with  a  very  large  fund. 
liwas  arich  Body,  andl  suppose  my  noble 
Fkiend  will  admit  that  they  are  as  free 
to  contract  as  other  people.    A  valuator 
cme  to  the  conclusion  that  the  land 
loandthe  College  belonging  to  the  Duke 
of  Leinster  was  let  at  a  sum  consider- 
tUy  below  its  real  value,  and  accordingly 
the  proprietor  asked  the  College  to  pay  a 
hi^er  rent.    This,  after  giving  a  great 
deal  of  trouble,  the  Institution  refused 
to  do ;  and  in  the  evidence  given  before 
be  Commission    the  representative  of 
the  College  says  that  there  is  no  freedom 
of  omtRiot  in  such  cases  as  that ;  that 
ft^  had  no  resource  but  to  pay  the  rent 
or  pve  up  the  farm ;  and  that  they  con- 
■dtted  a  terrible  grievance.    Wnat  is 
All  Court  to  do  with  Ma^ooth  College, 
lepreeentinR  the  whole  interest  of  we 
Inah  priesuLOod  ?    On  what  principles 
ii  the  Court  to  regulate  rents  in  that 
eiae  ?    What  is  the  end  with  which  thev 
tte  to  exercise  their  powers?    I  go  back 
to  the  labour-rent  holdings,  with  regard 
to  iriiioh  I  want  to  ask  another  question. 
Ii  it  the  object  of  the  Government  that 
these  people  should  be  kept  on  the  land 
lAether  tn^  can  pay  rent  or  not  ?    If 
that  is  the  object  of  the  Government, 
and  if  this  is  to  be  the  effect  of  their 
BSisare,  instead  of  being  a  remedial 
laeesare  for  Ireland,  it  will  be  a  per- 
petuation of  the  very  worst  difficulties 
vUoh  beset  that  country.    Take  the  evi- 
dsDoe  of  Itefessor  Baldwin.    He  tells 
joa  that  there  will  be  no  remedy  to  the 
erils  of  Irdand  until  these  people  are 
iHDO^ad.     You  talk  of  poutical  eco- 
nomy as  if  it  were  fit  only  for  Jupiter 
orSatorn.    How  are  you  to  get  nd  of 
ftb  population  ?    Is  it  not  better  to  say 
to  fliese  people,  as  frankly  as  that  gen- 
flman  ooes-^^'Tou  live  a  miserable 
^  in  miaenible  cabins,  exposed  to  per- 
IftnaPy  xeomriiig  fiainines,  unable  to 


pay  vour  rent ;  is  not  it  better  that  you 
should  go  elsewhere,  where  you  can  have 
ample  labour  and  better  waees  ?  "  In 
those  words  are  indicated  the  remedy 
which  the  landlord  has  in  his  power  to 
give  at  present,  and  there  are  veiy  few 
landlords  who  are  not  willing  and  do  not 
assist  such  emigration.  But  what  is  this 
Court  to  do  ?  Is  it  to  take  upon  itself 
to  say — ''  This  holding  is  so  small,  and 
you  are  so  poor,  as  not  to  be  able  to  pay 
rent,  and,  therefore,  you  must  c^ve  it 
up "  ?  As  far  as  I  can  see,  this  Bill 
leaves  everything  in  confusion,  unless 
you  leave  it  to  the  absolute  jurisdiction 
of  these  three  private  gentlemen.  It 
seems  to  me  that  there  is  one  explana- 
tion of  all  this  obscurity,  and  this  re- 
luctance to  deal  with  principles,  and 
that  is  the  explanation  given  by  Baron 
Dowse.     He  says — 

"  Oar  object  is  to  deal  with  the  oxistiog  ton- 
ants  of  Ireland,  and  to  satisfy  thorn,  and  novor 
to  mind  the  future.'* 

It  is  an  answer  that  should  be  printed  in 
letters  of  gold  as  embodying  the  direct- 
ing principle  of  a  g^eat  deal  of  this 
legislation.  It  is  a  mere  postponing 
and  bottling  up  of  the  difficulty,  and  is 
not  facing  it  m  a  manly  manner.  I 
come  now  to  the  question  of  free  sale. 
I  know  that  my  noble  Friend  the  Lord 
Privy  Seal  is  a  most  straightforward 
and  a  most  candid  man ;  but  I  was  sur- 
prised to  hear  him  last  night  quote  one 
of  his  speeches  in  1870  in  regard  to  the 
extension  of  the  tenant  right  custom  in 
Ireland,  as  if  this  Bill  was  in  fulfilment 
of  the  principle  of  the  Act  of  1870.  In 
my  view — and  I  was  responsible  for 
that  Act  along  with  my  noble  Friend — 
the  principle  of  this  Bill  and  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Act  of  1870  in  respect  of 
tenant  right  is  absolutely  divergent  and 
contradictory.  The  great  principle  of 
the  Bill  of  1870  was  to  ascertain  the 
facts  in  each  particular  holdinfi^,  and  to 
reeulate  the  tenant's  rights  by  his  equit- 
able acquirements.  My  noble  Friend 
said,  perfectly  truly,  last  night  that  when 
you  legalize  a  custom,  you  would  most 
necessarily  alter  its  character.  That  is 
perfectly  true  ;  but,  as  far  as  we  could, 
we  endeavoured  in  that  Act  to  legalize 
what  existed.  It  was  not  the  legaliza- 
tion of  one  custom  over  the  whole  of 
Ireland,  it  was  the  legalization  of  the 
custom  of  each  holding — each  tenant 
was  required  to  prove  what  his  equit- 
able  rights  were  with  regard  to  his 
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holding.      If    that  could  be    properly  j 
done    it  was    an   equitable    principle. 
It  is  perfectly  just  to  legalize  and  enforce 
custom  properly  ascertained — that  is  to 
say,  custom  so  universal  that  you  may 
presume  it  presented  itself  to  the  minds 
of  the  contracting  parties.      Such  was 
the  principle  of  the  Act  of  1870  ;  but 
the  principle  of  this  Bill  is  wholly  dif- 
ferent, for  it  does  not  require  each  ten- 
ant to  prove   what  are  his  individual 
rights,  and  gives  to  every  tenant  in  Ire- 
land something  which  he  may  never 
have  acquired  and  never  paid  for.     The 
distinction  is,  therefore,  broad  and  fun- 
damental.    There  is  no  getting  over  it 
by  explanations  of  particular  words  and 
speeches.     Not  only  was  the  doctrine  of 
legalizing  in  each  particular  holding  that 
which    each    man    equitably    acquired 
embodied  in  that  Act,  but  it  was  promi^ 
nent  in  the  speech  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, and  over  and  over  again  Mr.  Glad- 
stone said,  during  the  debates  in  1870 
— *•  We  are  giving  these  tenants  that 
which  they  have  paid  for ; "  and  he  en- 
tered into  an  estimate  of  what  they  had 
paid  for  the  Ulster  tenant  right,  amount- 
ing   to    something    like   £20,000,000; 
but  the  principle  now  is  to  give  him 
something    he    may    not   have   equit- 
ably acquired,  and  whether  he  has  paid 
for  it  or  not.     I  am  not  goin^  to  dispute 
for  a  moment  that  tenant  right  has  done 
a  great  deal  of  good  in  Ulster.     I  may 
have  my  own  opinion  as  to  its  advan- 
tages, and  whether  they  are  an   acci- 
dental or  necessary  incident  of  that  kind 
of  tenure,  or  whether  it  is  connected 
with  the  manufacturing  history  of  Ulster. 
I  accept  the  evidence  of  my  noble  Friend 
tliat  the  custom  has  worked  admirably. 
All  that  I  say  is,  that  in  Ulster  it  was 
equitably  acquired  by  the  payment  of 
money,  and  by  a  long  course  of  proceeding 
to  which  the  landlords  had  been  parties. 
Now,  with  regard  to  the  effect  of  this 
tenant  right,  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I 
should  be  adverse  to  the  introduction  of 
it  where  it  has  not  grown  up,  not  only 
on  grounds  of  equity,  but  on  grounds  of 
policy  also.  I  must  say  that  I  find  great 
discrepancy  between   the  language   of 
different  Members  of  the  Qovemment 
on  this  point.     Last  night  my  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Oarlingford)  used  tliese 
words — 

"We  are  often  told  confidently  that  if  a 
tenant  holding  at  a  reasonable  rent  makes  this 
tenant  rig;ht  payment  when  entering  on  his 
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holding,  ho  converts  himself  into  a  rack-rented 
farmer.  My  Lords,  that  may  be  the  theory  of 
the  matter,  but  it  is  not  tho  ract." 

But  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Gladstone  is 
quite  the  reverse.     He  says — 

"  It  may  be  very  fairly  said  that  in  vain  do 
you  cut  down  the  landlord's  judicial  rent  .... 
and  take  care  that  tho  landlord's  receipts  shall 
be  limited  if,  with  the  land-hunger  ana  scarcity 
which  proN'a^  in  Ireland,  you  still  leave  it  open 
to  anyone  to  pay  an  extravagant  sum  for  tenant 
right,  and  thereby  to  take  holdings  on  the  same 
virtually  rack>rented  condition.— [3  BanMari^ 
cclx.  904.] 

Now,  I  want  to  know  which  of  these 
opinions  is  the  true  one. 

Lord  CAELINGFORD  :  Mine. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL :  My  noble 
Friend  cannot  get  off  so  easily.  What 
does  Mr.  Gladstone  say?  ''I  am  not 
going  to  propose  unrestricted  tenant 
right.  I  am  afraid  of  these  rack-rentinff 
prices.  What,  then,  is  the  remedy? 
That  the  power  of  the  Courts  to  increase 
rent  is  the  proper  limitation  of  extrava- 
gant tenant  right."  That  runs  counter 
to  another  doctrine  of  my  noble  Friend 
that  tenant  right  and  rent  g^w  up  side 
by  side,  but  have  nothing  to  do  with 
each  other.  But  how  can  one  fail  to  be 
a  subtraction  from  the  other  ?  That  is 
the  difficulty.  There  is  no  doubt  what- 
ever that  rent  and  tenant  right  are  two 
antagonistic  powers.  Tou  may  balance 
them  as  you  like,  artificially  or  naturally; 
but  one  must  give  way  to  the  other. 
['*  No,  no !  "]  My  noble  Friend  says 
**No;"  but  what  I  say  is  this — that 
the  doctrine  of  the  Bill  that  the  power 
to  raise  rents  will  limit  the  tenant  r^ht 
is  not  a  true  statement  of  the  case.  The 
converse  must  be  equally  true,  and  no 
ingenuity  can  disprove  it — that  the  ten- 
ant right  must  prevent  the  payment  of 
a  reasonable  rent.  If  one  is  true,  the 
other  is  no  less  true.  My  noble  Friends 
are  ingenious  arguers.  Will  they  ex- 
plain how  the  one  will  always  limit  the 
other  ?  I  proceed  to  ask  another  ques- 
tion. My  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  says  that  he  admits 
the  danger  of  extravagant  tenant  right 
He  admits  that  it  is  an  evil ;  unlike  my 
noble  Friend,  he  admits  that  it  may  re- 
duce the  tenant  to  a  rack-renting  condi- 
tion ;  but  then  he  says  that  the  power  of 
increasing  the  rent  will  prevent  thoae 
extravagant  prices  for  tenant  right  That 
is  not  mv  belief.  I  believe  that  after 
this  Bill  becomes  law,  the  power  of  in- 
creasing rent  will  not  long  remain  a 
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practical  power  at  all.  Look  at  the 
terms  of  tne  Bill.  OstentatioTisly,  and, 
as  it  would  appear,  for  the  very  pur- 
pose of  oatentation,  you  put  it  on  the 
Tsiy  front  of  your  Bill  that  the  tenant 
may  aell  for  the  best  price  that  can  be 
got.  It  has  been  said,  and  I  think  truly 
aaid,  that  that  points  to  a  sale  by  auction, 
■nd  a  good  number  of  tenants  in  Ulster 
hiTO  been  alarmed  at  that  prospect. 
They  do  not  like  sales  by  auction.  Tnere 
is  a  process  which  is  called  **  sweeten- 
ing, where  people  are  employed  to  run 
up  prices  to  an  extravagant  figure.  All 
tbse  practices  are  weu  known  to  the 
tenants,  and  they  are  beginning  to  be 
afcaid  that  the  best  prices  which  can 
be  got  will  be  yery  extravagant  prices. 
The  Bill,  however,  puts  it  ostentatiously 
in  the  front  that  tenants  may  get  the 
best  price  obtainable  ;  and  if  prosperity 
xetnzns,  we  shall  find  tenants  buying 
the  tenant  right  at  .30,  40,  or  even 
60  or  60  years'  purchase.  What  is  the 
Court  to  do  when  the  landlord  comes 
to  aak  for  an  increase  of  rent  ?  The  ten- 
ant will  be  able  to  prove  that,  under 
the  express  indication  of  an  Act  of 
Fkrliament,  he  has  bought  his  hold- 
ing for  40  or  50  years'  purchase.  But 
low  will  it  be  possible  lor  the  Court  to 
lay  that  these  extravagant  prices  are 
Bot  to  be  given?  Then  you  have  the 
power  of  combination  among  the  ten- 
ants. On  many  estates  with  3,000  or 
4,000  tenants,  applications  may  have 
been  made  to  the  Court  to  have  rents 
aised.  At  the  end  of  15  years  the 
landlord  says — "  Since  I  let  this  farm  a 
ailwaj  has  been  made  through  this 
nmntiy;  there  has  been  a  great  im- 
uovement  in  prices,  and  I  ought  to 
save  a  rise  of  rent."  The  tenants,  on 
the  other  hand,  will  be  able  to  show 
ftat  three  or  four  times  over  they  have 
paid  these  extravagant  prices,  and  to 
combine  against  such  an  increase  of  rent. 
I  hold,  therefore,  that  the  doctrine  of 
fhe  Prune  Minister,  that,  in  the  circum- 
of  this  Bill,  the  possible  and 
of  rent  will  be  a  prac- 
tieal  abatement  of  tenant  right,  is  a  pure 
Uoflbn.  Now,  my  Lords,  with  regard 
to  the  principle  on  which  this  new  uni- 
VBial  r^ilit  of  sale  is  to  be  p^ven  to  all 
fts  tenants  ot  Ireland,  I  wish  to  enter 
^7  protest  agsinBt  some  of  the  principal 
vgnmsQts  wnich  are  advanced  by  the 
QomameaL  The  Prime  Minister  has 
and  that  Che  law  of  assignment  is  a  law 


which  is  rooted  in  the  law  of  Eiirope, 
and  that,  therefore,  we  ought  to  give 
universal  ri^ht  of  sale.  It  may  bo  per- 
fectly true  that  the  right  of  assignment 
is  so  rooted  in  the  law  ;  but  there  is  an- 
other right  equally  rooted  in  all  systems 
of  European  law,  and  that  is  the  right 
of  the  landlord  not  to  accept  the  assignee. 
Is  it  not  obvious  that  one  right  is  as  well 
established  as  the  other  ?  My  Lords, 
neither  my  conscience  nor  my  reason 
will  allow  me  to  accept  that  statement 
of  the  Prime  Minister  as  conclusive  of 
the  matter.  With  regard  to  the  general 
effect  of  this  power  in  Ireland,  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  I  entertain  very  se- 
rious apprehension.  I  think,  now  that 
it  has  been  proposed  by  a  powerful  Go- 
vernment to  put  this  morsel  into  the 
mouths  of  the  tenantry,  it  will  be  al- 
most impossible  to  get  it  out  again.  I 
am  firmly  of  the  conviction  that  it  will 
lead  to  the  entire  ceasing  of  landlords' 
improvements  in  Ireland.  My  Lords,  I 
am  bound  to  say  it  is  frankly  admitted 
by  the  Bessborough  Commission.  They 
say  that  the  universal  right  of  sale  inter- 
feres with  the  sentiment  of  ownership ; 
and  upon  the  sentiment  of  ownership 
dejpends  the  inclination  of  the  landlords 
to  improve  their  land.  I  have  no  doubt, 
therefore,  that  after  the  passing  of  this 
Bill,  unless  great  modifications  be  made 
in  it,  there  will  be  a  complete  and  abso- 
lute cessation  of  all  landlords'  improve- 
ments, and  a  more  mischievous  onect  it 
would  be  difficult  to  conceive.  You  are 
depriving  all  the  landlords  of  Ireland  of 
their  privileges,  and  you  are  releasing 
them  from  their  duties.  Now,  my  Lords, 
such  is  my  opinion  of  the  general  cha- 
racter of  this  Bill  on  its  own  merits, 
apart  from  its  political  significance ;  let 
me  say  a  few  words  as  to  the  omissions 
of  this  Bill.  This  Bill  does  not  deal,  or 
attempt  to  deal,  with  one  of  the  greatest 
evils  of  Ireland.  I  have  shown  that  it 
will  very  materially  interfere  with  the 
only  remedies  going  on  with  regard  to 
the  cottier  population  of  the  West  of 
Ireland ;  but  it  does  not  attempt  to  deal 
with  the  small  tenantry  and  the  greatest 
evil  under  which  they  suffer,  and  that 
is  the  enormous  interest  which  they 
pay  for  money.  That  is  the  evidence 
of  Professor  Baldwin,  who  says  that  a 
large  part  of  the  small  tenantry — I  think 
he  says  100,000  out  of  the  total  of 
600,000 — are  so  deeply  in  debt  that 
they  owe  to  the  usurious  money-lenders 
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Bums  amounting  in  the  several  cases 
from  three  to  10  years'  rent.  The  inte- 
rest paid  on  these  loans  is  a  burden 
infinitely  heavier  than  the  rent  paid  to 
the  landlords.  It  would  be  a  task  worthy 
of  the  genius  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  if  he 
had  attempted  to  deal  with  this  great 
evil.  In  the  Land  Beforms  effected  in 
Prussia  and  Germany  and  other  Conti- 
nental States  questions  of  this  kind  were 
dealt  with.  But  nothing  of  the  kind  is 
attempted  in  this  Bill.  Wo  have  no- 
thing but  the  rude  and  coarse  expedient 
of  reducing  rents,  however  moderate 
those  rents  may  be — ^moderate,  I  mean, 
except  in  the  opinion  of  the  tenant  class. 
Now,  my  Lords,  with  reference  to  emi- 

g ration,  I  am  not  going  to  say  much.  I 
ope,  and  I  think  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
was  mistaken  in  saying  that  the  Emigra- 
tion Clause  had  been  intentionally  re- 
duced to  narrow  proportions.  No  doubt 
the  sum  of  money  is  small,  but  we  may 
hope  that  it  is  only  a  beginning.  But 
what  I  fear  is  that  you  are  putting  into 
the  minds  of  these  poor  tenants  that  by 
some  means  or  otuer  you  will  enable 
them  to  continue  on  the  land,  and  to 
live  happily  and  prosperously  when 
they  cannot  possibly  do  so,  and  that 
not  until  they  have  discovered  that 
they  have  been  unintentionally  de- 
ceived will  they  avail  themselves  of 
the  opportunity  of  emigration.  The 
fear  is  that  by  emigration  you  may 
lose  the  best  part  of  the  population,  and 
may  not  get  rid  of  the  class  which  most 
needs  emigration.  I  have  detained  the 
House  for  a  long  time  on  this  question. 
I  only  wish  to  add  this — that  when  I  look 
back  to  the  general  character  of  the 
Bill,  although  it  is  most  ingeniously  and 
elaborately  framed,  and  I  think  with  a 
sincere  and  honest  desire  to  check  the 
different  evils  which  prevail  in  Ireland, 
by  means  of  compensatory  provisions,  I 
cannot  help  smiling  at  the  adulation 
which  has  been  lavished  upon  it  by  a 
large  portion  of  the  supporters  of  the 
Government  as  a  great  act  of  construc- 
tive policy  by  a  Liberal  Government; 
and  this  of  a  Bill  which  places  abso- 
lutely in  the  hands  of  a  triumvirate  the 
destinies  of  the  whole  of  Ireland.  My 
Lords,  is  this  the  acme  of  the  wisdom  of 
the  Liberal  Government  ?  I  cannot  doubt, 
for  a  moment,  that  the  Government  has 
been  driven  to  this  BiU,  as  we  are  driven 
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to  it,  by  circumstanceB  of  external  pres- 
sure. It  is  the  (Government  that  has 
been  driven  to  have  recourse  to  this 
somewhat  rude  and  coarse  expedient — 
worthy  of  a  despotic  Gt)vemment,  won- 
dered at  by  every  civilized  nation  in 
Europe.  My  Lords,  when  I  look  at  my 
noble  Friends  below  me  on  the  Treasoiy 
Bench,  I  cannot  help  regarding  them  as 
something  very  like  what  I  have  seen  on 
the  shore  of  the  Western  Islands  of 
Scotland — a  row  of  jelly-fishes.  [  Oreai 
latighter,']  My  noble  Friends  need  not 
be  affronted  by  the  comparison.  Jelly- 
fishes  are  the  most  beautiful  creatures  in 
the  world.  They  have  been  studied  by 
eminent  biologists  now  for  many  years. 
It  has  been  discovered  that  they  are  en- 
dowed with  a  most  elaborate  and  delicate 
nervous  system  ;  but  I  am  sorry  to  say 
they  have  been  hitherto  found  destitute 
of  a  skeleton  and  a  backbone.  But  there 
is  one  peculiarity  about  these  jellv- 
fishes,  tney  make  the  most  beautind 
convulsive  movements  in  the  water,  and 
you  see  that  the  poor  creatures  think 
they  are  swimming ;  but  when  you  take 
the  bearings  of  the  land  you  find  that 
they  are  simply  floating  with  the  car- 
rents  and  the  tides.  That  is  the  position 
of  my  noble  Friends  with  regard  to  this 
Irish  Land  Bill.  I  really  hope  that  suc- 
cess may  be  possible  with  the  Bill ;  but 
it  can  only  be  on  one  condition,  that  I 
hope  you  will  observe— namely,  tiiat 
you  develop  vour  jelly-fish  qualities  into 
something  like  a  skeleton.  Liet  the  Irish 
people  understand,  at  leasti  that  you 
mean  to  support  the  decisions  of  this 
Court.  I  understand  that  the  men  who 
have  been  selected  by  right  hon.  Friend 
are  men  of  the  highest  eminence,  and 
that  they  have  the  respect,  at  least,  of 
many  noble  Lords  on  tne  opposite  side 
of  the  House.  Some  of  them  have, 
indeed,  expressed  to  me  their  perfect  will- 
ingness to  accept  their  arbitration  in  suok 
matters.  I  have  shown  your  Lordships 
some  of  the  difficulties  they  will  have  to 
deal  with,  that  it  is  a  question  not 
merely  of  the  valuation  of  rent  under 
ordinary  conditions,  such  as  it  would  be 
in  England  and  Scotiand,  but  that  the 
Court  will  have  to  deal  with  fundamental 
differences  of  opinion  on  abstract  ques- 
tions of  property.  I  say  that  it  will 
require  aU  the  powers  of  the  law  to  sup- 
port their  decisions ;  but  let  it  be  under- 
stood by  the  Qt)vemment  that  there  is 
an  end  to  these  apparently  endless  oon- 
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eflHuma,  and  that  Qmj  intend  to  support 
the  deeinons  of  the  tnbnnal  that  wiUbe 

rrintedy  and  that  it  willbeueeleBs  for 
adTOcates  of  tenant  right  to  come 
and  Bay  that  they  do  not  snomit  to  their 
daoaion,  because  they  find  that  the  opi- 
oiaii  of  the  Conrt  does  not  coincide  with 
ihe  opinion  of  the  Iriqh  tenant.  If  it 
were  ofherwise,  and  unless  some  strong 
gmmd  of  this  nature  is  taken,  neither 
nis  moflsage  of  peace  nor  any  fiiture 
mesnge  of  peace  you  send  to  Ireland 
wOl  be  a  message  of  peace.  "Now,  I 
irishy  in  conclusion,  before  I  sit  down,  to 
mj  a  word  as  to  ^e  Irish  population. 
I  hope  that  nothing  I  have  said  will  in- 
duce any  feeling  on  the  part  of  any  por- 
tion of  the  population  of  that  country 
that  I  feel,  or  anyone  in  this  House  feels, 
hanhly  towards  them.  I  have  myself 
Insh  blood  in  my  veins,  not  merely  that 
we  camefirom  Ireland  some  1,000  years 
ago ;  but  recently  I  have  made  a  per- 
soaal  and  near  connection  with  Irehmd ; 
and  I  admire  their  many  great  qualities, 
snd  it  is  impossible  not  to  admire  and 
respect  their  domestic  virtue.  Many  of 
the  evilB  of  their  lot  and  faults  of  their 
c3utt«oter  have  been  the  developments 
of  an  unfortunate  political  history ;  but 
I  say  this — it  is  high  time  to  tell  the 
people  of  Ireland  that  no  people  can 
posper  who,  like  many  of  uie  tenants 
in  that  countey — ^I  am  afiraid  thousands 
of  them — ^have  been  lately  pleadine 
ttoferty  as   an  excuse  for  crime  and 

VnooVHT  MONOK  said,  he  would  not 
nbr  at  any  length  to  what  had  been 
Mlled  by  uie  noble  Marquess  opposite 
(As  M^oquess  of  Salisbury)  the  *'  orna- 
mental" part  of  the  Bill;  but  he  re- 
gretted that  the  emigration  portion  of  the 
Government  scheme  had  been  dwarfed 
io  its  present  limits,  for  he  believed  that 
;p»tion  of  the  scheme  was  the  only  one 
which  would  meet  the  case  of  a  large 
portion  of  tiie  population  in  the  West 
nd  Soath-West  of  Ireland.  But  he 
vmld  suggest  that  another  portion  of 
fts  Bill  might  serve  as  a  great  means 
|if  promoting  emigration  indirectly — 
Mme^,  the  ziffht  of  sale,  which  had 
bMi  found  in  au  parts  of  Ireland  as  the 
CBS  means  for  the  consolidation  of 
fanis.  It  had  been  found  to  combine 
ftilsiut  amount  of  inconvenience  to  the 
hnsat  #it]i  this  greatest  advantage  to 
^  sstato.  The  noble  Marqueds  oppo- 
ib  (tlto  liakqueaa  of  Waterford)  treated 


the  Bill  as  if  it  were  a  Bill  of  Fains  and 
Penalties  against  the  whole  body  of  the 
Irish  landlords  ;  and  he  evoked  a  loud 
cheer  from  the  Benches  opposite  when  he 
asked  was  that  the  way  to  treat  men 
who  had  been  tried  and  acquitted.  But 
the  question  their  Lordships  had  to  con- 
sider was  not  whether  a  large  majority 
of  the  Irish  landlords  had  misconducted 
themselves — which  he  (Viscount  Monck) 
did  not  believe — but  whether  the  law 
was  in  such  a  state  as  to  enable  a  mi- 
nority of  the  landlords  of  Ireland  so  to 
exercise  their  legal  rights  as  to  create 
alarm  amongst  the  tenants,  and  so  to  im- 
peril the  public  peace.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  the  law  was  in  such  a  state,  and 
the  object  of  the  present  Bill  was  to 
remedy  that  evil.  What  was  the  evil  in 
the  present  case?  He  thought  it  was  that, 
although  the  conditions  of  tenure  in  Eng- 
land and  Ireland  were  entirely  different 
and  distinct  the  one  from  the  other,  the 
rule  of  law  which  regulated  the  relative 
rights  and  obligations  of  both  landlords 
and  tenants  was  the  same  in  both 
countries — namely,  the  English  system. 
That,  he  thought,  was  a  fair  statement 
of  the  state  of  things  which  subsisted 
up  to  1870.  What  were  the  differences? 
It  was  notorious  that  in  England  when 
the  landowner  lets  a  farm  he  lets  it  in 
the  form  of  a  highly-equipped  machine. 
The  machinery  was  provided  by  the 
landlord,  and  kept  up  by  him.  The 
tenant  merely  provided  the  capital  ne- 
cessary for  the  annual  outlay.  What 
was  the  state  of  things  in  Ireland  ?  Ho 
(Viscount  Monck)  spoke  generally,  not 
universally.  Everything  that  was  neces- 
sary to  be  done  on  the  land,  the  build- 
ing, the  draining,  was  done  by  the 
tenant.  To  anyone  who  knew  Ireland, 
the  extent  to  which  improvements  had 
been  made  by  the  tenants  did  not  re- 
quire proof;  but  a  singular  piece  of 
evidence  was  furnished  m  a  statement 
which  was  published  the  other  day  by 
what  was  called  the  Landlords*  Com- 
mittee in  Dublin,  a  statement  which  they 
had  obtained  by  issuing  questions  to 
landlords  all  over  Ireland,  as  to  the 
amount  of  money  spent  by  landlords. 
The  number  of  acres  included  was 
4,216,619  spread  pretty  evenly  over  the 
four  Provinces  of  Ireland ;  and  the 
returns  showed  that  within  40  years  on 
those  4,200,000  acres  there  had  been 
spent  £3,644,547,  or  an  annual  expen- 
diture of  some  5(f.  per  acre  per  annum. 
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He  assumed,  therefore,  that,  generally 
speaking,  it  was  the  tenant  who  had  to 
expend  the  capital  and  the  labour  neces- 
sary to  bring  the  soil  up  to  a  productive 
state.  In  England,  if  a  landowner  de- 
sired to  resume  possession  of  his  land, 
he  had  no  pecuniary  liability  or  obliga- 
tion to  the  tenant,  except  such  as  were 
of  a  temporary  character,  for  tillage  and 
unexhausted  manure ;  and  these  being 
allowed  for,  if  he  could  not  come  to 
terms  with  the  tenant,  the  landlord  re- 
sumed possession  of  the  land,  and  neither 
had  any  just  ground  of  complaint.  But 
how  stood  the  case  in  Ireland  ?  In  that 
country,  the  tenant  having  expended  his 
capital  or  labour,  the  landlord  had  the 
power  to  move  him  out  of  his  holding, 
that  tenant,  perhaps,  having  expended 
on  that  holding,  in  increasing  its  value, 
the  whole  of  his  life-long  savings.  Was 
that  right  or  fair,  or  was  it  a  system 
upon  which  the  prosperity  of  a  country 
ought  or  could  depend  ?  Where  land 
was  in  a  productive  state,  rent  consisted 
of  two  elements — one  remuneration  for 
the  use  of  the  natural  qualities  of  the 
soil,  and  the  other  the  interest  payable 
on  the  capital  expended  in  making  those 
qualities  productive.  In  England,  on 
every  principle  of  justice  and  equity, 
both  belonged  to  the  landlord ;  but  m 
Ireland  the  landlord  was  only  entitled 
to  payment  for  the  natural  qualities  of 
the  soil,  the  assumption  being  that  the 
capital  and  labour  required  to  bring  it 
into  a  productive  state  had  been  ex- 
pended and  applied  by  the  tenant.  Down 
to  1 870  the  landlord  had  the  power  of 
raising  the  rent,  with  the  alternative  of 
evicting  the  tenant  and  appropriating 
the  full  amount  of  these  two  elements, 
to  only  one  of  which,  in  equity,  he  had 
any  right  whatever.  By  the  Act  of  1 870 
the  grievance  was  considerably  modified 
as  regarded  the  tenure,  and  the  landlord 
was  deprived  of  the  unlimited  power  of 
evicting  the  tenant ;  but  the  blot  on  the 
measure  was  that  it  did  not  affect  the 
question  of  rent  at  all.  These  were 
matters  which  affected  the  view  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  had  taken  of 
the  intrinsic  merits  of  the  Bill ;  and  he 
(Viscount  Monck)  hoped  their  Lordships 
would  give  them  consideration,  for  they 
might  modify  what  the  noble  Duke  had 
said.  It  might  not  bo  a  popular  doctrine 
in  that  Ilouse,  but  it  was  not  one  of 
yesterday  with  him  (Viscount  Monck), 
that  the  course  of  events  in  Ireland  had 

Fiicaunt  Monck 


amounted  to  the  gradual  oreatioQ  by  the 
tenantry  of  a  property  in  the  land,  which 
had  become  so  tnoroughly  incorporated 
with  the  property  of  the  landlord  that 
the  only  way  of  meeting  the  equity  of 
the  case  was  to  give  a  joint  interest  to 
the  landlord  and  the  tenant.  He  might 
also  say  that  he  was  not  ashamed  of  the 
'<  three  F's."  Whether  in  capitals  or 
small  letters,  they  were  large  enough  to 
confer  a  considerable  benefit  on  the  ten- 
ants of  Ireland,  and  it  was  one  to  which 
they  were  entitled  by  every  principle  of 
justice  and  equity.  It  was  argued  that 
the  Bill  could  not  confer  nreat  advan- 
tages on  the  tenants  wimout  taking 
something  from  the  landlords ;  but  the 
possibility  of  the  argument  was  princi- 
pally due  to  a  non-definition  of  termB. 
Unquestionably,  great  advantages  were 
given  by  the  BiU  to  the  tenants,  and  the 
landlords  did  lose  something.  His  noble 
and  learned  Friend  the  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland  (Lord  O'Hagan)  said  they 
lost  their  amenities ;  but  the  only  defini- 
tion he  seemed  to  give  of  amenities  was 
the  right  of  evicting  tenants.  Un- 
doubtedly, the  landlords  would  lose 
that,  and  the  tenants  would  eain  se- 
curity of  tenure ;  but  the  landlord 
would  not  lose  in  a  pecuniary  sense,  ex- 
cept whore  the  tenants  were  too  highly 
rented.  But  when  they  talked  of  losing 
and  gaining,  the  advantage  which  the 
tenants  would  gain  by  the  Bill  was  this 
— that  it  would  give  them  security  both 
for  their  tenure  and  for  their  rent,  and 
the  landlord  would  not  lose  in  a  pecu- 
niary sense,  were  his  land  only  fairly  let. 
He  would  get  the  same  monetary  return 
as  he  had  hitherto  obtained.  A  good 
deal  had  been  said  about  the  Court 
which  was  to  be  established,  and  ^diiih 
was  to  consist  of  three  Commissioners 
but  he  (Viscount  Monck)  had  the  highesi 
confidence  in  that  tribunal.  He  could 
tell  the  noble  Marquess  opposite  (th<* 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  that  he  ha]l- 
pened  to  know  Mr.  Serjeant  Cnagdn, 
and  believed  the  only  fear  was  that  'the 
constitution  of  his  mind  was  such,-  -that, 
from  conscientious  fear  of  givini^  effect 
to  his  inclination  rather  than  has  judg- 
ment, liis  decisions  would  be  l^ely  to  in- 
cline in  the  direction  opposite  to  his 
opinions.  He  could  not  kelp  thinking 
that  the  duties  of  the  .Commissioners 
would  be  very  analo^us  to  those  dis- 
charged by  Courts  in  several  cases. 
They  would,  in  fact,  constitute  a  Court 
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of  AfUtrationy  wliioh  the  noble  Duke 
admitted  to  be  an  excellent  insti- 
tutiim.  And  now  one  word  aboat 
tnnxe.  The  B3r8tem  of  tenure  pro- 
poMd  in  the  Bui  had  been  denounced 
H  nnaatisfiaotory  and  barbarous,  and 
a  itep  of  a  retrograde  character.  He 
ilioala.  like,  however,  to  see  how  its 
pnmnona  worked  before  he  assented  to 
neh  a  sweeping  opinion  as  that.  His 
thmoiigh  beuef  was  that  the  Bill  was 
the  onfy  way  they  could  fairly  deal  with 
the  qneation,  although  it  might  be  a 
dnmay  sort  of  mode  of  doing  it.  As  to 
the  arguments  based  on  the  expediency 
of  an  exactly  similar  system  of  Land 
Laws  for  the  XTnited  Kingdom,  he  would 
lay  that  they  must  not  saicrifice  the  jpeace 
of  the  oountzy  and  the  probabihbr  of 
nwmiirilitig  interests  which  dashed  in 
Ireland  to  the  symmetry  of  a  systeiU  of 
Land  Laws  or  land  tenure.  In  the  pre- 
iflat  eiroomstances  of  Ireland,  freedom 
of  oontract,  he  maintained,  could  not 
aobeiat.  If  his  contention  was  correct, 
the  tenant  had  created  apro^erty  in  the 
land,  and  the  real  confiscation  and  in- 
Tarion  of  the  rights  of  property  was  that 
which  depriyed  him  of  what  he  had 
oraated  by  his  industry  and  capital.  As 
to  the  qaestion  of  political  economy,  he 
waa  pncued  to  know  how  it  had  arisen. 
He  always  thought  that  political  eco- 
aomy  dealt  witti  the  production  of 
weatth,  and  that  anything  which  tended 
to  the  production  of  wealth  could  not 
be  opposed  to  politicai  economy.  So  far 
waa  this  Biu  £rom  bein^  an  invasion 
of  the  principles  of  political  economy, 
that  he  maintained  it  was  in  harmony 
with  them,  and  carried  at  least  one  of 
Ua  leading  principles.  As  to  free  sale, 
he  did  not  apjpronend  it  would  eat  up 
flie  landlord's  interest.  Hitherto,  in  the 
Horth  of  Ireland,  the  free  sale  of  tenant 

aht  had  been  notoriously  restricted  by 
ee  roles.    Thero  wero  very  few  large 
aatatoe  in  that  part  of  Ireland  on  which 
bee  sale  prevailed,  and  the  natural  ten- 
laney  of  such  a  state  of  things  was  to 
aahanoe  the  value  of  the  tenant  right 
on  those  estates  whero  it  existed.    His 
Cfioion  waa  that  the  extension  of  ten- 
iBtrigfat  to  the  whole  of  Ireland  would 
had  to  a  redaction  of  its  price.    But 
■ftar  bU  W88  said,  the  great  question 
vai^What  would  be  the  effect  of  this 
KDf   He  waa  old  enough  to  have  been 
«Ue  to  follow  the  course  of  Irish  poli- 
fafcr  nMxlj  lialf-a-centuiy ;  and  al- 


though it  might  seem  strange  in  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  things  to  say  so,  he 
held  that  an  enormous  improvement, 
both  in  feeling  and  in  material  pros- 
perity, had  taken  place  under  his  eyes 
m  that  part  of  the  Kingdom.  He 
thought  he  could  trace  that  improve- 
ment idmost  directly  to  the  conciliatory 
change  of  policy  adopted  towards  Ire- 
land, as  regarded  remedial  measures,  by 
all  Parties  during  the  period  he  had 
mentioned.  Of  course,  it  would  be  rash 
to  prophecy;  but  he  had  great  confi- 
dence m  the  continuance  of  that  con- 
ciliatory policy  as  evinced  in  the  form 
of  the  present  Bill,  founded  as  it  was 
upon  the  principles  of  equity,  guided  by 
sagacity  and  courage.  He  had  endea- 
voured to  lay  before  their  Lordships  the 
roasons  why  he  thought  this  Bill  founded 
on  principles  of  justice.  He  believed  its 
construction  exhibited  also  the  qu^ities 
of  sagacity  and  courage.  He  could  not 
help  hoping  and  expecting  that  that 
great  and  stotesmanlike  measure  would 
be  passed  by  their  Lordships,  and  that 
would  have  the  effect  of  restoring  quiet 
and  contentment  in  Ireland,  and  of 
weaning  the  minds  of  the  mass  of  the 
people  from  those  recurrent  political 
agitations  which  had  unquestionably  re- 
tarded the  material  and  moral  progress 
of  the  country,  and  which  never  could 
have  attained  the  height  they  had 
reached  if  they  had  not  been  founded  on 
a  well-grounded  sense  of  injustice. 

The  Duke  of  MARLBOROUGH  :  It 
was  with  very  considerable  gratification, 
my  Lords,  that  I  heard  the  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Argyll)  attempt  to  trace 
the  political  causes  to  which  this  Bill  is 
due.  In  the  few  observations  I  shall 
venture  to  offer  I  shall  endeavour  to 
draw  your  Lordships'  attention  to  one 
souroe  of  political  pressure  in  connection 
with  the  measure  which  has  not  hitherto 
been  referred  to  by  any  of  the  noble 
Lords  who  have  addressed  the  House. 
My  noble  Friend  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury),  who  followed  the  noble  Lord 
who  moved  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  drew  attention  in  a  marked  manner 
to  some  speeches  made  by  the  noble 
Lord,  then  Mr.  Chichester  Fortoscue, 
and  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  now 
sitting  on  the  Woolsack,  which  are  en- 
tirely inconsistent  with  their  action  in 
regard  to  this  measure.  It  would  not 
be  difficult  to  produce  a  whole  array  of 
speeches  of  the  same  character.    It  is 
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ustency. 

I  wanteS  an  ample  refutation  of  the  _       .....       .     .,    .    ,,         .. 

principles  of  this  Bill  it  woold  he  found  J"^  *^^v*T.i.*°  *^-'  ^®  '^*7  ^.*? 

in  this  fatal  volume  of  JTantard,  which  *«  say  ttat  ttie  particular  point  on  which 

records  the  opinions  of  public  men,  and  Jfention  should  be  concentrated  was 

which  is  full  of  retractations  and  recan-  *^«  reform  of  the  Irish  land  syBtem. 

tations  and  disavowals  of  previous  opi-  ^o/'.  ^H}"^^  2"^  ^^^^  m  1878, 

nions.    Their  name  is  le^n,  and  if  I  "^^  »?  \^^V^%  ^"*«°^  its  results  ap- 

were  to  attempt  to  draw  forth  a  refuta-  ^f^fj;"^  ^^  formation  of  what  was 

tion  of  the  principles  of  the  Bill  I  could  ?*"«?  ^e  Tenant  Defence  Assoaation 

quote  as  witnesses  Sir  Robert  CoUier.  P  ^^^-  .  ^«  «"*  "^^^^^  T^ 

Baron  Dowse,  Mr.  Chichester  Fortescue,  im^rtance  m  connertion  with  that  As- 

Mr.    Gladstone,   Lords    GranviUe    and  sociation  was  m  the  Spring  of  1879.  in 

Hartington,  Mr.  Hugh  Law,  and  Sir  *t«  Autumn  of  which  year  was  formed 

Roundtu    Pahner.     l?he    opinions   of  Jhe  Land  League,  of  which  we  haye 

those  Gentlemen    haye  f-inSshed    the  ^''^  so  much.     Yoiur  Lordships  an* 

most  complete  answer  to  the  principles  *^"®  ^C  ^^^  course  of  evente  m  1879, 

of  the  measure  now  before  your  L^rd-  5?d  of  the  opportunities  afforded  by  the 

ships,  which  those  who  put  them  forth  ^^'^t^^^S^  t  "f?'*'*"'  "^""^  '^n 
now  advocate  with  an  ardour  only  In.  1880  the  Land  League  was  in  Ml 
equalled  by  the  success  with  which  they  "^'^S'  ?^  ^®  had  these  remukablA 
pfoviously  condemned  them.  With  this  Y.^  **?  ^^  v^fl  ^^"^  "^dwated 
host  of  witnesses  who  some  time  ago  ^^^  «?""!?»,  VO^^J  *»"**  ^^  *°  predomi- 
condemned  the  principles  which  they  ''**®  •"  Ireland- 
no  w  approve  and  advocate,  it  is  naturcd  "  ^l»at  can  we  do  to  indace  the  landlords  to 

to  askT  What  has  been  the  cause  of  this  !~,  t^f i^^T^w  y°fl"J"^  '^T  *^*™i  *^* 

*        i_  11      1              i*      •   •         1.  X  you  intend  to  hold  a  firm  grip  of  your  land; 

very  remarkable  change  of  opinion ;  but  ^^^  ^^^^  j^^^  ^o^  yourselvM  to  be  dispot^ 

that  would  lead  me  to  trespass  too  much  sessod.*' 

on  your  Lordships'  time.    But  the  point  ^nd  on  another  occasion  ho  used  words 

to  which  I  would  draw  your  Lordships'  ^^ch  have    a  still   more  remarkable 

attention  is  one  not  hitherto  noticed—  bearing ;  he  said  last  Autumn— 

that  the  present  Bill  is  the  result  of  a  .«  ta       j          -^  ai.                   m  .^    -r     ^ 

«,,^^A<.aA,i  »«,i  »^^«4-;i»«^^wv,,.  »»*4^a4^*»,>  "Depend  upon  it,  the  measure  of  the  Land 

successful  and  most  dangerous  agita-tion,  g^  ^^^^  g^^  ^  ,,3  ^1^^  ^^^  ^^ 

and  one  to  which  I  venture  to  allude    activity  next  winter It  will  be   the 

because   the   events   connected  with   it  measure  of  your  determination   not   to  take 

passed  under  my  own  observation  during  'arms  from  which  others  have  been  evicted, 

the  time  I  had  the  honour  to  occupy  a  3^f„*^  "^^^^  '^J^  ^°^,?^  Pf  ^<^  «J>^io^  *?. 

■,.,          i*Tij      -rr         T      1  r.'  doter  unjust  men  from  biddinfl:  for  such  farms.*' 

high  post  m  Ireland.    Your  Lordships  **                           ,     .    ,. 

are  aware  of  the  failure  of  the  Fenian  ?-*^®8e  words  sufficiently  indicated  the 
movement  in  1866  and  1867.  The  re-  intention  of  the  Leaders  of  the  move- 
suit  was  that  the  Fenian  organization  in  °^®^*»  ^^®  advised  the  formation  of  a 
Ireland  was  utterly  broken  up,  discou-  co°imon  platform  and  the  taking  of  a 
raged,  and  powerless  for  action.  The  ^®^  departure,  from  which  their  agita- 
Fenians  were  broken  into  parties  in  ^^J^  ™^?"*  be  suojessful,  and  they  were 
which  every  section  of  opinion  was  re-  followed  by  the  formation  of  the  Land 
presented.  In  1878,  there  appeared  a  league,  when  Mr.  Pamell,  in  his 
very  remarkable  letter  from  a  very  speeches,  laid  most  stress  on  this,  that 
remarkable  man  named  John  Devoy,  *?®  Land  Question  would  unite  them 
who  took  refuge  in  America  after  the  *"'  ^^^  that  the  determinaUon  to  pay 
Fenian  troubles,  and  who,  finding  the  "^  ^®^*  ^^^^  5™?^  about  a  satisfac- 
state  of  affairs  as  regarded  any  insurrec-  tory  measure  of  reform.  I  may  be 
tionary  movement  was  hopeless,  penned  ^^.  ^*^^*  connection  there  is  between 
these  remarkable  words—  ?V  ,^®  ^\  *^®  measure  before  us,  and 

I  beheve  I  have  shown  that  that  oon- 

*»  I  am  also  convinced  that  one  section  of  the  nection  is  not   far   distant.     We   wow 

people  alone  can  never  wm  mdependonce,  and  x.i j  i.„  ax^^  -^ivi^  -n..!,^   ^^^^^'i.     /avj 

So  poUtical  Party,  however  devoted  or  deter-  i?^l*^y^**i®  noble  Duke   Opposite   (the 

mined,  can  ever  win  the  support  of  the  whole  yl^^©^  Of  Argyll),  m  a  previous  speech 

peopleif  they  never  come  before  the  public  and  in  this  House,  that  when  the  pr^scflll 
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Goremment  came  into  power,  there  was 
no  intentioii  of  altering  the  Land  Act  of 
1870  by  the  introduction   of   another 
Land  Bill ;  and  it  is  simply  and  solely 
to  the  saccess  which  that  agitation  was 
allowed  to  achieve  that  we  are  indebted 
for  the  introdaction  of  the  Bill.     Dis- 
ordcTi  confusion,  and  outrages  took  place 
daring  the  Winter  and  Autumn  of  1880, 
and  1  believe  those  outrages  so  acted 
upon  the  sympathetic  mind  of  the  Prime 
Minister  that  they  induced  him  to  con- 
sider it  necessary  to  overthrow  those 
prindples  which  he  and  many  of  his 
lapporters  enunciated  in  1870  as  sound 
pnndples  of  Constitutional  Law,  and 
to  bring  in  a  measure  which  has  no 
parallel  even  amone  the  revolutionary 
measures  the  Premier  has  ever  intro- 
duced to  Parliament.    The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  who  spoke  last  night  (Lord 
O'Hagan)  laid  great  stress  on  the  fact 
that  the  measure  was  necessary  to  pro- 
dace  peace  in  Ireland.    If  it  wore  so,  I 
shoald  not  object  to  it;  but,  judging 
from  the   past,   and  from  the    a^ce 
vhich  has  been,  and  is  still  being,  given 
to  the  people,  I  think  wo  have  only  to 
consider  what  are  the  particular  objects 
of  contention  in  Ireland  at  the  present 
time  to  form  a  very  accurate  conjecture 
as  to  whether  the  measure  will  be  pru- 
doctive  of  peace.     We  know  the  advice 
tendered  to  the  Irish  tenants,  and  the 
Boggestion  that  they  should  pay  nothing 
bat  a  fair  rent  for  their  holdings.   What 
is  the  explanation  of  the  term  ''fair 
rent?  "     The  fair  rent,  as  explained  by 
thoae  who  exercise  the  greatest  influence 
among  the  Irish  tenantry,  is  that  after 
th0y  have  suited  their  own  requirements, 
paid  their  just  debts,  and  laid  by  a  pro- 
vision for  their  families,  they  may  then 
|)ay  what  remains  to  the  landlord.  That 
IS  the  rent  that  the  tenants  have  been 
advised  to  pay.     The  other  precept  of 
the  Land  League  is  that  no  tenant  shall 
take  any  land  from  which  another  has 
been  evicted.    Now,  will  the  Bill  re- 
move any  of  these  grievances  and  diffi- 
caltiea?    The  rent  under  the  Bill  will 
be  a  judicial  rent.     It  may  give  satis- 
iaction ;  but  it  may  not.    If  it  does  give 
aatiafaction  all  will  be  well ;  but  if  rents 
are  not  fixed  on  just,  fair,  and  equitable 
principles  it  will  not   be  satisfactory. 
Bat  if  it  be  not,  the  agitation  will  not 
oome  to  an  end.    Do  you  think  this  Bill 
will  neoesearilj  stop    evictions?    No; 
•Actions  irill  continue,  but  this  great  ad- 

VOL.  COLXIV.      [tuiud  sEuiEs.] 


vantage,  I  presume,  will  remain  to  the 
landlord,  that  when  nearly  all  control  of 
his  estate  is  taken  from  him  he  will 
have  to  carry  out  evictions  in  his  own 
name.  But  if  the  Bill  does  not  stop 
evictions,  can  we  hold  that  the  injunc- 
tions laid  down  by  the  Land  League 
will  be  deviated  from,  or  that  there  will 
be  greater  peace  and  order  in  Ireland  ? 
I  heard,  with  particular  interest,  the 
noble  Duke  speak  of  this  measure  as 
involving  transactions  of  an  improvi- 
dent and  almost  immoral  character.  It 
appears  to  me  to  be  like  a  great  gambline 
transaction,  in  which  payment  of  a  bifi 
is  postponed  to  a  distant  date,  while  a 
certain  sum  is  given  to  the  immediate 
drawer.  This  Bill,  by  one  stroke,  deals 
simply  with  the  tenants  of  the  present 
in  Ireland,  and  puts  an  enormous  sum 
of  money  into  their  pockets.  The  rate- 
able value  of  Ireland,  exclusive  of 
Ulster,  amounts  to  £11,393,000;  and  if 
we  add  to  that  25  per  cent,  the  probable 
excess  of  the  rental  over  the  the  rate- 
able value,  we  find  that  the  rental  of 
Ireland,  exclusive  of  Ulster,  comes  to 
£14,242,000.  Now,  as  we  have  the  re- 
markable provision  standing  in  the  fore- 
front of  the  Bill  that  every  tenant  shall 
be  allowed  to  sell  his  tenancy  for  the 
best  price  ho  can  get,  assuming  three 
years'  purchase  a  moderate  sum  for  the 
tenancy,  the  Bill  will  put  the  sum  of 
£42,000,000  into  the  pockets  of  the  ten- 
ants existing  at  present ;  and  at  seven 
years'  purchase  it  will  be  £100,000,000 
into  their  pockets.  I  think  that  justi- 
fies the  statement  of  Mr.  Baron  Dowse, 
that  the  Bill  simply  deals  with  existing 
tenants,  and  that  it  is  not  necessary  for 
it  to  provide  for  the  future.  Now,  where 
does  that  sum  of  money  come  from  ?  It 
comes  from  the  pockets  either  of  the 
tenants  for  the  future  or  of  the  land- 
lords. In  the  latter  case,  it  is  so  far  a 
loss  of  interest  on  the  money  they  pay 
for  the  redemption  of  their  estates,  or 
it  is  a  loss  of  rent  that  can  never  be 
replaced ;  in  the  former,  it  becomes  an 
increase  of  rent  paid  by  the  tenants, 
but  not  received  by  the  landlords.  The 
great  difference  between  this  Bill  and 
the  Act  of  1870  is  that  that  Act  offered 
an  inducement — a  strong  one — to  ten- 
ants to  remain  in  the  quiet  possession 
of  their  holdings.  Under  that  Act  they 
were  to  have  compensation  for  disturb- 
ance of  tenure ;  and  therefore,  under 
the  shelter  of  that  provision,  they  might 
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profitably  and  safely  farm  their  lands. 
But  this  Bill  will  invite  tenants  to  quit 
their  holdings,  and,  treating  as  it  does 
all  tenants  alike,  will  offer  a  premium 
on  idleness  and  unproductiveness  on  the 

?art  of  the  tenant.  A  system  like  the 
rish  land  system  is  one  of  extraordinary 
complexity  and  diversity,  yet  the  Go- 
vernment have  proceeded  in  a  rough- 
and-ready  way  to  deal  with  the  multi- 
tude of  different  circumstances  which 
must  necessarily  arise  in  practice.  I 
can  conceive  nothing  more  calculated  to 
encourage  the  spirit  of  gambling  and 
speculation  that  exists  among  the  Irish 
tenants  than  the  facilities  given  by  this 
Bill  to  enable  them,  both  provident  and 
improvident — those  who  have  effected 
some  improvements  and  those  who  have 
not — to  obtain  from  the  Court  a  statu- 
tory term  of  15  years,  and  then  to  go  into 
the  market  and  sell  their  interests  for 
the  highest  price  they  can  get.  What 
can  be  more  unreasonable,  for  example, 
than  that  a  tenant  who  has  only  been  in 
his  holding  for  six  months  should  stand 
in  as  favourable  a  position  as  another 
who,  together  with  his  family,  have 
held  the  farm  for  six  generations  ?  To 
both,  however,  it  offers  the  same  facili- 
ties. We  have  heard  a  good  deal  about 
the  village  tyrant ;  but  there  is  another 
person  who  is  well  known  to  Irish  land- 
lords, and  who  is  a  still  more  objection- 
able character  —  namely,  the  village 
''  gombeen."  During  the  great  distress 
in  1880  many  loans  were  made,  and  the 
calling  in  of  these  loans  was  one  of  the 
principal  sources  of  the  poverty  and 
distress  which  now  pervaded  Ireland. 
Among  the  many  disadvantages  which 
encumber  the  system  of  free  sale  is  this 
— that,  as  the  noble  Duke  has  said,  it 
precludes  every  man  from  obtaining  a 
holding  except  by  the  payment  of  a  con- 
siderable sum  of  money.  That  system 
may  work  very  well  in  Ulster,  for  in 
that  Province  there  is  an  industrious 
and  a  frugal  population,  and  a  system 
which  works  well  there  may  be  detri- 
mental in  other  parts  of  the  country. 
This  Bill  reminds  me  of  the  story  of 
Samson  in  the  arms  of  Delilah.  All 
the  power  of  the  landlords  is  gone,  all 
their  strength  expended,  and  the  cry  is 
raised — **  Up,  for  the  Philistines  are 
upon  you."  The  Winter  of  1^79-80  was 
a  most  instructive  one.  I  know  nothing 
moro  commendable  than  the  self-deny- 
ing  character  of   the    Irish   landlords 
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during  that  trying  time.  But  will  that 
feeling  remain  after  the  passing  of  this 
Bill,  when  we  have  abstracted  from  the 
landlords  every  interest  in  their  pro- 
perty, all  their  proprietary  rights,  and 
have  fixed  their  rent  by  a  judicial  decree 
of  the  Land  Court  ? — when  we  have,  in 
fact,  reduced  them  to  the  position  of 
mere  rent-chargers  upon  their  estates. 
I  do  not  think  that  they  will  submit  to 
the  same  deprivations  and  show  the 
same  kindly  spirit  and  feelings  towards 
their  tenants.  On  the  contrary,  they 
will  stand  upon  the  letter  of  the  law. 
The  effect  of  the  Bill  will  be  to  impose 
a  fine  of  enormous  magnitude  upon  the 
landlords  of  Ireland.  It  is  said  that 
the  landlords  will  be  able  to  enforce  the 

Eayment  of  their  rents  by  civil  process  ; 
ut  I  fear  that  after  the  passing  of  the 
Bill  the  dangers  attending  the  col- 
lection of  rent  will  be  the  same  as 
now.  We  are  also  told  that  they  may 
redeem  their  farms ;  but  some  landlords 
possess  thousands  of  them,  and  they 
will  not  be  able  to  exercise  that  right. 
I  contend  that  during  the  first  period  of 
15  years  for  which  the  Court  can  fix  a 
tenancy,  we  shall  see  a  change  in  the 
relations  between  landlord  and  tenant 
which  will  make  the  latter  the  virtual 
possessor  of  his  farm.  In  1870,  Mr. 
Gladstone  said — 

*'  As  I  understand  it,  the  scheme  itself  amounti 
to  this — that  each  and  every  occupier,  as  long 
as  he  pays  the  rent  that  he  is  now  paying,  or 
else  some  rent  to  bo  fixed  by  a  public  tribunal 
charged  with  the  duty  of  valuation,  is  to  be 
secured  for  himself,  and  his  heirs,  in  the  occn- 
pntion  of  the  land  that  he  holds,  without  limit 
of  time.  Ho  will  bo  subject  only  to  this  con- 
dition— somewhat  in  the  nature  of  the  Commu- 
tation of  Tithe  Act— that  with  a  variation  in  the 
value  of  produce  the  rent  may  vary,  but  it  will 
be  slightly,  and  at  somewhat  distant  periods. 
Tlie  effect  of  that  provision  will  be  that  the  land- 
lord will  become  a  pensioner  and  rent-charger 
upon  what  is  now  his  own  estate.  The  Lc^is- 
laturo  has,  no  doubt,  the  perfect  right  to  redaoe 
him  to  that  condition,  giving  him  proper  com- 
pensation for  any  loss  he  may  sustain  in  money ; 
the  State  has  a  perfect  right  to  deal  with  hif 
social  status,  and  to  reduce  him  to  that  con- 
dition if  it  thinks  fit.  But  then  it  is  bound  not 
so  to  think  fit  unless  it  is  shown  that  this  is  for 
the  public  good.  Now  is  it  for  the  public  good 
that  the  landlords  of  Ireland,  in  a  body,  should 
be  reduced  b^  an  Act  of  Parliament  to  the  con- 
dition practically  of  fund-holders,  entitled  to 
apply  on  a  certain  day  from  year  to  year  for  A 
certain  sum  of  money,  but  entitled  to  nothing 
more  ?  Are  you  prepared  to  denude  them  <tf 
thoir  interest  in  the  land ;  and,  what  is  more, 
are  you  prepared  to  absolve  them  from  their 
duties  With  regard  to  the  landF     I,  for  000, 
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confeM  that  lam  not;  xior  is  that  the  Bentiment 
of  my  Colleagnes.  We  think,  on  the  contrary, 
that  we  ooght  to  look  forward  with  hope  and 
expectation  to  bringing  about  a  state  of  things 
in  which  the  landlords  of  Ireland  may  assume, 
or  nay  more  generally  assume,  the  position 
wkidi  IS  happily  held,  as  a  class,  by  landlords 
in  this  oom&ry — a  position  marked  by  residence, 
by  personal  familiarity  and  by  sympathy  with 
the  people  among  whom  they  live,  by  long  tra- 
ditiooal  connection  handed  on  from  generation 
to  generation  and  marked  by  a  constant  dis- 
diuge  of  duty  in  every  form  that  can  be  sug- 
gsited— be  it  as  to  the  administration  of  justico, 
n  it  as  to  the  defence  of  the  country,  be  it  as  to 
ihs  sn^y  of  social,  or  spiritual,  or  moral,  or 
edneabonal  wants — ^be  it  fat  any  purpose  what- 
ever that  is  recognized  as  good  and  beneficial  in 
a  dvilixed  society.  Although,  as  I  have  said, 
aothing  would  mdnce  me  voluntarily  to  ac- 
fpiesce  in  a  continuance  of  suchastate  of  things 
M  has  prevailed,  and  still,  to  a  great  extent, 
inrails  in  Ireland^it  would,  I  own,  be  a  most 
auhncholy  oonduaion  were  we  to  find  that  we 
eoold  not  rectify  that  which  is  now  wrong  in 
tfas  land  toiures  of  that  country  without  unaer- 
tiddng  a  social  revolution,  a  social  revolution  in 
which  the  main  characteristics  would  be  the 
ibnlation  of  wealth  and  property  from  the  per- 
ioRiianee  of  duty,  and  an  addition  to  that 
louging  dass — luiortunately  too  abundant  in 
fluoonntiy — whoare  possessed  of  money  and  of 
aottdng  elae,  and  who  seem  to  have  no  object  in 
file  bnt  to  teach  us  how  to  multiply  our  wants 
lad  to  raise  the  standard  of  our  luxuries,  even 
vhen  we  have  not  yet  solved  the  problem,  or 
got  to  the  heart  of  the  secret,  how  we  are  to 
>Blieve  the  destitution  which  is  pining  at  our 
ioen."— [3  Kmtsard,  cxdz.  351-2.] 

Nov,  the  prorisioiiB  of  this  Bill  will  have 
ilie  effsct  which  the  Prime  Minister  con- 
tamnlates  in  these  words.  I  very  much 
doubt  whether  the  land  hunger  of  which 
vehear  so  much  will  be  assuaged  by 
tte  meaxia  proyided  by  this  measure. 

"  Greedt  indulgens  sibi  dims  hydrops, 
Nee  sitim  peUit,  nisi  causa  morbi 
Fngerit  venis,  et  aqnosus  albo 
Cocpore  languor." 

I  hdd  that  in  time  the  tenant's  interest 
Biut  oompletelj  absorb  the  interest  of 
tile  landlord,  and  we  shall  some  day  see 
in  agitation  in  Ireland  productive  of  still 
more  rerolutionary  demands,  and  di- 
neted,  not  against  unjust  rents,  but 
•{pmist  rent  of  any  kind.     I  believe  that 

that 


A  powers 
_^ ^  1,  that 

1|7  enlai^og  their  own  interests  aud 
vnincting  Siose  of  the  landlords,  the 
vbde  interest  in  estates  will  pass  into 
^^  hands,  and  that  it  will  require  but 
^iligitt  shook  to  overthrow  the  remain- 
Pg  ttractare  of  the  landlord's  property 
» Wsni     I  wish  to  say  one  or  two 


words  about  the  constitution  of  the  Land 
Coui*t.  I  have  nothing  to  say  against 
the  gentlemen  who  will  compose  it,  no 
doubt  they  are  men  of  the  highest  hon- 
our and  probity ;  but  the  Court,  never- 
theless, does  not  commend  itself  to  me  as 
a  Court  of  the  highest  impartial  judicial 
characteristics.  It  seems  to  me  to  par- 
take of  the  nature  of  a  Court  whose 
members  have  been  selected  from  the 
partizans  of  one  political  Party  in  order 
to  give  effect  to  preconceived  ideas.  In 
Serjeant  O'Hagan  we  have  the  learned 
gentleman  who  assisted  the  Catholic 
Bishops  of  Ireland  in  the  preparation  of 
their  criticisms  upon  the  Bill,  many  of 
which  were  listened  to.  There  is  one  of 
the  recommendations  which  I  rather 
think  was  made  to  find  out  which  way 
the  wind  blows.  It  is  a  kind  of  expla- 
nation why  the  Prime  Minister  refused 
to  sanction  any  re- arrangement  for  the 
re-appointment  of  the  two  lay  Commis- 
sioners after  seven  years  have  expired. 
This  last  recommendation  is  that  two 
Assessors  should  be  associated  with  the 
County  Court  Judges,  and  have  co-ordi- 
nate j  urisdiction.  These  Assessors  would 
be  chosen  by  popular  election.  One  of 
the  features  of  the  case  which  strikes  me 
with  the  greatest  alarm  is  the  reception 
which  the  Bill  will  meet  with  in  Ireland. 
It  will  be  a  very  dangerous  thing  if,  by 
a  revolutionary  measure, we  hand  over 
the  whole  of  the  property  of  Ireland  to  a 
system  of  hotch-potch,  placing  the  work- 
ing of  the  measure  in  the  hands  of  those 
who  will  only  work  it  in  a  manner  which 
is  conducive  to  their  own  ends.  Yet 
there  is  another  Court  in  Ireland  to 
which  I  have  already  referred — a  Court 
not  nominated  by  the  Queen — whose  de- 
cisions are  secret,  which  now  claims  to 
regulate,  and  does  regulate,  the  affairs 
of  the  whole  country.  That  is  the  Court 
which  the  Government  has  obeyed,  which 
will  administer  this  law  and  promulgate 
it  throughout  Ireland.  The  existence  of 
this  Court  is  one  of  the  most  dangerous 
elements  in  the  question.  I  admit  that 
it  is  not  possible  to  reject  this  Bill  in 
face  of  the  powerful  Land  League  which 
has  been  raised  in  England  aud  Ireland  ; 
but  I  cannot  for  one  moment  join  in  the 
hopefulness  as  to  the  future  of  Ireland 
which,  in  consequence  of  this  Bill,  is 
entertained  by  the  supporters  of  the  Go- 
vernment. The  picture  which  I  draw  is 
certainly  not  a  very  cheering  one,  be- 
cause I  believe  that  when  the  Bill  is  sent 
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to  Ireland  it  will  be  the  signal  for 
further  disorders  in  that  country.  It 
will  be  seen  that  agitation  has  produced 
successful  results ;  that  concessions  have 
been  made  to  di^oyal  people ;  and  the 
advent  of  this  measure  in  Ireland  will  be 
the  signal  of  the  departure,  before  any 
great  number  of  years  have  elapsed,  of 
what  has  been  termed  the  ''  EngUsh 
garrison."  The  destruction  of  the  Na- 
tional Church  in  Ireland  was  one,  and 
this  will  be  another,  among  the  many 
monuments  to  the  transcendent  ability, 
but,  at  the  same  time,  ill-regulated 
optimism,  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tne  Prime  Minister. 

Viscount  POWERSCOUET  said,  as 
a  Member  of  the  Irish  Land  Tenure 
Committee,  he  felt  he  could  not  give  a 
silent  vote  on  that  most  important  ques- 
tion. That  Committee  was  appointed 
last  winter,  as  their  Lordships  knew,  for 
the  purpose  of  sketching  out  the  general 
lines  on  which  it  was  desirable  to  legis- 
late with  reference  to  land  in  Ireland ; 
and,  feeling  as  he  did  very  earnestly 
upon  the  question,  he  should  like  to  lay 
his  views  before  their  Lordships  with 
regard  to  some  of  the  broad  principles  of 
the  Bill.  He  maintained  that,  whether 
tenant  right  had  been  given  by  the  Bill 
or  not,  it  existed,  as  was  proved  both  by 
the  Richmond  and  Bossborough  Com- 
missions, in  consequence  of  the  labour 
of  the  tenants'  hands,  the  reclamation  of 
land,  the  erection  of  buildings,  and  the 
long  occupation  of  holdings.  Therefore, 
the  difference  between  the  practice  of 
England  and  Ireland  as  regarded  im- 
provements was  essential  to  the  proper 
conditions  of  the  Bill.  It  was  the 
custom  in  England  for  landlords  to  erect, 
and  also  to  maintain,  all  the  buildings 
necessary  for  the  occupation  of  the 
farms,  and  to  drain  the  lands  at  their 
own  expense.  This,  however,  had  never 
been  the  custom  in  Ireland,  and  could 
not  be,  with  its  system  of  small  farms. 
When  an  Irish  tenant  applied  to  his 
landlord  for  improvements  on  his  hold- 
ing, the  landlord  said  he  could  not  do 
the  whole  of  them.  The  tenant  there- 
upon would  ask  whether  if  he  did  a  part 
he  would  be  given  a  security.  The 
landlord  consented,  and  the  principle  of 
tenant  right  was  thereby  estabhshed ; 
for,  of  course,  the  improvements  made 
by  the  tenant  were  his  property,  and 
no  landlord  would  charge  rent  upon 
such  improvements.    But  sometimes  the 
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tenants  wanted  improvements  of  a  more 
important  character,  and  the  landlord 
agreed  to  borrow  money  from  the 
Board  of  Works,  or  became  security 
for  the  money,  to  effect  them,  and  an 
agreement  was  made  that  the  tenant 
should  pay  interest  on  the  loan  in  the 
shape  of  an  increased  rent.  This  in- 
crease became  a  permanent  increase; 
and  though  the  money  was  repaid  in  S5 
years  the  charge  continued.  That,  he 
thought,  was  perfectly  fair,  as  the  land 
was  permanently  benefited.  Of  course,  if 
the  !Bill  was  passed,  and  tenant  right 
became  universal,  landlords  would  pro* 
bably  only  erect  buildings  strictly  on 
these  terms.  Many  landlords,  in  fact, 
had  erected  buildings  before  this,  and 
never  charged  anything  to  the  tenants 
at  all.  He  had  adopted  that  plan  him- 
self. He  strongly  supported  the  recog- 
nition of  the  tenant's  interest,  which  was 
established  in  the  Bill,  and  by  no  means 
a^eed  with  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke 
of  Argyll)  on  the  question  of  tenants' 
improvements,  which  were  a  real  item 
in  the  question.  He  hoped  their  Lord- 
ships would  not  agree  to  any  limiting 
Amendments  of  the  Bill  of  the  nature 
proposed  by  Mr.  Heneage  and  Lord  Ed« 
mond  Fitzmaurioe  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  He  did  not  believe  there 
existed  one  estate  in  Ireland  which  was 
really  managed  on  the  English  principle, 
and  on  which  all  the  improvements  had 
been  the  work  of  the  landlord.  He 
thought,  too,  it  was  most  undesirable  to 
create  two  different  classes  of  tenants  in 
the  country.  He  considered  that  the  ob- 
ject of  this  measure  was  to  put  all  the 
tenants  of  Ireland  upon  an  equal  foot- 
ing, and  he  thought  that  such  an  object 
could  not  prejudice  the  landlords  in  any 
way.  He  deprecated  the  creating  of 
jealousies  and  distinctions,  and  let  uiem 
not  enable  a  tenant  to  complain  that  he 
did  not  possess  tenant  right  while  his 
next-door  neighbour  did.  It  was  also 
noticeable  that  the  Amendments  pro- 
ceeded from  English  and  not  Irish  MTem- 
bers  of  Parliament.  He  regretted  very 
much  to  say  that  he  was  afraid  there 
would  be  great  efforts  to  emasculate  the 
Bill.  He  thought  that  would  be  a  nar- 
row, selfish,  and  short-sighted  policy; 
and  what  they  ought  to  do  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  Ireland  was  to  give  full 
tenant  right,  with  free  sale.  He  did  not 
think  that  when  the  Irish  tenant  ffot 
tenant  right  such  as  the  Bill  would  give 
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him  he  would  be  so  vexy  anzioas  to  ] 
acquire  the  fee  simple.    Nevertheless, 
ereiT  facility  ought  to  be  put  in  the  way 
of  the  tenants  becoming  the  owners  of 
their  farms  where  the  landlord  was  will- 
ing to  sell.    The  great  point  with  the 
Inah  tenant  was  security  in  his  holding 
and  a  fair  rent.     He  would  also  object 
to  any  limitation  of  the  principle  of  free 
lale  as  laid  down  in  the  Bill.    They 
ought  not  to  attempt  to  limit  the  price 
Cor  which  tenant  right  was  to  be  sold. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  the  purchase 
and  aale  of  tne  tenant  right  ought  to 
be  guided  by  the  market  price  ;  and  he 
did  not  think  it  would  ever  be  worth  the 
hndlord'a  while  to  purchase  the  tenant 
right ;  he  might  just  as  well  throw  his 
money  into  the  sea,  except  in  cases  of 
fnndulent  tenants,  when  ne  could  pro- 
tect himself  by  the  power  of  pre-  emption 
provided  in  theBill.  He  did  not  look  upon 
the  Bill  as  one  for  the  confiscation  of  the 
landlords'  property,  but  rather  as  a  recog- 
nition of  tenant  right,  believing,  as  he 
did,  that  if  they  granted  security  to  the 
tenant  they  would  also  secure  the  land- 
lord, for  they  must  stand  or  fall  together. 
He  asked  the  House  to  remember  the 
itateof  Ulster,  where  tenant  right  existed, 
and  to  compare  it  with  the  rest  of  Ire- 
land, and  say  whether  the  landlords' 
property  was  not  more  secure  in  Ulster 
uan  in  other  parts  of   Ireland.     He 
hoped  their  Lordships  would  recognize 
that  principle,  and  that  both  landlords 
and  tenants  would  enter  into  their  new 
ralations  with  mutual  respect  and  cordial 
ttHMMration. 

E^BL  F0RTE8CUE  :  My  Lords,  1 
entreat  your  kind  indulgence  for  a  few 
remarks  which  I  desire  to  make  upon 
this  Bill  as  an  Irish  landowner  directly 
interested  in  its  immediate  operation, 
ind  as  on  English  landowner  prospec- 
tively interested,  with  most  of  your  Lord- 
dupe,  in  the  formidable  precedent  which 
it  establishes.  It  is  painful  to  me  to  be 
eompeUed  to  speak  as  I  shall  have  to  do 
of  this  BUI,  brought  in  by  a  Government 
oomprising  many  with  whom  I  have 
bng,  as  a  Liberal,  been  in  the  habit  of 
acting  in  politics.  But  it  is  more  pain- 
fid  to  think  that  a  Liberal  Government 
eovld  thus  repudiate  wholesale  their 
lecent  professions  and  promises.  It  is 
Asy,  not  I,  that  have  changed  opinions 
■noe  I  supported  their  Land  Act  of 
1870.  The  view  I  take  of  this  BiU  and 
iti  afteoedeoti  is  only  consistent  with 


that  deep  conviction  of  the  paramount 
importance  of  law  and  order,  and  that 
attachment  to  the  principles  of  Free 
Trade,  including  freedom  of  contract  for 
adults,  which  1  have  always  felt  and 
maintained  from  my  youth    upwards. 
But  freedom  of  contract  for  adults  only, 
for  I  well  remember  repeatedly  voting 
in  favour  of  protection  to  really  helpless 
factory  children  from  overwork  against 
Mr.  Gladstone  and  Mr.  Bright.    Before, 
however,  considering  this  Bill  and  its 
probable  effects,  I  would  ask  leave  to 
glance  for  a  moment  at  its  causes  and 
antecedents.    We  hear,  on  the  unim- 
peachable authority  of  the  noble  Duke 
who  addressed  us  so  powerfully  to-day, 
that  an  Irish  Land  Bill  formed  no  pcurt 
of  the  original  programme  of  the  pre- 
sent Government ;  nor,  indeed,  we  learn 
from  competent  authority,  of  the  Liberal 
Party    either;     for    300    addresses    of 
Liberal  candidates  at  the  last  General 
Election  contained,  we  are  told,  no  allu- 
sion to  it.   So  we  have  to  seek  aliunde  the 
reason  for  the  introduction  of  a  measure 
so  conflicting  with  the  positive  assur- 
ances given,  and  principles  emphatically 
laid  down,  by  the  authors  of  the  A.ct  of 
1870.    The  noble  and  learned  Lord  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  spoke,   in- 
deed, of  resolutions  passed  at  small  meet- 
ings in  the  North  of  Ireland  on  the  sub- 
ject, and,  like  one  or  two  other  noble 
Lords,  built  up  an  enormous  superstruc- 
ture on  some  expression  in  the  Report  of 
the  Duke  of  Richmond's  Commission.  So 
we  have  heard,  also,  of  the  necessary, 
though  unsuspected,  development  of  the 
Act  of  1870.  But  we  find  the  real  reason, 
as  virtually  admitted  by  my  noble  Friend 
the  Lord    Privy  Seal,   in   the  lawless 
condition  into  which  Ireland  has  been 
brought  since  this  Government's  accession 
to  Office.  They  cannot  deny  that  Ireland 
was  handed  over  to  them  tranquil  and 
orderly — not,  indeed,  in  a  state  of  com- 
fort and  satisfaction — owing  to  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Land  Act — previously  almost 
unknown,  as  was  erroneously  stated  by 
Mr.  Gladstone  just  before  the  Generfil 
Election  ;     but    tranquil    and    orderly, 
though  disaffected,  as  was  clearly  dis- 
cerned by  the  calmer   judgment    and 
deeper  insight  of  his  illustrious  Prede- 
cessor, and  was  publicly  proclaimed  by 
him  in  his  memorable  letter  to  the  Duke 
of  Marlborough.  In  the  Queen's  Speech, 
in  speeches  in  Parliament,  and  in  speeches 
elsewhere,  the  present  Government  re- 
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peatedly  announced  their  determination 
to  govern  Ireland  on  different  principles 
and  by  different  methods  from  those  of 
their  Predecessors ;   and  this  they  cer- 
tainly have  done,  as  far  as  they  can  be 
said  to  have  governed  Ireland  at  all.  In 
spite  of   the  public  remonstrances    of 
those  Predecessors,  and  of  the  confiden- 
tial warnings  of  the  stipendiary  magis< 
trates  of  Ireland,  they,  with  marked  self- 
complacency,  refused  to  renew  the  Act 
prohibiting  the  importation  of  arms;  and 
tens  of  thousands  of  firearms  have  been, 
in  consequence,  introduced  into  Ireland 
since  their  accession  to  Office.    I  impute 
no  motives — I  state  facts.     I  am  not 
going  back  to  the  Prime  Minister's  un- 
fortunate Clerkenwell  speech  before  the 
Dissolution.     But  later  during  the  Ee- 
cess  last  Autumn,  after  the  outrages  had 
commenced    in   Ireland,   Mr.   Bright — 
perhaps  the  first  orator  in  England — 
went  down  and  addressed  his  consti- 
tuents.   I  remember  his  speech  occupied 
more  than  a  column  in  the  newspapers. 
It  was  full  of  the  injustice  of  Irish  land- 
lords and  of  the  wrongs  of  Ireland  ;  but 
there  were  not  more  than  a  few  lines  of 
decorous  deprecation  of  violence  in  it 
altogether.     Nor  did  any  language  of 
his  right  hon.  Colleague  tend  at  all  to 
diminish  the  mischievous  influence  of 
that  speech.     Now,  it  is  obvious  that  a 
systematic  refusal  to  pay  rent,  accom- 
panied by  intimidation  and  even  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  outrage  towards  those 
who  paid  it,  or  were  engaged  in  obtain- 
ing its  payment,  would  facilitate  the  ob- 
ject of  those  who  desired  a  stringent  and 
confiscatory  Land  Bill  to  be  passed.  The 
persistence  in  such  lawless  refusal  and 
outrage  would  dispose  needy  and  timid 
Irish  landlords  to   accept  almost    any 
terms  enabling  them  promptly  to  recover 
part  of  the  money  due  to  them,  and  would 
incline  the  people  of  Great  Britain  to 
acquiesce  in  legislation  inconsistent  with 
their  habitual  respect  for  the  rights  of 
property  for  the   sake  of  obtaining  a 
peaceful  solution  of  the  ever-recurring 
troublesome  problem  of  Irish  disaffec- 
tion.    The  lawlessness  spread  and   in- 
creased, till  the  law  of  the  land  was 
superseded,  as  the  Government  had  to 
admit,  by  the  law  of  the  Land  League, 
through  county  after  county  in  Ireland. 
For  months  this  dangerous  and  discre- 
ditable state  of  things  was  helplessly 
acquiesced  in  by  the  Government,  till  at 
last,  in  January,  they  felt  compelled  to 
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propose  a  Bill  to  suspend  the  Habeas 
Corpus  Act  there.   Somewhat  later,  even 
the  Members  for  Birmingham,  conspi- 
cuous by  their  absence  uom  some  of 
the  earlier  divisions  on  that  Bill,  were 
roused  by  the  Land  League's  insolent 
defiance  into  speaking  out.     How  useful 
these  speeches  would  have  been  if  made 
last  Autumn !    I  will  not  yield  to  any 
one  of  the  Government,  or  their  sup- 
porters, my  claims  to  be  considered  a 
friend  to  humanity.    In  the  cause  of 
suffering  humanity,  if  I  have  effected 
little,  I  nave  worked  hard  and  suffered 
somewhat.     In  that  cause  I  have  stood 
by  the  bedsides  of  the  dead  and  dying 
of  cholera  and  fever ;  I  have  visited  the 
most   infectious   wards   of  workhouses 
and  of  hospitals,  incurring  some  risk, 
unfortunately  not  always  with  oomplete 
impunity,  by  doing,  rarely  and  at  inter- 
vals, what  thoueyands  of  brave  medical 
men  and  ministers  of  religion  do  daily 
as  a  matter  of  course.     But  I  feel  no 
respect  for  the  humanitarianism  which 
has  more  reeard  for  the  lives  and  limbs 
of  the  law-breaking  and  law-defying 
than  those  of  the  law-abiding  and  law- 
enforcing  ;  which  calmly  exposed  brave 
soldiers  and  policemen — armed,  indeed, 
but  rendered  practiccdly  defenceless  by 
the  authorities — to  insults,  wounds,  and 
even   death,    from  seditious    mobs    or 
cowardly   assassins  ;    which   made  the 
magistrate  to  bear  the  sword  in  vain; 
and  which,  consequently,  left  a  certain 
number  of    loyal    subjects    for   many 
months  to  suffer  depredation,  outrage, 
and  even  murder^  and  thousands  more 
to  remain  helpless  under  the  daily  appre* 
hension  of  similar  treatment  to  them- 
selves or  their  families.    Conscious  of 
the  discredit  attaching  to  them  in  con- 
sequence, the  Prime  Minister,  followed 
by  many  of  his  Colleagues  and  of  his 
supporters,  began  last  Autumn,  and  has 
continued  intermittently  ever  since,  at- 
tributing the  lawless  state  of  Ireland 
to  your  Lordships'  refusal  to  pass  his 
Compensation  for  Disturbance  Bill  last 
Session.    Now,  as  I  took  sreat  pains 
to  persuade  several  Frien£i  of   mine 
to  come  up  and  swell  the  majority  of 
Liberal  Peers,  which  would,  of  itself, 
have  sufficed,   without    other    aid,    to 
throw  out  that  Bill,   I  must    be    al- 
lowed to  say  of  that  discreditable  abor- 
tive attempt  at  Ministerial  legislation 
that  it    was  the   fitting    precursor  of 
this  measure.    For,  in  all  its  Eroteon 
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Taiiety  of  phases,  from  its  first  sudden 
iatroduotion,  oonteary  to  all  precedent, 
as  a  Bupplementazy  clause  to  a  Belief  of 
Distress  Bill  down  to  its  final  rejection 
by  an  almost  unexampled  majority  of 
this  House,  its  principle  was  confisca- 
tion with  repudiation  of  contract.  And 
both  these  measures  have  been  alike 
mis-described  by  the  Qovemment.  As 
that  Bill  was  founded  on  the  anticipa- 
tion of  general  cruel  exaction — unjust, 
fhongh  legal— on  the  part  of  the  Irish 
landlords,  who  have  oeen  since,  as  a 
body,  triumphantly  acquitted  of  this 
charge  by  the  Prime  Minister,  so  this 
Bill  was  avowedly  based  on  the  Beport 
and  Evidence  presented  by  a  one-sided 
Commission,  of  which  I  need  now  only 
ny  that  they  could  find  time  to  admit 
sn  anonymous  letter  as  testimony  against 
i  landlord,  but  could  not  find  time  to  give 
the  hearing  which  they  had  promised  to 
the  landlords  to  rebut  the  charges  made 
sgainst  them  individually.  That  Bill  pro- 
feased  to  be  local.  It  should  rather  have 
besn  called  general  with  local  excep- 
tions ;  for  it  applied  to  more  than  half 
the  acreage  of  Ireland,  and  to  more  than 
tvo-thirds  of  the  acreage  not  already 
otherwise  provided  for  by  legislation. 
It  professed  to  be  temporary;  yet  it 
dealt  inter  alia  with  changes  of  tenancy — 
that  is,  with  arrangements  of  at  hypotheii 
more  than  18  months'  duration.  It  pro- 
fessed to  apply  to  distressed  districts 
only;  yet  its  Schedules  comprised  nu- 
merous large  tracts  where  the  good 
crops  contrasted  markedly  with  those  in 
manv  large  really  distressed  districts  in 
Eog^d  and  Wales.  So  this  Bill,  we 
are  assured  with  corresponding  intre- 
pidity bv  the  Cbvemment,  is  not  to  con- 
fiscate, but  to  raise  in  value  landed  pro- 
perty in  Ireland ;  to  benefit  not  the  ten- 
ant only,  but  the  landlord  also,  and 
especially  the  labourers.  That  our  rejec- 
wx  of  that  Bill,  notwithstanding  the 
large  majority  by  which  it  passed  the 
other  House,  was  readily  acquiesced  in, 
if  not  approved,  by  British  public  opi- 
nion, we  learn,  not  only  from  the  rea- 
Moing  and  testimony  of  the  always 
honest  and  fearless  Postmaster  General, 
but  still  more  conclusively  from  the 
eonspicaoas  failure  of  the  Government 
to  get  up  successful  indignation  meetings 
on  the  subject  anywhere  out  of  Ireland. 
I  agree  with  that  able  and  courageous 
^'"'■frir  that  we  may  find  in  that  fact  a 
■trang  argument  in  fkvour  of  your  Lord- 


ships passing  a  Land  Bill,  which  I  feel 
satisfied  is  now  demanded  by  the  public 
opinion  of  Great  Britain  as  well  as 
Ireland.  But  I  go  further,  and  find  in 
that  fact  also  an  encouragement  for  this 
House  fearlessly  to  modify  those  con- 
fiscatory clauses  which  in  this  Bill,  as  I 
read  it,  deal  hardly  with  the  Irish  land- 
lords in  proportion  to  the  good  which 
they  and  their  predecessors  have  done, 
and  the  forbearance  which  they  have 
shown,  to  their  tenants.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess who  spoke  with  such  remarkable 
ability  from  these  Benches  yesterday 
exposed  the  Ministerial  misrepresenta- 
tion that  this  Bill  had  been  rendered 
necessary  by  the  extensive  mutilation  of 
the  Land  Bill  of  1 870  in  this  House ;  the 
chief  mutilations  having  been  made  by 
the  present  Lord  Chancellor,  the  present 
Irish  Chancellor,  and  the  present  Foreign 
Secretary.  So  much  has  been  already 
said  so  ably  about  this  Bill  that  I  will 
only  now  repeat  that  it  establishes  free 
sale  everywhere  in  Ireland,  whether 
previously  prevailing  or  not  on  an 
estate — nay,  more,  none  the  less,  where 
the  landlord  has  made  largo  and  long- 
continued  sacrifices  to  exclude  it.  This 
Bill  not  only  presents  the  tenant  with 
what  he  has  never  bought,  but  what  the 
landlord  has  paid  heavily  to  prevent  his 
buying.  Why  should  he  be  empowered 
to  sell  at  a  high  price  for  his  own  benefit 
alone,  to  whoever  he  pleases,  the  enjoy- 
ment of  a  holding  rendered  all  the  more 
valuable  by  the  improvements  to  which 
the  landlord  has  contributed  without 
raising  his  rent,  sacrificing  for  years  that 
contribution  with  compound  interest? 
This  is  what  my  predecessors  and  I  have 
done  for  more  than  half- a- century,  and 
this  is  what  most  other  improving  Irish 
landlords  have  done  also.  Moreover, 
thinking  it  undesirable  for  a  new  tenant 
to  enter  upou  a  new  holding,  or  an  old 
tenant  on  an  enlarged  holding,  not  only 
exhausted  of  capital,  but  probably  also 
encumbered  with  debt,  we  have  not 
allowed  the  incoming  tenant  to  discharge 
the  arrears  of  his  predecessor  in  the 
holding;  these  arrears  being  sacrificed  in 
my  case  generally  to  the  amount  of  at 
least  two  years'  rent  during  more  than 
half-a-ceutury  for  the  sake  of  the  well- 
being  of  the  tenants  and  the  better  cul- 
tivation of  the  estate.  But  why  should 
all  this  be  presented  to  the  tenants,  who 
have  already  themselves  for  years  en- 
joyed the  benefit  of  these  sacrifices  of 
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their  landlords  ?  And  how  mnch  harder 
are  the  cases  of  estates  managed  on  the 
English  system,  where  the  landlord  has 
made  the  improvements  of  all  kinds, 
instead  of  only  helping  the  tenants  to 
make  them,  like  myself  and  most  Irish 
landlords !  Still  worse,  however,  if 
possible,  as  a  matter  of  principle  than 
this,  the  Bill,  as  it  stands,  enacts  that 
written  contracts  shall  be  void,  and 
leases  not  made  under  duresse,  but  will- 
ingly taken  by  tenants  cognizant  of 
their  provisions  and  voluntarily  agreeing 
to  them,  shall  be  arbitrarily  invalidated ; 
on  account,  I  suppose,  of  the  helpless- 
ness of  the  leaseholder,  even  if  he  is 
occupying  land  on  lease  worth  £1,000 
a-year.  Can  there  be  a  case  to  which 
Mr.  Gladstone's  forcible  words  of  1870 
more  strongly  apply? — those  words,  I 
mean,  so  often  quoted,  as  to  the  demoral- 
izing influence  that  legislation  must  have 
which  facilitates  and  encourages  repu- 
diation of  contract.  And  I,  as  an  Irish 
landowner,  frequently  visiting  that  coun- 
try, and,  in  earlier  years,  sometimes 
resident  there  {or  weeks  and  months  at 
a  time,  venture  to  say,  from  my  own 
experience,  that  any  such  influence  is 
particularly  undesirable  in  Ireland, 
where  all  classes  have  too  much  in- 
dulged in  what  one  of  the  Alabama 
Commissioners  is  reported  to  have  pro- 
fessed— namely,  "a  preference  for  less 
accurate  modes  of  expression."  How  far 
and  when  contracts  are  to  be  repudiated, 
what  is  a  fair  rent,  and  various  other 
questions,  are,  by  the  Bill,  left  absolutely 
to  the  discretion  of  the  new  Court  to  be 
created.  Upon  the  composition  of  that 
Court  I  shall  say  nothing.  I  never  heard 
even  the  names  of  two  of  its  members 
before,  nor  that  of  the  third  except  in 
connection  with  the  House  of  Commons. 
But,  however  able  and  impartial  they 
may  be,  I  think  it  a  dangerous  thing  to 
place  the  interests  of  the  Irish  landlords 
and  tenants  completely  at  the  mercy  of 
a  Court  without  appeal,  and  with  so 
little  in  this  Bill  of  direction  on  some 
very  important  points.  All  the  other 
Judges  in  the  land,  however  eminent, 
act  under  the  control  of  statute  and  pre- 
cedent. Some  of  the  language  in  the 
Bill  is  very  vague  ;  and  this  new  Court, 
obviously,  can  have  no  precedents  for  its 
guidance.  But,  further,  this  Bill  is  dis- 
tinctly retrograde  in  its  conception.  It 
encourages  and  multiplies  those  divided 
ownerships  in  land,  which  for  many  years 
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the  public  opinion  and  legidation  alike 
of  this  and  other  countries  in  Europe 
have  discouraged  and  superseded.  Ton 
must  go  to  India  to  find  precedents  for 
such  a  measure.  In  England,  suocessive 
statutes  have  long  been  facilitating  the 
conversion  of  copyholds  into  freeholds 
and  the  extinguishing  of  manorial  and 
other  dues  upon  fair  terms.  The  nobto 
Marquess  told  your  Lordships  how,  in 
other  European  countries — in  France, 
in  Italy,  in  Spain  and  Portugal,  and  in 
Germany — land  tenure  had  been  more 
and  more  simplified,  and  mediaeval  dues 
more  and  more  superseded  by  money 
payments.  The  metayer  system,  onoe 
very  prevalent  in  Europe,  is  being 
graduallv  replaced  by  money  rents,  espe- 
cially  where  improvement  is  greatest. 
In  Bel^um,  of  which,  but  for  Mr. 
Jenkins^  instructive  Beport,  we  shonld 
probably  have  heard  more  said  by 
the  Government,  metayage,  once  rife, 
now  survives  only  in  a  few  polders 
near  the  German  Ocean.  The  noble 
Marquess  told  your  Lordships  how  the 
great  Land  Beform  in  Prussia,  begun 
by  Stein  in  1807  or  1811,  but  not 
completed  till  1850,  did  not  consist, 
as  Mr.  Bright  erroneously  stated  some 
time  aeo,  in  taking  one-third  or  one- 
half  of  the  land  from  the  landlord, 
and  giving  it  to  the  tenant ;  but  con- 
sisted in  taking  some  such  amount  from 
the  tenant  and  giving  it  to  the  landlord 
in  lieu  of  the  labour  and  otiier  dues, 
which,  under  the  previous  system,  he 
could  claim  from  the  tenant ;  and,  at  the  . 
same  time,  exonerating  the  landlord  from 
claims  for  assistance  of  various  kinds 
from  the  tenant;  thus  rendering  each 
class  very  nearly  independent  holders  of 
their  respective  lands.  I  might  cite  the 
land  legislation  of  Hesse,  begun  in  1811, 
but  not  quite  completed  till  1 849,  which 
is  fully  described  by  Mr.  Morier  in  a 
very  able  Beport,  because,  thoQgh  the 
territory  is  small,  its  condition  was 
typical  of  much  elsewhere  in  Germany, 
and  the  success  attending  that  iMpsIa- 
tion  rendered  its  example  very  influen* 
tial.  But  I  will  not  trouble  your  Lord- 
ships with  it.  I  will  only  add  Mr. 
Morier's  summing  up— 

'*  The  one  ruling  idea  of  the  agrarian  legis- 
lation of  Hesse,  and,  indeed,  evety  pcvt  of 
Germany,  during  the  present  century  has 
been  to  extirpate  double  ownership,  and  sub- 
stitute in  lieu  of  it  full,  unhampered  rights  of 
allodial  *'  (or,  as  we  should  say,  neehold^ "pos- 
session.*' 


497 


{Attott8t2,  1881) 


(^Trelani)  Bill 


49 


Bnt  all  {his  lias  been  done  with  scru- 
pulons  regard  to  the  just  rights  of  both 
parties,    jft  was  everywhere  in  Germany 
an   equitable    adjustment    of    the  fair 
daims  of  each — ^not  a  confiscation  of  the 
property  of  either  for  the  benefit  of  the 
other  class.     Far  the  greater  part  of 
this  Bill  is  devoted,  not  to  equitably  ex- 
tirpating, but  to  confirming  and  perpetu- 
ating divided  ownership  whore  it  already 
exists,  encouraging — nay,  compelling — 
its  creation  where  it  does  not ;  and  doing 
this,  not  with  fair  compensation,  but  by 
soarcely disg^sed  confiscation.  We  must 
oonsider  this  Bill,  however,  not  merely 
u  regards  its  injustice  or  its  retrograde 
character  in  relation  to  the  more  recent 
legislation  and  public  opinion  of  the 
most  civilized  countries  of  the  world ;  we 
most  look  also  at  its  probable  results  by 
the  light  of  political  economy,  which  was 
described  by  Mr.  Lowe  some  years  ago 
in  the  House  of  Commons  as  the  one 
Btfe  oasis  wherein  to  rest  in  the  dreary 
desert  of  politics.    I  know  that  political 
soonomy  has  been,  by  one  leading  mem- 
ber of  tiie  Cobden  Club,  amidst  the  ap- 
plause of  many  other  of  its  influential 
members,    relegated    to    some    distant 
planet.    But  political  economy  has  an 
inconvenient  habit  of,  sooner  or  later, 
Tindicatinff  its  truths  and  the  predictions 
of  its  disciples  by  results.     Within  the 
present  century  a  powerful  FiDance  Mi- 
nister in  his  day,  Mr.  Yansittart,  on  be- 
half of  a  strong  Cbvemment,  carried  by 
a  large  majority  through  the  House  of 
Ooaunons  a  B^lution  affirming  that  a 
goinea  was  worth  only  a  pound  note  and 
a  shilling,  and  yet  guineas  continued  to 
be  none  the  less  sold  next  day  for  27«. 
in  London  for  exportation.    The  highly 
protective   Com  Laws  of  1815,    1822, 
sad  1828,  with  elaborate  sliding  scales, 
avowedly  intended  to  secure  a  steady 
lemunerative  price  to  the  British  farmer, 
though  triumphantly  carried,   did  not 
prevent  agricultural  distress  from  twice, 
at  an  interval  of  about  10  years,  reach- 
ing such  a  point  as  to  engage  the  serious 
tttention  of  the  Legislature,  and  on  each 
occasion  to  cause  the   appointment  of 
Buliamentaxy  Committees  to    inquire 
into  the  cause  and,  if  possible,  suggest 
maedies  tor  the  distress.     The  later 
IWectionist  Com  Law  of  1842,  to  which 
Ux,  Gladstone  was  a  party,  and  of  which 
I  Vis,  unworthilyy  selected  to  move  the 
ivjeotionof  the  aecond  reading—that  law, 
ifeeislly  intended  to  insure  steadiness 


I  and  moderation  of  price  under  a  sliding 
scale  of  duties  doubling  the  profit  and 
loss  on  each  transaction,  though  not  less 
triumphantly  carried,  also  conspicuously 
failed  of  both  objects,  and  was  repealed 
by  its  authors  four  years  afterwards. 
So  we  need  not  shrink  from  consider- 
ing this  Bill  in  its  economical  aspect. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that,  whatever 
be  the  case  elsewhere,  in  Ireland,  the 
capital  employed  in  farming  is  gene- 
rally too  small  for  the  land  to  be  farmed 
to  the  best  advantage.  Can  it  be  eco- 
nomically desirable  that  under  the  in- 
fluence of  earth- hunger  a  tenant,  before 
entering  upon  a  new  farm  or  upon  an 
enlargement  of  his  former  holding, 
should  be  encouraged  to  spend  all  his 
capital,  if  not  to  borrow  more,  in  order 
to  buy  the  tenant  right?  Can  it  be 
doubted  that  the  Ulster  Custom  was  far 
more  the  consequence  than  the  cause  of 
prosperity  in  Ulster  ?  Has  not  much  of 
that  prosperity  resulted  from  the  rural 
domestic  manufactures  long  successfully 
carried  on  there,  but  unknown  in  the 
other  parts  of  Ireland — all  inferior  in 
thrift,  industry,  education,  and  civiliza- 
tion, to  Ulster?  And  now  that  these 
additional  sources  of  profit  beyond  the 
farm  have  been  largely  superseded  by 
chemical  works  and  steam  factories  in 
towns,  are  there  not  indications  that  the 
burden  of  that  custom  is  often  found  too 
heavy  ?  Can  it  be  desirable  to  give  to 
thousands  additional  fixity  of  tenure  in 
holdings  each  too  small,  even  if  rent  free, 
to  provide  food  for  a  family,  and  abound- 
ing by  far  the  most  where  both  soil  and 
climate  are  unfavourable  to  tillage?  Is 
not  this  to  encourage  a  permanent  local 
congestion  of  the  population  on  spots 
where  every  bad  season  must  bring 
them  to  the  brink  of  starvation  ?  Can 
it  be  desirable,  for  the  real  interests  of 
the  Irish  farmer,  to  drive  away  the  land- 
lords ;  or,  when  they  remain,  so  to  dimi- 
nish their  influence,  as  to  render  them 
powerless  to  restrain  the  indefinite  sub- 
division of  holdings  and  multiplication 
of  their  inhabitants?  The  litigation 
under  this  measure  will  certainly  be  im- 
mense. Whether  tenants,  landlords,  or 
labourers  will  be  benefited  by  it  or  not, 
no  one  can  doubt  that  the  Irish  lawyers 
will  be  so  enormously.  Can  it  be  desir- 
able that  a  large  amount  of  capital 
should  be  spent  on  unproductive  litiga- 
tion, which,  moreover,  we  know  from 
experience    is  sure    to    generate   and 


99 


Zand  Law 


{LOEDS} 


(^Irsknd)  Bttt. 


600 


foster  ill-will  between  the  litigant  par- 
ties? Then,  can  it  be  desirable,  in  the 
interest  of  the  Irish  labourerSi  still  more 
numerous  than  the  farmers,  to  drive 
away  and  dishearten  the  landlords,  who 
employ  so  much  more  labour  on  their 
demesnes  than  do  the  farmers  in  propor- 
tion on  their  holdings  ?  Will  not  the 
sudden  withdrawal  of  the  landlords'  de- 
mand for  labour,  in  consequence  of  this 
measure,  tend  to  throw  many  men  out  of 
work,  and  to  lower  still  more  the  already 
lowering,  though  till  quite  lately  much 
improved,  rate  of  wages  in  Ireland? 
And  this  brings  me  to  the  neglect  shown 
by  the  Government,  notwithstanding 
their  professions  of  interest  in  it,  to  that, 
the  largest  class  in  Ireland,  both  in  their 
Act  of  1870,  and  in  this  Bill  as  origin- 
ally introduced.  In  the  Act  of  1870, 
Clause  9,  authorizing  the  landlord  to  take 
land  for  cottage  building,  I  happen  to 
know,  had  to  be  pressed  upon  them 
before  it  was  inserted  in  the  House  of 
Commons ;  and  sub-section  5  of  Clause 
12,  giving  similar  power  to  take  small 
allotments  for  the  labourers'  use,  was 
introduced  in  this  House.  I  have 
heard  it  said  that  there  is  no  instance 
of  these  compulsory  powers  being  used. 
But  I,  who  have  built  a  certain  number 
of  labourers'  cottages  in  Ireland,  de- 
spairing of  the  farmers  ever  doing  so, 
should  be  very  sorry  to  be  without 
them.  The  Eoyal  veto  has  not  been 
found  wholly  inoperative  by  our  Mon- 
archs,  though  William  III.  was  the  last 
who  actually  exercised  it.  In  like 
manner,  there  was  not  originally  a  single 
clause  in  the  present  Bill  for  the  labourer's 
benefit.  But  then  the  labourers,  though 
in  general  badly  treated  by  the  farmers, 
had  not  yet  had  recourse  to  intimidation 
or  violence.  Unfortunately,  the  dis- 
couragingly  small  amount  of  the  fund 
provided  for  assisting  emigration,  through 
which  alone  relief  can  be  obtained  for 
the  local  congestions  of  superfluous  popu- 
lation in  the  poorest  districts,  and, 
above  all,  the  absence  of  almost  all  men- 
tion of  fleld-draining  in  the  Bill,  and 
certainly  of  any  provision  for  its  exten- 
sive execution,  together  with  the  i)romi- 
nence  given  to  reclamation  in  its  provi- 
sions, afford  sad  evidence  how  little  the 
Government  have  understood  the  real 
requirements  of  Ireland,  and  how  much 
they  have  been  influenced  by  clamour  in 
the  deviations  which  thev  have  made  in 
this  measure  from  the  stnot  principles  of 
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political  economy.  The  large  present 
and  prospective  withdrawal  of  employ- 
ment by  landlords  renders  it  urgently 
desirable  to  bring  some  productive  work 
within  easy  reach  of  the  labourers  pretty 
nearly  all  over  Ireland  without  long 
delay,  and  without  necessitating  their 
removal  from  their  homes.  Some  field 
drainage,  as  distinguished  from  arterial 
drainage,  is  required,  I  am  assured,  in 
every  neighbourhood  in  Ireland — almost 
in  every  parish  in  Ireland.  In  England, 
it  is  stated  that  about  two-thirds  of  the 
cost  of  such  draining  has  been  in  labour. 
In  Ireland,  where  the  draining  would 
be  more  largely  done  with  stone,  the  pro- 
portion would  be  probably  greater,  and  the 
work  would  naturally  be  chiefly  piece — 
not  day-work — thus  stimulating  industry 
by  enabling  the  industrious  to  earn  good 
wages.  The  generally  remunerative 
character  of  field,  or,  as  it  is  sometimes 
called,  thorough  drainage,  is  well  known. 
In  some  cases,  its  whole  cost  has  been 
repaid  by  the  increased  crops  in  four 
years.  But  it  may  be  reckoned,  gene- 
rally, to  do  so  in  10  years,  except  in  the 
case  of  very  poor,  stiff  soils,  in  a  wet 
climate ;  so  that,  with  a  moderate  annual 
charge  for  interest,  and  the  gradual  re- 
payment of  the  principal,  not  only  would 
no  loss,  except  in  very  rare  instances, 
have  been  sustained  by  the  landlords, 
even  if  the  work  had  been  done  com- 
pulsorily  on  their  lands,  planned  and 
superintended  by  Government  officers; 
but  considerable  gain  would  have  been 
realized  in  most  cases  by  them,  which 
would  have  been  at  least  fully  shared  in 
by  the  labourers.  Field  drainage,  and 
not  the  reclamation  of  waste  lands 
on  a  large  scale,  is  what  a  number  of 
the  best  authorities,  political  economists, 
practical  engineers,  improving  land- 
lords, and  land  agents,  recommend  for 
Ireland  at  present  on  all  grounds.  Un- 
happily, it  is  too  late  now,  consistently 
with  Constitutional  principles  and  Parlia- 
mentary usage,  to  remedy  the  neglect  of 
the  Government  on  this  point  in  this  BilL 
But  while  field-draining  has  been  vir- 
tually ignored  by  the  Government  in 
this  measure,  they  have  introduced 
clauses  about  the  reclamation  of  waste 
land,  happily  still  guarded  by  some 
precautionary  words,  likely,  I  hope,  to 
render  them  a  dead  letter.  For  fjrom 
what  I  have  seen  in  Dartmoor,  in  Lewis, 
and  in  a  land-locked  bay  adjoining  my 
Irish  property,  and  from  what  IliaTe 
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heard  of  in  Whittlesea  Mere  and  Sutber- 
landahire,   and  of   the    promised    but 
neyer  realized  rescue  of  a  whole  county 
from  the  sea  near  Boston,  I  am  very 
Bceptical  about  the  profitable  reclama- 
tion of  waste  lands  on  a  large  scale, 
eren  by  Crompanies  or  individuals,  and 
much  more  by  the  Government.    Under 
the  most  favourable  circumstances  much 
time  would  necessarily  be  consumed  in 
making  the  requisite  surveys  and  plans, 
in  bringing  the  requisite    machinery, 
and  preparing  the  requisite  accommo- 
dation for  the  large  body  of  labourers 
required  on  these  waste  tracts.     The 
need  of  increased  employment  for  the 
labourers  over  the  greater  part  of  Ire- 
land is  urgent,  and  no  provisions  have 
been  made  for  doing  this  in  the  Bill. 
Bat  it  is  too  late  to  repair  this  sad 
omission.    We  can  only  lament  that  the 
Oovemment  in  this  measure  do  so  much 
that,  in  my  opinion,  they  ought  not  to 
do,  and  are  leaving  undone  so  much 
that  they  might  and  ought  rather  to 
liave  done.     The  Government,  I  know, 
will  triumphantly  point  to  the  Bright 
Qausea  in  the  Act  of   1870,  and  the 
Luge  extension  of  the  same  principle  in 
the  present  Act.     The  Bright  Clauses 
Med  to  be  extensively  acted  upon,  as 
I  well  remember  predicting  they  would, 
not  so  much  because  of  their  principle 
as  of  their  infelicitous  details :  for  trans- 
eendant  eloquence  does  not  always  im- 
ply statesmanship,  much  less  legislative 
capacity    or    administrative    efficiency. 
Eveiy  thoughtful  man  must  have  de- 
dred  to  see  the  undivided  ownership  of 
land  much  more  widely  distributed  in 
IielaDd,  not  so  much  for  economical,  as 
for  social  and  political,  reasons,  in  order 
to  interest  larger  numbers  in  the  main- 
tenance  of  the  rights  of  landowners,  j 
ICany,  like  myself,  entertained  sanguine 
hopee  that  the  Encumbered  Estates  Act  | 
woidd  hawe  done  much  in  that  direction 
bog  ago.     But,  from  various  causes,  it 
did  very  little ;  and  among  those  causes 
was  not  only  a  lack  at  that  time  of  any 
peat  amount  of  available  capitel  in 
Irelandy  but  also,   in  the  middle  and ' 
lower  class,  a  lack  of  that  particular 
farm  of  earth-hunger  which  craves  for  j 
freehold  poasession.  But  though  I  think 
the  eztonaive  purchase  of  moderate  f ree- 
Uds  by  Inshmen  with  the  proceeds  of 
tt«r  own  industry  and  thrift,  even  if 
*W  somewhat    by  Government  ad- 
viSflM^  would  aooially,  economically,  and 
jolitiHdlw  be   of  the  greatest   advan- 


tage,  I  believe  that  in  all  these  three 
I  respects  Government  advances  of  three- 
!  fourths  of  the  price  to  land  purchasers 
;  will  have  a  very  injurious  effect ;  pro- 
bably sometimes   opening  the  door  to 
collusion  between  buyer  and  seller  for 
sham   sales   at    extortionate  prices    to 
cheat  the  Government,  certainly  loading 
to  a  constant  pressure  on  the  Govern- 
ment,  as  chief  creditor  and  practical 
landlord   in  Ireland,  for  remissions  of 
I  debt,  such  as  have  been  conceded  from 
;  time  to  time  by  different  Governments 
\  ever  since  I  came  into  Parliament,  and 
'further  furnishing  a  strong  additional 
!  motive  to  the  indebted  masses  for  desir- 
!  ing  national  separation  from  England. 
I  With  many  thanks  to  your  Lordships 
I  for  your  kind  indulgence,  I  will  now  sum 
i  up  my  observations  by  saying  that,  on 
the  whole,  I  consider  much  of  the  Bill 
bad    in    principle   and  dangerous  as  a 
precedent,  as  sanctioning  repudiation  of 
contract  and  ill-disguised   confiscation  ; 
that  I  find  when  the  Bill,  in  violation  of 
the    strict    rules   of  political   economy, 
makes  advances  of  public  money,  it  makes 
them,  not  to  assist  emigration  on  a  scale 
sufficiently    appreciable   to  relieve   the 
local   congestions  of  population   in  the 
poorest  districts  in  excess  of  the  moans 
of  subsistence  ;  nor  to  provide  generally 
remunerative  employment  in  widely  dif- 
fused field  drainage  for  a  large  part  of 
the  most  numerous  class  in  Ireland  now 
in  danger  of  having  to  look  to  the  poor 
rates  for  support ;  but  it  makes  advances 
only  for  artificially  raising  a  forced  crop 
of  freeholders,  and  for  the  speculation, 
if  Government  can  get  any  Company  to 
undertake  it,  of  reclaiming  waste  land. 
Still,  though  I  fear  this  Bill,  extorted  by 
intimidation,  unsound  in  principle,  and 
ill  adapted  to  its  object,  is  little  likely  to 
conduce  to  the  increased  productiveness 
of  the  land,  to  the  permanent  prosperity 
of  the  country,  or  to  the  general  con- 
tentment of  the  people  with  the  Queen's 
rule  and  the  supremacy  of  Parliament, 
I  am  glad  to  loarn  that  there  is  no  serious 
intention  to  throw  it  out ;  for  public  opi- 
nion demands  that  a  Land  Bill  shall  be 
passed.     At  the  same  time,  I  trust  the 
House  will  not  shrink  from  the  duty  of 
altering  the  clauses   most   inconsistent 
with  justice  or  policy  which  formed  part 
of  the  Bill  as  introduced  by  the  Govern- 
ment after   full  consideration ;    and  I 
hope  still  more  that  the  House  will  not 
hesitate  summarily  to  reject  objection- 
able provisions  hastily  put  in  during  the 
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discussion  of  the  Bill,  apparently  in  the   left  the  country,  and  have  given  room 


vain  endeavour  to  conciliate  the  irre- 
concilable Eepresentativos  of  the  Land 
League — a  futile  attempt  at  an  impos- 
sible task.  For  the  Land  League  have 
throughout  announced  that  they  will  not 
be  satisfied  with  any  measure  compa- 
tible with  British  ideas  of  justice  and 
British  supremacy.  They  really  aim  at 
nothing  less  than  having  Ireland  for  the 
Irish — by  ejecting  the  landlords  and  con- 
fiscating their  property — at  nothing  short 
of  the  Repeal  of  the  Act  of  Union  and 
complete  national  independence. 

Viscount  MIDLETON,  premising 
that  in  his  remarks  he  should  confine 
himself  to  the  four  comers  of  the  Bill, 
said,  he  yielded  to  no  one  in  his  desire 


to  a  class  of  tenants  who  are  less  pro- 
vided with  capital,  are  less  able  to  farm, 
and  are  altogether  on  a  lower  footing  as 
regards  intelligence,  capacity,  and  capi- 
tal than  the  men  whom  they  have  re- 
placed?" He  had  it  on  very  high 
authority,  from  the  manager  of  one  of 
the  largest  estates  in  Ulster,  that  that 
was  the  case  on  the  property  with  which 
he  was  immediately  connected,  and  that 
he  believed  it  to  be  the  case  on  many 
other  estates.  The  second  question 
was — **  How  will  it  be  possible,  if  this 
Bill  becomes  law  in  its  present  shape, 
for  a  landlord  in  the  South  or  West  of 
Ireland  to  make  any  improvement,  by 
concentrating  around  the  homestead  the 


to  see  this  unhappy  question  set  at  rest    scattered  fragments  of  land  where  the 
for  ever,  and  a  better  state  of  feeling   townlands  have  been  let  in  rundale,  or 


promoted  between  landlord  and  tenant 
in  Ireland.  No  sacrifice  could  be  too 
great,  either  for  an  individual  or  for  a 


where  they  have  been  scattered  by  some 
other  agency  ?  "  Previous  to  1870,  this 
object  was  always  obtained  by  giving 


class,  if  they  could  restore  to  those  por-  j  notice  to  quit,  and  thus  inducing  the 
tions  of  Ireland  in  which  distrust  had  |  tenants  to  come  to  an  agreement  as  to 
always  unhappily  existed  between  land- 1  the  arrangement  of  their  farms.    Under 


lord  and  tenant  a  better  feeling;  and 
also  if  they  could  produce  a  good  feel- 
ing in  those  districts  where  no  such  dis- 
trust ever  prevailed,  before  it  had  been 
fostered  within  the  last  few  months  by 
the  action  of  the  Land  League.  He 
could  not,  however,  but  remark  the  want 
of  appreciation  apparent  in  several  of 
the  speeches  delivered  from  the  Minis- 
terial side  of  the  House  of  the  haste 
with  which  the  Bill  had  been  initiated, 


the  Act  of  1870  such  arrangements, 
which  were  more  for  the  good  of  the 
tenant  than  that  of  the  landlord,  had 
been  rendered  difficult ;  and  his  fear  was 
that,  under  the  present  Bill,  they  would 
be  utterly  impracticable.  As  regarded 
the  Arbitration  Clause  of  the  Bill,  it 
practically  abolished  freedom  of  con- 
tract altogether,  whatever  might  be 
said  of  free  sale.  How  would  it  be  pos- 
sible to    carry  out    the    provisions  of 


and  the  extraordinary  complexity  of  its  the  clause  without  a  substantial  re 
details.  The  measure  was  distinctly  and  |  valuation  of  the  soil  of  Ireland,  and, 
avowedly  based  on  the  Report  of  the  if  so,  what  means  were  provided  for 
Commission  presided  over  by  the  noble  j  doing  that ;  and  how,  in  the  numerous 


Earl  who  sat  on  the  opposite  Benches 
(the  Earl  of  Bessborough).  That  Com- 
mission collected  a  vast  mass  of  evi- 
dence, which  was  not  taken  on  oath, 
and  which  was  full  of  mis-statements 
and  contradictions  ;  but  the  Bill  had 
been  read  a  second  time  in  the  House  of 
Commons  before  the  rebutting  testi- 
mony saw  the  light.  His  fear  was 
that  under  the  present  Bill  arrange- 
ments which  were  far  more  for  the 
good  of  the  tenants  themselves  than 
for  the  landlord  would  be  utterly  im- 
practicable. For  instance,  with  regard 
to  free  sale,  there  were  two  questions  he 
should  like  to  ask.  The  first  was  this — 
*'  Is  it  the  case  that  since  this  custom  of 
Ulster  was  legalized  by  the  Act  of  1870 
a  large  number  of  tenants  in  that  Pro- 
Tince  have  sold  their  oooupationsi  have 

Hurl  FortHcue 


appeals  to  the  Court  which  there  would 
most  assuredly  be  under  it,  would  the 
machinery  be  provided  which  would  en- 
able the  work  in  hand  to  be  grappled 
with  ?  Passing  to  what  had  been 
termed  the  ornamental  clauses  of  the 
Bill,  he  would  observe,  with  reference 
to  the  Purchase  Clause,  that  while,  poli- 
tically speaking,  there  could  be  no  doubt, 
if  it  could  be  properly  worked,  that  it 
would  be  of  the  greatest  possible  benefity 
for  there  could  be  no  question  of  tiie 
great  benefit  that  would  accrue  to  Ire- 
land by  having  a  large  number  of  owners 
of  the  soil ;  yet  that  doctrine,  when  th^ 
had  to  do  with  anything  like  peasant 
proprietorship  in  a  counted  oistrioCi 
would  prove  to  be  a  failure.  He  be- 
lieved it  would  be  as  impossible  to  pre- 
serve a  race  of  peatant  proprislow  im 
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Ireland  as  it  had  been  found  impossible 
to  preserve  tbe  old  race  of  yeomen  in 
England,  onless  they  could  rescue  them 
from  the  eyer-increasinff  exigencies  of 
modem  competition.  Me  did  not  expect 
that  the  Beclamation  Clauses  would  work ; 
the  only  possible  way  of  reclaiming 
land  in  a  remnneratiye  way  being  by 
the  application  to  waste  lands  of  the 
■pare  time  of  occupiers,  who  could  not 
set  any  money  value  for  their  spare 
hours.  With  regard  to  the  Emigration 
Qaase,  whatever  might  have  been  the 
case  as  regards  that  clause  as  it  was  in- 
trodnoed  into  the  Lower  House,  as  it 
had  emerged  from  it  the  clause  was 
a  simple  farce.  Its  provisions  re- 
minded him  of  the  attempt  of  Mrs. 
Partington  to  oppose  the  Atlantic  with 
a  mop.  It  had  the  expense  limited 
to  £200,000.  That  would  emigrate 
ahout  700  families,  or  5,000  souls,  at  the 
utmost,  while  the  unaided  emigration 
from  Ireland  last  year  was  upwards  of 
96,000.  He  objected  dso  to  the  pro- 
vinons  introduced  into  the  Bill  with  re- 
gard to  leases  as  being  unjust,  and  must 
s1m>  be  allowed  to  express  his  unqualified 
disapproval  of  the  clause  dealing  with 
laboorera.  He  should  have  preferred 
that  the  maxim,  De  minimis  non  curat 
ItSf  had  been  applied  to  the  latter.  What 
was  to  be  done  in  the  case  of  estates 
managed  on  the  English  principle  ?  No 
proposal  was  contained  in  the  Bill  to  meet 
moh  cases.  He  regretted  the  «fimiM  which 
had  been  shown  towards  the  Irish  land- 
lords, and  denied  that  a  case  had  been 
made  out  which  could  in  any  way  justify 
the  hard  things  which  had  been  said  of 
them,  although  he  admitted  that  among 
laadlordB,  as  among  every  other. class, 
nnjnst  men  were  to  be  found.  He  had 
ilways  tried  to  assimilate  the  manage- 
ment of  his  Irish  estates  to  that  prevail- 
ing on  his  English  estates.  He  thought 
fiiat  the  Bill  would  operate  hardly  upon 
the  purchasers  of  property  in  the  Landed 
Estates  Court  in  Ireland,  and  this  class 
of  proprietors  numbered  one-sixth  of  the 
whole.  Many  of  these  purchasers  were 
eommercial  men,  who  were  invited  to 
make  their  purchases  by  way  of  invest- 
ment under  the  inducements  held  out  to 
them  by  the  Legislature,  and  they  were 
ia  this  position,  that  they  were  disliked 
by  the  people,  who  preferred  the  former 
proprietors  to  them,  and  now  found 
uemselvas  abandoned  by  Parliament. 
Ihe  same  tf»i«g  would  hapjjen  also  to 
ftois  who  had  Beoome  proprietors  since 


1870.  This,  however,  was  but  one  in- 
stance in  which  the  Bill  meted  out  in- 
justice to  the  unoffending.  He  thought 
that  it  was  a  dangerous  proposal  to  revise 
the  terms  of  leases  granted  on  the  faith 
of  the  Act  of  1870,  and  would  not  tend 
to  encourage  the  granting  of  leases. 
By  the  provisions  relating  to  labourers' 
cottages,  the  successors  of  present 
owners  might  find  themselves  charged 
with  large  sums  for  the  repayment  of 
advances  made  for  the  purpose  of  erect- 
ing cottages  which  might  no  longer  be 
required.  In  other  respects,  too,  the 
Bin  showed  an  utter  disregard  for  the 
interests  of  posterity.  Everything  was 
to  be  done  here  on  behalf  of  the  holder 
of  the  present  tenancy,  who  was  to  be 
invested  with  privileges  which  formed 
no  part  of  the  bargain  between  himself 
and  his  landlord.  With  regard  to  the 
clause  for  staying  proceedings,  that 
clause  was  introduced  at  the  last  moment, 
and  was  dishonest  on  the  part  of  those 
who  introduced  it,  and  on  the  part  of 
those  who  accepted  it.  That  clause 
merely  introduced  by  a  side  wind  the 
principle  which  their  Lordships  refused 
to  recognize  in  the  Compensation  for 
Disturbance  Bill  of  last  year.  If  the 
clause  were  passed,  it  would  authorize 
the  Court  to  decree  that  just  debts  should 
not  be  satisfied  which  had  been  allowed 
to  remain  unenforced  by  the  indulgence 
of  the  landlord.  He  was  puzzled  to 
understand  the  principles  on  which  the 
Bill  was  framed.  He  gave  the  Govern- 
ment credit  for  a  sincere  desire  to  benefit 
Ireland;  but  how  did  they  carry  out 
their  intention?  The  subject  of  Irish 
land  required  to  be  treated  like  any 
other  subject,  on  scientific  principles. 
So  far  as  political  economy  was  con- 
cerned, those  princples  had  been  thrown 
to  the  winds  at  the  outset.  They 
would,  however,  re-assert  themselves. 
Naturam  expellas  furca  tamen  usque 
recurret.  They  were  told  that  this 
was  to  bo  a  message  of  peace  to  Ireland. 
It  probably  was  so  intended  ;  but,  judg- 
ing from  the  reception  which  the  mea- 
sure had  received  from  the  Land  League, 
there  was  little  reason  to  hope  that  it 
would  prove  to  be  a  message  of  peace  to 
Ireland.  It  had  already  been  formally 
repudiated  under  the  infiuence  which  at 
present  dominated  Ireland,  and  was  not 
that  of  our  Sovereign  lady  the  Queen. 
He  could  not  help  thinking  that  this 
Bill  would  open  the  door  to  unlimited 
htigation,  a  circumstance  wliich  was  to 
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be  regretted,  especially  in  a  country  like , 
Ireland,  where  sucli  a  love  of  litigation 
prevailed.     In  every  clause  the  interests ' 
of  the  landlords  were  deliberatoly  seti 
aside  in  order  to  gratify  the  political 
exigencies  of  a  Government,  or  the  de- 
mands of  an  outrageous  agitation.    One 
thing,  however,  would  have  even  recon- 1 
ciled  him  to  this  Bill,  in  spite  of  all  its 
objectionable  features,  and  that  was  if 
it  had  been  a  final  measure.     But  most 
important  questions  had  been  intention- 
ally left  open  for  future  consideration, 
among  them  being  absenteeism,  the  con- 
stitution of   the  Land   Court,  and  the 
subject  of  town  parks.     If  it  was  to  the! 
advantage  of  the  State  that  any  person 
or  class  should  cease  to  exercise   the 
rights   they  had  exercised,  he  had  no 
doubt  that  the  State  could  remove  them ; 
but  they  had  no  right  to  keep  them  in  a 

Position  which  was  intolerable  to  them, 
n  his  opinion,  simple  expropriation  of 
landlords  upon  an  equitable  footing 
would  have  been  a  more  statesmanlike 
proceeding,  for  the  landlords  would  in 
the  future  be  of  no  use  to  their  country, 
and  would  not  be  able  so  efficiently  as 
they  had  been  to  discharge  their  alle- 
giance to  the  Queen.  The  Bill  took 
away  from  them — and  especially  from 
absentee  landlords,  of  whom  he  was 
one — every  inducement  to  do  their  duty 
to  their  tenantry  ;  and  he  felt  convincea 
that,  if  it  passed  in  its  present  shape,  the 
landlord's  power  of  improving  his  own 
property,  or  the  condition  of  those  who 
lived  upon  it,  would  be  nil.  Having 
pointed  out  what  were  considered  to  > 
be  the  defects  of  the  measure,  the  re- 
sponsibility of  it  must  be  left  in  other 
hands.  Should  he  prove  a  false  prophet 
no  one  would  be  more  heartily  glad  than 
himself,  and  no  one  would  be  more  eager 
and  ready  to  acknowledge  it.  But  he 
could  not  help  saying  he  expected  se- 
rious consequences,  which  ho  did  not 
think  the  Government  had  adequately 
estimated,  would  result  from  it  in  the 
immediate  present,  and  still  more  so  in 
the  future,  and  only  hoped  that  the 
worst  results  of  it  would  not  be  realized 
by  generations  still  unborn. 

Lord  WAVENEY  said,  that  the 
noble  Viscount  who  had  just  sat  down 
(Viscount  Midleton)  had  expressed  his 
ideas  so  clearly  and  explicitly,  that,  were 
it  not  that  all  faith  in  modern  prophecy 
had  been  lost,  he  (Lord  Waveney) 
should  regard  with  considerable  mis-  | 
givings  tho  future  position  of  Irish  land- 


lords  under  the  Bill.  Sharing,  however, 
in  that  want  of  faith,  he  was  disposed  to 
think  the  result  would  be  the  direct  re- 
verse of  the  anticipation.  He  desired, 
at  the  outset,  to  enter  a  strong  protest 
against  the  principles  which  some  noble 
Lords  had  maintained  during  the  dis- 
cussion, one  of  which  in  effect  was  that 
landlords  ought  to  be  compensated,  not 
merely  for  loss  of  wealth  and  substance, 
but  for  deterioration  to  their  social  posi- 
tion and  power.  But  landlords  possessed 
all  the  social  and  political  rights  of  other 
members  of  the  community  ;  and,  there- 
fore, they  had  no  just  ground  of  com- 
plaint on  that  score.  In  the  next  place,  it 
was  contended  that  expropriation  would 
have  been  a  far  fairer  solution  of  the 
admitted  evils  of  the  Irish  land  system 
than  the  remedies  contained  in  the  pro- 
posed measure,  and  that  it  would  be  satis- 
factory to  the  landlords,  and  not  in  any 
way  dishonourable  to  them.  That  was 
a  principle  which  he  indignantly  re- 
jected. Their  duty  was  to  maintain  and 
make  g^od  their  position,  and  to  display 
in  that  position  those  qualities  which,  in 
the  eyes  of  the  world,  would  warrant 
and  entitle  them  to  fill  those  stations  of 
exceptional  prominence  and  advantage 
which  they  at  present  possessed.  If  the 
Nobles  of  France — a  body  much  inferior 
to  the  Nobles  of  Ireland — had  only  re- 
cognized that  truth,  they  might  nave 
guided  the  elements  which  exploded  in 
the  frenzy  of  the  French  Bevolution  into 
a  very  different  channel.  He  thought, 
therefore,  their  Lordships  should  act  in 
a  manner  worthy  of  the  best  traditions 
of  the  landed  class,  and  not  imitate  that 
example  so  disastrous  in  its  results  to 
those -concerned.  With  regard  to  tenant 
right,  and  its  existence  in  Ulster,  surely 
the  improving  tenant  on  the  small  hold- 
ing on  the  mountain  side  had  earned 
something  in  the  nature  of  that  right  by 
his  labour,  especially  in  the  reclamation 
of  waste  land,  and  the  Bill  was  framed 
in  a  spirit  of  equity  with  reference  to 
that  class  of  men.  What  was  wanted, 
in  addition,  was  some  help  for  those  who 
could  not  by  industry  take  care  of  them- 
selves. For  them  the  Bill  would  provide, 
by  the  Emigration  Glauses,  as  to  which 
he  did  not  believe  it  possible  that  reme- 
dial legislation  on  the  subject  could  be 
effective  without  some  provision  for  a 
well-regulated  system  of  emigration.  A 
map  in  the  Library  of  the  House  was 
shaded  so  as  to  show  what  land  in  Ire- 
land remained  to  be  reclaimed;  but  it 
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hopelees  to  talk  of  reclamation  of 
waste  lands  upon  a  large  scale.  The 
nibjeot  was  ftmj  discussed  in  1847  and 
1848,  and  the  schemes  then  proposed 
vere  ibnnd  to  be  impracticable.  The 
landlords,  no  doubt,  did  make  some  im- 
provements ;  but  it  was  the  tenants  who 
earned  out  reclamations,  who  prepared 
the  soil  for  the  plough,  who  cleared 
away  the  moss  ana  the  heather,  to  en- 
able the  land  to  be  tilled  by  labour,  so 
as  to  produce  the  potato  crop.  He  re- 
membered but  one  period  of  absolute 
pease  in  Ireland ;  ana  that  was  the  peace 
of  exhaustion  that  followed  the  Famine, 
when  there  was  a  cessation  of  political 
andof  religious  strife.  He  did  not  despair 
of  a  different  peace,  for  the  people  of 
Lrdand  oould  not  fail  to  be  touched  by 
tike  patience  of  this  Empire.  He  had 
fiTsd  long  enough  in  Ireland  to  know 
the  value  of  the  Ulster  tenant  riffht. 
The  noble  Lord  then  traced  the  origin 
of  the  custom,  and,  continuing,  said  that 
the  first  blow  was  struck  at  it  when 
land  in  Ulster  was  sold  by  the  Court 
with  those  rights  which  belonged  to  the 
tenants.  The  Ulster  tenant  right  was 
not  understood  in  England,  or  in  that 
House  as  it  ought  to  be,  and  the  more 
lapdation  was  based  on  the  ideas  under- 
^mg  that  custom,  the  more  lasting 
bandit  would  it  confer  on  Ireland,  and 
Ihe  better  it  would  be  for  the  tenant  and 
file  hm^rd.  It  was  very  easy  to  find 
bolt,  but  not  so  easy  to  suggest  a 
nmsdy  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  could 
not  eoncelTe  any  cases  in  which  a  remedy 
amid  not  be  supplied  by  the  action  of 
in  honest  and  learned  tribunal ;  and,  in 
Us  opinion,  there  was  but  one  cause  of 
isgret  with  respect  to  the  tribunal,  and 
that  was  that  it  would  probably  be  in- 
nffldent  to  deal  with  the  infinite  num- 
ber of  oases  that  would  be  likely  to  be 
brought  before  it,  and  he  should  there - 
fere  suggest  that  there  should  be  a 
lirger  number  of  Judges,  sufficient  for 
the  formation  of  two  Courts,  for  he  be- 
lieved the  questions  to  be  dealt  with 
were  too  much  for  the  intellect  of  three 
■an.     The  Court  would,  in  the  first 

^9  have  to  consider  the  custom  of 
r,  and  afterwards  the  various  modi- 
isations  of  that  principle  that  would 
bare  to  be  made  in  applying  it  to  all 
parts  of  the  Island ;  and  he  trusted  that 
one  of  the  results  would  be  that  they 
vonld  hear  less  in  future  of  disputes  be- 
tween landloida  and  tenants.  When  the 
wmm  aiose>  Ziowever,  the  people  of 
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Ireland  had  always  exhibited  great 
energy,  great  ability,  and  great  intelli- 
gence ;  and  that  this  Bill  would  pave  the 
way  for  national  greatness  he  was  firmly 
convinced.  In  conclusion,  he  thanked 
the  noble  Marquoss  opposite  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  for  not  dividing 
against  the  Bill,  and  thus  disappointing 
those  who  were  expecting  that  the  House 
Would  be  led  into  committing  a  mistake 
at  this  crisis.  They  were  indebted  to 
the  noble  Marquess  for  relieving  them 
from  the  task  of  dividing  on  a  measure 
which  ought  to  be  considered  indepen- 
dently of  I?arty  politics. 

The  Earl  of  BELMOEE  said,  he 
was  glad  that  no  Amendment  had  been 
moved  to  the  second  reading,  because, 
having  taken  some  part  in  the  discus- 
sion of  the  subject  in  Ireland,  he  had 
promised  to  give  a  fair  consideration  to 
any  measure  which  might  be  proposed. 
That  promise  he  would  not  depart  from ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  it  was  with  very 
great  reluctance  that  he  could  express 
any  approval  of  a  Bill  that  was  such  a 
wide  departure  from  the  principle  of 
freedom  of  contract.  There  was  no 
doubt,  however,  that  something  was  re- 
quired to  be  done  in  Ireland  at  that  mo- 
ment. The  question  of  legislation  had 
been  alluded  to  over  and  over  again ; 
and  it  would  be  perfectly  futile  now  to 
indulge  in  any  speculation  whether,  if  a 
stimulus  had  not  been  given  two  or 
three  years  ago  to  agitation  on  the  ques- 
tion of  Irish  land,  some  smaller  measure 
might  not  have  met  the  difficulty.  There 
were  very  important  social  questions  in 
Ireland  which  required  that  some  mea- 
sures should  be  adopted  by  Parliament 
to  settle  the  Land  Question  on  a  secure 
basis.  It  was  unnecessary  to  mention 
the  case  of  many  of  the  landlords.  The 
agitation  which  had  gone  on  for  some 
time  in  Ireland  had  done  much  harm  to 
trade  in  Dublin,  and  had  caused  a  great 
falling  off  in  the  profits  of  the  railways ; 
and  the  only  institutions  which  had  pro- 
fited from  the  present  state  of  things  wore 
the  banks.  Having  recently  come  from 
Ireland  to  attend  these  debates,  ho  hap- 
pened on  his  journey  to  meet  a  profes- 
sional gentleman  of  groat  knowledge  and 
experience  in  his  locality.  This  gentle- 
man remarked  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  there  was  a  great  scarcity  of  money 
in  the  country.  He  (the  Earl  of  Bolmore) 
asked  what  had  become  of  it.  **  Oh," 
was  the  reply,  '*  it  is  said  that  in  one  of 
the  banks  in  the  town  in  whicli  I  live 
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there  is  from  £200,000  to  £300,000 
placed  to  deposit  accounts.  The  farmers 
will  only  get  I  per  cent  interest  for 
this  money."  This  was  so  much  capital 
withdrawn  from  the  laud  from  a  fear 
that  if  they  invested  it  in  the  land  it  was 
in  danger  of  being  lost  in  consequence  of 
their  not  having  any  security  for  the  re- 
tention of  their  holdings  under  the  pre- 
sent system.  The  Bill  dealt  with  several 
matters,  and,  avoiding  details  as  much 
as  possible,  he  would  make  a  few  re- 
marks on  them  in  the  order  in  which  they 
came  in  the  Bill.  The  first  question  was 
as  to  the  sale  of  the  tenant's  interest,  or 
what  was  called  free  sale.  He  was  one  of 
those  landlords  who,  to  a  considerable 
extent,  had  not  objected-  to  the  sale  of 
the  tenant's  interest.  At  one  time,  many 
years  ago,  he  had  attempted  to  control 
it.  But,  finding  the  responsibility  for  the 
acts  of  his  agents  too  great,  and  that  it 
was  impossible  to  prevent  a  larger  sum 
being  paid  auh  rosa^  he  abandoned  all 
attempt  at  direct  control,  only  reserving 
to  himself  either  the  indirect  control  of 
saying  what  he  would  give  to  the  ten- 
ant for  the  power  of  exercising  a  veto 
upon  the  persons  coming  into  the  farm. 
So  long  as  free  sale  was  not  abused, 
the  principle  might  be  defended.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  the  rent  was  made 
more  secure  by  it.  But,  on  the  other 
hand,  unlimited  free  sale  was  open  to 
much  abuse  and  might  prove  a  great 
injury  to  the  country.  The  man  giving 
up  his  farm  was  glad  to  get  as  much 
as  he  could,  and  the  creditors,  as  well  as 
the  landlord,  had  a  bettor  chance  of 
being  paid.  But  the  person  coming  in 
was  placed  in  a  very  much  bettor  posi- 
tion by  restricting  free  sale.  Probably 
he  had  borrowed  some  of  the  money, 
and  that  circumstance  would  prevent 
him  from  stocking  his  farm.  Therefore, 
the  right  of  the  landlord  to  limit  the 
amount  given  for  the  interest  in  a  farm 
was  a  salutary  one.  That  right  was 
now  practically  taken  away,  and  so  far 
the  provision  dealing  with  the  subject 
was  objectionable.  He  would  admit, 
however,  that  according  to  the  defini- 
tion of  the  extreme  supporters  of  ten- 
ant right  in  Ireland  this  Bill  did  not 
confer  absolutely  free  sale.  The  next 
question  was  the  tenure  of  the  land, 
and  the  greatest  objection  that  the  ten- 
ants had  to  the  present  system  was 
that  the  rent,  oven  under  the  Bill, 
might  be  constantly  increased.  But,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
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Marquess  of  Salisbuty)  had  described  it 
as  a  system  which  would  prevent  an  in- 
crease of  rent.  That  was  not  altogether 
so ;  but,  practically,  the  rent  could  not 
be  increased,  except  by  converting  leases 
for  ever  into  perpetuities,  when  a  small 
addition  to  it  might  be  made,  or  as  the 
value  of  money  fell  there  might  as 
time  went  on  be  some  increase.  He 
had  lately  looked  very  closely  into  the 
system  of  tenure  on  his  own  property 
from  the  time  of  the  Plantation,  and  he 
found  that  at  one  time  every  holding  was 
let  for  a  longer  or  shorter  term  of  years. 
Down  to  the  present  century,  it  was  al- 
ways usual,  on  granting  a  lease,  to  have 
a  small  increase  of  rent.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  (Lord  Car- 
lingford)  had  said  that  the  great  rise 
which  had  taken  place  in  the  value  of 
land  during  the  last  100  years,  or  less, 
was  due  partly  to  tenant  right  and 
partly  to  the  tenants'  improvements. 
That,  he  (the  Earl  of  Belmore)  believed, 
was  certainly  not  the  case.  In  his  opi- 
nion, while  admitting  that  the  rise  in 
the  value  of  land  in  Ulster  had  been 
considerable,  ho  thought  it  was  attri- 
butable to  the  increased  value  of  money 
compared  with  the  increased  value  of 
land,  and  not  to  the  tenant's  improve- 
ments or  to  the  tenant  right  system 
which  prevailed  there.  He  had  no  faith 
in  the  existence  of  tenants'  improve- 
ments before  the  beginning  of  the  pre- 
sent century,  and  could  not,  there&re, 
think  that  they  had  been  a  factor  in  the 
increase  of  the  value  of  land.  With 
regard  to  tenant  right,  he  found  no 
trace  of  it  until  within  the  last  100 
years.  Now  and  then,  it  was  true,  he 
had  heard  of  cases  in  which  sums  of 
money  had  been  given  by  way  of  com- 
pensation, and  those  cases,  perhaps, 
contained  the  germ  of  tenant  right  ;  but 
the  right  in  its  modern  form  was  not 
known  till  a  more  recent  period.  Of  all 
the  questions  dealt  with  by  the  Bill,  the 
question  of  rent  was  the  most  important 
to  the  tenant.  That,  at  least,  was  his 
experience,  which  was  fully  confirmed 
by  what  he  had  heard  at  a  land  meeting 
at  which  he  had  been  asked  to  preside. 
Comparisons  were  sometimes  made  be- 
tween the  rents  on  English  and  Irish 
estates,  and  a  letter  on  the  subject  had 
appeared  in  an  Irish  paper  by  a  tenant 
farmer  from  Ireland  who  had  visited 
Gloucestershire.  The  writer  of  that 
letter  pointed  out  that  he  paid  no  more 
than  £1  an  acre^  and  the  landlord  paid 
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ihe  tiAe  rent-charge;  while  in  Olonoes- 
tsnUrs  the  STenigeTent  was  £2  an  acre, 
with  tithe  and  taxes  that  made  the  rent 
maetically  £3.  With  respect  to  the  Bill 
oeftne  the  House,  he  woiud  say  little  as 
to  the  proposed  Conrt,  lest  he  should 
inrel  orer  a  well-beaten  path ;  but,  on 
tike  whole,  he  felt  confidence  in  the  Gom- 
ndnionerB  who  would  be  appointed.  One 
of  them  he  scarcely  knew  at  all,  but  of 
the  others,  one  was  a  trained  man  of 
bonnees ;  while  the  position  and  ability 
of  the  Jndidal  Commissioner  were  g^uar- 
anteea  that  he  would  be  an  impartial 
TndsB.  Some  people  thought  that  there 
duiud  be  five  Commissioners;  but  he 
ftoogfat  that  three  was  a  better  num- 
ber. He  had  always  been  favourable 
to  some  form  of  arbitration,  but  could 
not  approye  of  the  establishment  of  ar- 
Mtrators  in  the  shape  of  the  Land  Court, 
and  he  was  in  hopes  that  in  Committee 
their  Lordships  would  so  amend  the  Bill 
u  to  make  it  lees  objectionable  than  it 
was  at  present.  The  clauses  of  the  Bill 
ttat  most  excited  his  sympathy  were 
Aose  by  which  it  was  intended  to  make 
taunts  landed  proprietors,  and  he  should 
ef«a  have  pr^erred  to  trust  solely  to 
them  as  a  remedy  for  the  present  griev- 
■noes,  and  to  have  altogether  omitted 
die  other  parts  of  the  BiU.  No  doubt,  a 
great  dxflerenoe  of  opinion  existed  on 
the  snbjeot,  some  maintaining  that  the 
■hs  made  under  the  Church  Tem- 
ponUties  Commissioners  had  resulted 
m  a  complete  success,  while  the  Be- 
tans  issued  for  the  county  of  Armagh 
fcfoiued  the  contrary  view.  Failures 
flme  certainly  had  been  in  some  in- 
ifauioeB;  but  the  glebe  lands  were  just 
fliose  where  the  most  unsuitable  tenants 
hg  the  experiment  would  be  found: 
fa  flke  darg^man  of  former  days  had 
aot  eren  a  mb  interest,  and  was  not 
mnimXtf  an  improving  landlord ;  so 
mf  as  he  could  get  a  moderate  profit, 
sad  five  in  peace  with  his  tenants,  he 
wn  satisfied.  But,  in  spite  of  that  fact, 
he  was  Toy  glad  that  the  Peasant  Pro- 
^taiy  (^nses  found  a  place  in  the 
flDy  and  he  looked  to  them  to  counter- 
let  the  ill-effects  of  some  of  its  other 
pDfiaions.  It  had  been  contended  that 
fte  Emigxation  dauses  would  probably 
hsnsslefls  and  inoperatiTe,  and  perhaps 
fte  experiment  mi^ht  have  been  tried 
Ma  knar  scale;  bat  a  vexy  consider- 
■Ub  SB^giratian  would  always  be  going 
^BwhsDerer  there  was  a  time  of  agri- 
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cultural  depression.  A  Northern  public 
officer — whose  office  caused  him  to  be 
a  good  authority — was  of  opinion  that 
when  this  Bill  came  into  operation  and 
creditors  had  something  tangible  to  sell, 
so  many  tenants  were  weighed  down 
with  debt,  that  it  was  probable  thai 
emigration  would  be  more  considerable 
than  ever.  In  the  way  of  enabling 
those  who  were  so  situated  to  seU 
out  and  emigrate,  he  thought  those 
clauses  would  do  some  ffood.  Amend- 
ments to  the  Bill  would,  of  course,  be 
proposed  in  Committee ;  but  there  was 
only  one  point  to  which  he  wished  to 
call  attention — namely,  with  regard  to 
those  landlords  in  Ulster  who  had  bought 
up  the  tenant  right  on  their  estates.  The 
Prime  Minister  had  denied  that  there 
were  any  such  cases;  but  when  he 
moved  his  Amendment,  having  for  its 
object  the  protection  of  those  landlords 
who  had  so  acted,  he  should  be  able  to 
prove  their  existence,  and  would  sup- 
port his  views  by  evidence  of  their  actual 
number.  In  conclusion,  he  must  say 
that  his  own  idea  with  regard  to  Ireland 
was  that  matters  would  never  prosper 
there  until  all  parties  agreed  to  leave 
agitation  alone.  And  he  said  this  with 
the  more  confidence,  because  it  was  true. 
The  LOED  CHANCELLOB:  My 
Lords,  I  have  two  reasons  for  asking 
your  Lordships'  indulgence  on  this  occa- 
sion. One  will  be  obvious  to  your  Lord- 
ships. It  is  that  it  is  necessary  for  me 
to  explain  the  causes  which  have  led  me, 
from  a  sense  of  duty,  to  accept  my  share 
of  the  responsibility  for  the  introduction 
of  this  measure.  The  other  is  because, 
in  the  course  of  this  debate,  frequent 
reference  has  been  made  to  speeches 
delivered  by  me,  when  I  was  under  no 
official  responsibility,  iu  the  year  1870. 
Some  explanation  is  due  to  your  Lord- 
ships, after  what  has  been  said  with 
reference  to  those  speeches,  of  the  view 
which  I  take  of  the  present  position  of 
affairs  in  Ireland,  as  conipared  with 
that  of  the  year  1870.  My  Lords,  I^, 
should  like,  at  the  outset,  to  say;„''ol'  cir- 
words  as  to  the  principles^^Jh  as  to  con- 
ceive to  be  fundamen^^ecesBity.  I  agree  to 
any  such  lejrial^  \  think  there  is  a  neces- 
stronyly^;  which  I  see  no  other  remedy — 
th"  —  --^  ^    -    ^     _«.._?  .- 
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at  least,  none  so  likely  to  be  effectual  as 
a  Bill  of  this  kind.  Now,  my  Lords,  I 
have  done  with  my  own  speeches,  and 
I  ask  you  to  consider  what   are   the 
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real  conditions  of  this  question.  Be- 
fore endeayouring  to  state  them,  I  will 
allnde,  for  a  moment,  to  the  strange 
alarms  which  have  been  introduced  in 
the  course  of  this  debate  about  the  pos- 
sible consequences  of  this  measure  in 
England,  r^ow,  I  am  quite  content  to 
look  that  suggestion  in  the  face,  and  to 
say  openly  and  distinctly  that,  if  there 
were  like  circumstances  in  England,  I 
should  loyally  agree  to  similar  measures. 
So  far  firom  thinking  that  any  wrong  or 
injustice  would  be  caused,  I,  as  a  land- 
lord, although  not  a  large  one,  should 
think  such  legislation  under  such  cir- 
cumstances altogether  to  my  interest,  as 
weU  as  to  the  interest  of  the  tenant.  I 
think  this  is  a  case  in  which  one  cannot 
do  wrong  in  tr3dng  to  imagine  oneself 
in  the  position  of  an  Irish  landlord.  Be- 
member  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  legislation  takes  place,  and  say  in 
your  conscience  whether  you  would  think 
yourself  wronged  by  such  a  Bill.  I  can 
say  with  a  clear  conscience  that  I  should 
not  think  myself  wroneed.  On  the  con- 
trary, I  should  think  the  Bill  at  least  as 
beneficial  to  myself  and  to  my  own  class 
as  to  the  class  of  tenants.  But  the  real 
truth  is,  that  the  same  circumstances  do 
not  exist  in  England,  and  the  tenants 
desire  similar  measures  at  least  as  little 
as  the  landlords.  Speaking  for  my- 
self, in  the  last  few  years  I  should  have 
been  very  far  indeed  from  alarmed  if  a 
fair  rent  had  been  fixed  upon  my  land 
by  an  independent  and  competent  tri- 
bunal, and  if  the  tenantry  had  been 
fastened  to  the  land  on  those  terms,  at 
all  events  for  15  years.  But  now,  my 
Lords,  what  are  the  leading  facts  which 
we  must  keep  in  mind  when  approach- 
ing this  question  in  connection  with  Ire- 
land ?  In  England  the  persons  engaged 
in  agriculture  as  occupying  tenanto  are 
1  in  69;  in  Ireland  they  are  1  in  9. 
The  difference  between  those  figures 
shows  the  dependence  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  upon  agriculture  as,  practically, 
their  sole  means  of  living,  in  contrast  to 
those  other  means  of  living  and  sources 
of  prosperity  which  the  people  of  Eng- 
land possess.  With  regard  to  the  hold- 
ings, the  contrast,  at  first  sight,  does  not 
seem  equally  great,  because  in  Eng- 
land 59  acres,  on  an  average,  go  to  a 
holding ;  while  in  Ireland,  if  you  include 
all  the  great  grazing  farms,  27  acres 
form  the  average,  a  oasparity,  however, 
still  very  great,   even  if  no  deduction 
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were  made  Ibr  those  great  grasing  fiuma. 
In  Ireland  nearly  naif  of  the  whole 
number  of  holdings  throughout  the 
country  are  under  15  acres,  and  nearly 
two-thirds  are  not  above  £10  valua- 
tion. Even  in  the  most  prosperous 
part  of  the  country — ^Ulster — the  propor- 
tion is  practically  the  same.  I  do  not 
want  to  dwell  upon  some  other  factors 
in  the  question  ;  but  they  are  not  with- 
out importance  in  considering  the  differ- 
ence between  England  and  freland.  In 
England,  the  g^reat  proprietors  commonly 
reside  upon  their  estates ;  in  Ireland  they 
commonly  do  not.  Do  not  let  it  be  sup- 
posed that  I  wish  to  do  injustice  to  that 
class  of  Irish  proprietors.  For  the  most 
part  they  have  been  very  liberal  to 
their  tenants,  although  I  know  that  there 
are  some  resident  proprietors  who  are 
equally  so.  But  the  fact  that  so  veiy 
^eat  a  proportion  of  the  land  of  Ireland 
IS  in  the  himds  of  large  proprietors  who 
do  not  reside  upon  their  estates,  and 
that  those  estates  are,  and  must  be,  ma- 
naged by  agents  who  can  never  be  to  the 
tenants  what  resident  proprietors  might, 
necessarily  introduces  a  different  sys- 
tem of  treatment,  and  produces  very 
different  relations  between  the  owners 
of  property  in  Ireland  from  those  which 
are  prevalent  in  this  countzv,  where 
large  proprietors  do,  as  a  rule,  reside 
on  their  estates.  Then,  my  Lords, 
there  is  another  circumstance  never  to 
be  forgotten  in  estimating  the  social 
conditions  under  which  we  have  to  legis- 
late for  land  in  Ireland,  and  that  is,  wat 
while  from  the  causes  which  I  have 
mentioned  there  is  a  considerable  loss 
of  useful  moral  and  social  influence  on 
the  part  of  the  landlords,  on  the  other 
hand,  those  same  landlords  are,  for  the 
most  part,  of  a  religion  different  firom 
that  of  their  tenants,  and  thus  there  is 
an  unfortunate  absence  of  the  sympa^ 
thies  which  arise  from  community  of 
religious  belief;  and  the  people  are, 
for  the  most  part,  under  the  influence 
of  a  clerffy  who  are  not  directly  con- 
nected with  or  interested  in  the  land. 
I  refer  to  these  matters  because  they 
appear  to  me  to  show  the  peculiar  condi- 
tions under  which  we  have  to  legislate  on 
this  question.  I  would  ask  your  Lord- 
ships, can  you  separate  the  interest  of 
the  landlord  from  that  of  the  tenant  ? 
Can  anyone  in  this  House  maintain  that 
it  is  for  the  interest  of  the  landkndl  mors 
than  for  that  of  the  tenant  that  there. 
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should  h6  ohrooio  ftntegcmisni  between 
them,  mutual  opposition,    and  if  not 
mntuid  enspiciony  jet  at  least  suspicion 
and  distrust  on  the  part  of  the  more 
numerous  and   less   educated  —  when 
taken  individually  the  weaker  class,  but 
when  taken  togetiLer,  under  the  influence 
of  combination,  by  no  means  the  weaker  ? 
My  Lords,  I  wIAl  to  look  at  this  ques- 
tion, in  the  first  place,  from  what  1  will 
call  the  landlord's  point  of  view,  as  I 
miderstand  it.    I  say,  then,  that  the 
fslue  of  the  landlord's  interest  depends 
upon  the  tenantry  at  least  as  much  as 
upon  the  title  which  the  law  gives  him 
to  the  land.  Without  an  occupying  ten- 
antiy  his  land  would  be  valueless  to 
him,  and  any  policy  whidi  did  not  re- 
gard as  oommon  the  interest  and  pros- 
perity of  both,  and  aim   at  such  an 
a^UBtment  of  their  relations  as  may 
gifs  them  some  chance  of  living  on 
good  and  cordial  terms  together,  must 
be  at  least  as  ruinous   to   the  land- 
lord as  to  the  tenant.    I  own  I  was 
anprised  at  something  which  fell  from 
flie  noble  Marquess  on  my  left  (the 
Harauess  of  Salisbury}  last  night,  and 
whiim,  in  my  judgment,  was  as  great  a 
Ulacy  and  as  great  an  error  as  could 
poiribly  be  put  into  words.    The  sen- 
tmoe,  which  I  took  down,  was  this — 
"  Whenever  large  advantages  are  given 
to  the  tenant  they  must  be  taken  from 
fte  landlord.''    Thai  I  utterly  and  posi- 
tively deny.  An  opinion  more  unfounded 
aad  more  contrary  to  a  true  conception 
of  the  interests  of  both  landlord  and 
taaaiit  cannot,  I  think,  be  ima^ned. 
The  more  prosperous  a  tenant  is  the 
better  will  be  nis   relations  with  his 
hodkod,  and  the  better  is  the  vidue  of 
fle  hmdloird's  interest  secured ;  and  un- 
km  you   show  that  you  directiy  take 
from  tiie  landlord  something  which  is  his 
-and  give  it  to  the  tenant,  then  I  say  the 
nm  advantages  vou  can  confer  upon  the 
tenanti  the  more  benefits  you  also  confer 
qpoa  the  landlord.     Wbat,  my  Lords, 
vadarAe  present  state  of  thines  is  the 
laloe  of  the  landlord's  interest  r    What 
iia  those  rights  we  are  supposed  to  de- 
pive  him  of  over  his  tenants?    We  are 
mposed  to  be  depriving  him  of  his 
apt  of  eviction,  .and  to  be  destroying 
wfieedom  of  contract.    But  do  these 
•ttiqgs  ^t^  at  the  present  moment  ? 
Vbat  IB  the  benefit  .of  the  power  of  evic- 
&a  H  when  you  bave  evicted  the  ten- 
H  yon  mh  ^get  nobody  to  take  the 


land,  no  one  daring  to  do  so  ?  What  is 
the  benefit  of  taking  land  into  your  own 
hands,  without  the  means  of  hiring  la- 
bour for  its  cultivation  in  a  free  market  ? 
If  a  moral  force  comes  between  the  land- 
lord and  the  class  on  which  he  depends 
for  his  prosperity,  puts  them  at  arm's 
length,  and  takes  away  the  possibility 
of  the  land  being  let  or  profitably 
cultivated,  of  what  good  is  your  cherished 
right  and  power  ?  What  is  the  meaning 
of  power,  if  you  have  to  face  combina- 
tions and  the  result  of  combinations  such 
as  that  produced  by  the  present  agitation  ? 
There  is  not  an  Irish  landlord  in  this 
House  who  will  not  say — ''  If  this  state  of 
state  of  things  is  to  continue,  the  value 
of  our  property  is  gone."  Well,  our 
object  IS,  as  far  as.  possible,  to  put  an 
end  to  that  state  of  things,  and  by  de- 
vising the  best  means — thosemost  likely, 
as  we  think,  to  work  permanentiy  and 
justly — to  secure  and  maintain  the  value 
of  the  landlord's  interest  as  much  as 
that  of  the  tenant.  If  there  is  any  other 
way  to  bring  about  that  result,  it  has 
not  yet  been  stated.  It  may  be  asked**- 
indeed,  it  is  often  said — **  Why  do  you 
not  enforce  the  law  ?  "  No  one  is  more 
sensible  than  I  am  that  it  is  our  duty  to 
do  the  utmost  in  our  power  to  maintain 
and  enforce  the  law.  But  your  Lordships 
know  the  old  maxim — Quid  leges  sine 
morihua  f  You  know  very  well  the  state 
of  things  which  exists  when  it  is  neces- 
saiy  to  put  all  the  powers  of  the  law, 
and  even  exceptional  laws,  in  foroe—- 
when  the  moral  bonds  of  society  are 
strained  to  the  utmost.  I  should  like  to 
know,  if  the  law  were  enforced  to  the 
uttermost,  as  I  should  desire  it  to  be, 
what  the  value  of  the  landlord's  pro- 
perty would  be,  if  the  masses  remain, 
reasonably  or  unreasonably,  in  a  chronic 
state  of  alienation  towards  the  land- 
lords, of  hostility  against  the  law,  of 
virtual  partnership  in  things  which  the 
law  ought  to  put  down  ?  If  that  is  the 
state  of  feelmg  which  is  engendered 
among  the  tenantry,  do  you  think  that 
by  evicting  every  tenant  and  putting 
the  landlord  in  possession  of  the  land, 
and  by  the  strong  armof  soldiery  or  police 
everywhere  putting  down  disturbance, 
you  could  maintain  or  restore  the  value  of 
the  landlord's  property  ?  Do  you  think 
that  the  mere  exertion  of  overwhelmr 
ing  force  could  restore  the  relations 
which  ought  to  exist  between  landlord 
and  tenant?     Do  you  think  you  can 
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thus  overcome  the  rooted  opposition  of 
these  large  classes,  if  you  do  nothing  to 
conciliate  that  opposition  ?  Can  you 
make  them  take  the  land?  Can  you 
even  make  them  labour  on  it  if  you  take 
it  into  your  own  hands  ?  In  whatever 
degree  you  may  be  able  to  work 
against  those  difficulties,  and  encounter 
them,  and  partially  counteract  them,  is 
there  really  any  Irish  landlord  in  this 
House  who  will  seriously  say  that,  on  the 
hypothesis  of  a  chronic  abnormal  strain- 
ing of  the  law,  the  pecuniary  and  moral 
veuue  of  the  landlord's  property  will  be 
greater,  or  that  his  position  will  be 
better  than  it  will  be  under  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill,  provided  the  Bill  comes 
into  operation  and  works?  I  believe 
your  Lordships  have  recognized  the 
truth  upon  this  subject,  for  that  is  the 
reason  why,  although  this  measure  is  de- 
nounced as  revolutionary  and  Commii- 
nistio,  and  as  an  act  of  confiscation  and 
injustice  to  the  landlord,  not  one  of  your 
Lordships  proposes  that  it  should  be 
thrown  out.  Apart  from  any  question  of 
the  effect  of  a  Dissolution  of  Parliament, 
or  other  political  complications,  those  who 
BO  speak  do  not  desire  that  the  state  of 
things  which  I  have  described  should 
subsist,  and  they  know  that  it  would  sub- 
sist if  the  Bill  were  thrown  out.  I  will 
ask  your  Lordships  to  permit  me  to  read 
a  sig^ficant  question  and  answer  with 
which  I  was  a  good  deal  struck  in  the 
evidence  before  the  Bessborough  Com- 
mission. The  evidence  is  that  of  a 
Gal  way  landowner,  Mr.  0' Flaherty,  who 
seemed  to  have  a  great  dislike  to  any 
legislation  of  this  kind.  He  was  asked 
this  question — ''Is  not  the  tenant  of  a 
farm  more  or  less  at  the  mercy  of  the 
landlord  ?  "  I  suppose  the  question  had 
reference  to  one  of  the  points  that  are 
often  made  about  the  absence  of  free- 
dom of  contract,  when  the  power  of  the 
landlord  is  too  much  for  the  tenant.  Mr. 
O'Flaherty's  answer  was  this,  and  to  my 
mind  it  is  very  true  and  significant — 

**  Upon  my  word,  I  think  that  the  balance  is 
very  little  in  favour  of  the  landlord,  supposing 
that  a  crisis  like  this  comes,  which  every  man  of 
ordinary  sagacity  might  foresee.  I  think  the 
landlord  is  in  the  worst  position  of  the  two." 

My  Lords,  I  am  afraid  that  our  experi- 
ence of  this  crisis  justifies  that  opinion  ; 
and  what  I  ask  your  Lordships  to  be- 
lieve, and  what  I  think  I  can  clearly 
establish,  is  that  this  crisis  is  not  of  a 
factitious  kind,  got  up  by  a  mere  un- 
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scrupulous  agitation  like  that  of  the  Irish 
Land  League,  but  is  a  crisis  which — as 
Mr.  O'Flaherty  said — **  every  man  of 
ordinary  sagacity  might  foresee."  What, 
my  Lords,  is  the  history  of  this  crisis, 
of  which  we  have  heard  something  from 
the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Marl- 
borough) ?  I  must  carry  the  answer  a 
little  further  back  than  the  occurrences  of 
the  last  two  or  three  years  which  were  ad- 
verted to  by  the  noble  Duke.  There  has 
been  in  Ireland  a  long-standing  conflict 
between  legal  theory  and  practical  status, 
just  one  of  those  conflicts  between  facts 
and  law  which,  whenever  they  occur,  lead 
to  inconvenient  political  consequences, 
and  require  adjustments  which,  in  ordi- 
nary circumstances,  might  not  be  justi- 
fiable. I  am  not  going  further  back  in 
illustration  of  this  than  the  year  1860, 
when  that  remarkable  Act  of  Parliament 
was  passed  which  enacted  that  from  that 
time  contract,  and  not  tenure,  should  be 
the  basis  of  landed  property  in  Ireland. 
My  Lords,  it  was  something  like  what 
I  remember  at  the  time  of  the  Crimean 
War.  There  was  a  squib  published  in 
the  shape  of  an  Act  of  Parliament  sup- 
posed to  have  been  passed,  which  de- 
clared that  a  certain  newspaper  should 
have  authority  to  take  the  city  of  Sebaa- 
topol,  and  that  from  the  time  when 
that  newspaper  should  announce  the  cap- 
ture of  Sebastopol,  it  should  be  and  be 
deemed  to  have  been  captured  to  all 
intents  and  purposes  whatsoever.  The 
Act  of  1860,  declaring  that  land  should 
be  held  by  contract  and  not  by  tenure, 
when,  in  fact,  it  was  held  by  tenure 
and  not  by  contract,  attempted  an  im- 
possibility. Only  10  years  passed,  and 
in  1 870  the  tenour,  though  not  the  letter, 
of  that  legislation  was  reversed.  The 
Act  of  1870  established  the  Ulster  Cus- 
tom, which  is  surely  tenure  and  not 
contract.  It  was,  however,  so  estab- 
lished as  to  leave  it  vague  and  indefinite. 
I  do  not  know  of  any  inadvertence, 
nor  do  I  know  that  the  Act  of  1870 
did  not  accomplish  the  purposes  in- 
tended to  be  carried  out  by  it.  But 
it  had  undoubtedly  some  effects  which 
were  not  foreseen,  as  it  was  a  measure 
which  did  not  work  out  its  own  prin- 
ciples to  such  a  point  as  distinctlj  to  sepa- 
rate the  interests  which  it  recog^nized 
from  those  which  previously  existed  in- 
dependently of  law.  It  has,  in  oonse- 
<^uence,  been  productive  of  much  fric- 
tion,  much  irritation,  much  unsettle- 
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ment,  and  a  aenae  of  inseourity.  I  was 
straok  with  two  things  which  were  said 
yesterday — the  first  by  the  noble  Mar- 
qaess  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  who 
said  tiiat,  in  the  case  of  the  Ulster  Cus- 
tom, there  was  always  the  absolute  power 
of  Uie  landlord  in  the  background  to 
nise  the  rent.  But  that  is  the  very 
thin^  which  has  created  nine-tenths  of 
the  irritation — I  am  now  speaking  of 
Ulster.  The  people  have  felt  that  by 
the  legislation  of  1870  you  recognized 
rights,  not  defining  them,  but  leaving 
them  liable  to  be  indefinitely  taken 
away,  whether  by  intentional  encroach- 
ment or  otherwise,  to  what  extent  is  not 
material.  They  felt  that  they  were 
liable  to  have  their  rights  diminished 
and  encroached  npon  by  the  exercise, 
imlimited  and  uncontrolled,  of  the  land- 
kid's  power  to  raise  the  rent,  which, 
oondstently  with  the  custom,  he  was 
entitled  to  do.  As  a  matter  of  feujt  there 
has  been,  and  is  now,  in  the  Province  of 
Ulster,  whether  or  not  the  landlords 
have  used  that  power  unjustly,  a  great 
amount  of  uneasiness,  dissatisfaction, 
and  sense  of  insecurity.  The  other  re- 
mark with  which  I  was  struck  was  made 
by  the  noble  Earl  who  was  lately  Go- 
Tomor  (General  of  India  (the  Earl  of 
Lytton).  The  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Aigjll)  also  referred  to  it  in  his  speech. 
The  remark  was,  that  when  you  turn 
CQstoms  not  recognized  by  law  into  legal 
ri^its,  you  inf  alii  Dly  change  their  nature, 
and  immediately  ffive  them  a  character, 
in  relation  to  all  other  pre-existing  rights, 
which  they  did  not  possess  before.  My 
Lords,  that  was  the  inevitable  effect  of 
the  operation,  which,  nevertheless,  may 
have  been  just  and  necessary.  We  know 
that  eminent  Conservatives,  like  the  late 
Lord  Mayo  and  others,  pressed  for  a 
reeognition  by  law  of  the  Ulster  Custom 
hag  before  it  was  established  by  law  in 
1870 ;  and  the  moment  it  was  so  estab- 
Uahed,  the  relative  position  of  the  par- 
ties was  changed,  and  tenant  right, 
which  had  been  tolerated  and  endured 
when  the  custom  was  not  legal,  and  which 
then  depended  only  on  the  good  feeling 
and  sense  of  justice  of  the  landlords,  ac- 
qoired  a  different  position  when  it  be- 
cime  a  le^al  right  as  much  as  the  rights 
of  the  landlord.  But  what  actually  oc- 
eorred  f  It  was  in  Ulster,  if  anywhere, 
that  this  land  movement  began.  It  is  the 
greatest  error  in  the  world  to  say  that 
we  state  of  things  with  which  we  have 


now  to  deal  is  due  to  the  Land  League. 
The  Land  League  was  its  effect,  not 
its  cause.  The  Land  League  would 
never  have  had  the  power  which  it  has 
acquired  if  it  had  not  found,  as  materials 
to  work  upon,  the  previous  state  of  feeling 
and  opinion,  the  previous  demand  for 
legislative  change,  which  existed  before 
the  Land  League,  and  nowhere  more 
prominently  than  in  Ulster.  The  sig- 
nificance and  importance  of  this  fact  are, 
that  if  any  part  of  Ireland  can  be  called 
prosperous  it  is  Ulster ;  if  any  part  is 
loyal  it  is  Ulster ;  if  any  part  is  more 
difficult  than  another  to  draw  into  the 
vortex  of  disaffection,  it  is  Ulster.  Yet 
in  Ulster  this  desire  for  change  was  ori- 
ginally strongest,  because  of  the  feel- 
ing, or  fear,  that  the  landlord's  power 
to  raise  the  rent  might  be  exercised  so 
as  to  transfer  to  the  landlord  the  rights 
of  the  tenant ;  and  in  that  province  there 
grew  up  a  series  of  Tenant  Kight  Associa- 
tions for  the  very  purpose  of  obtaining  a 
better  and  stricter  definition  of  the  rights 
which,  in  1 870,  had  been  conceded  to  the 
tenants,  and  which  Associations  were 
founded  upon  the  notion  that  this  power 
of  the  landlord  was  one  which  might  be 
exercised  at  any  time  and  by  anybody. 
I  have  never  resided  much  in  Ireland, 
but  I  can  speak  upon  one  point  with 
some  slight  degree  of  personal  experience. 
I  am  not  an  Irish  landlord ;  but,  in  the 
year  1875,  I  was  invited  to  accept  the 
office  of  Master  of  one  of  the  great  City 
Companies,  which  has  a  large  estate  in 
the  county  of  Londonderry.  It  had 
been  the  practice  on  that  estate,  from 
the  time  when  it  came  into  the  Com- 
pany's own  hands,  that  there  should  be 
a  re- valuation  and  a  reasonable  increase 
of  rent  every  20  years.  It  so  happened 
that  one  of  those  terms  of  20  years  ex- 
pired while  I  was  Master  of  the  Com- 
pany. I  need  hardly  say,  that  the  Com- 
pany desired  to  behave  justly,  and  not 
to  raise  the  rent  any  more  than  they 
thought  was  right.  Well,  the  tenants 
combined  together  and  resisted.  They 
obtained  the  services  of  a  Belfast  lawyer, 
who  harangued  the  tenants  in  the  square. 
Wo  did  £ul  we  could  to  consider  what 
was  represented  to  us,  and  we  made  a 
considerable  reduction  from  the  origi- 
nal proposal.  What  did  the  tenants  do 
then?  They  still  declined  to  agree  to 
it.  Then,  other  deductions  were  made, 
and  at  last  they  agreed,  with  difficulty,  to 
an  extremely  moderate  increase  of  rent — 
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I  think  not  as  much  as  one-third  of  what 
was  originally  proposed.  All  this  process 
was  attended  with  constant  anxiety,  if  not 
danger,  and  I  had  that  experience  long 
before  this  Bill  was  thought  of.  I  came, 
in  my  own  mind,  to  the  conclusion  ex- 
pressed by  a  gentleman  who  acted  on 
that  occasion  as  the  Company's  solicitor, 
in  the  evidence  which  I  see  he  eave  be- 
fore the  Bessborough  Commission,  that 
it  would  be  a  most  happy  thing  for  all 
parties  if  there  could  be  a  Court  to  settle 
such  land  disputes,  and  so  provide  the 
means  of  diminishing  friction  between 
landlord  and  tenant.  I  have  hitherto 
been  speaking  of  the  North.  As  to  the 
South  and  West,  I  should  like  to  refer 
to  a  passage,  not  in  the  evidence  of  the 
Bessborough  Commission,  but  in  the 
preliminary  Report  of  Professor  Baldwin 
and  Mr.  C.  Robertson,  the  Assistant  Com- 
missioners appointed  bv  the  Commission 
presided  over  by  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke 
of  Richmond  and  Gordon)  dated  on  the 
1st  of  January,  1880.  I  beg  your  Lord- 
ships to  observe  the  date.  It  was  before 
the  change  of  Government ;  it  was  before 
the  Land  League  had  attained  to  any 
very  formidable  dimensions.  No  persons 
Goidd  be  more  competent  than  those 
two  Assistant  Commissioners.  Professor 
Baldwin  had]  filled  positions,  both  in 
England  and  in  Ireland,  of  the  highest 
public  importance  in  connection  both 
with  practical  and  with  scientific  agri- 
culture. He  told  the  Bessborough  Com- 
mission that  for  the  last  16  years  he  had 
annually  visited  every  county  in  Lreland, 
and  that  he  had  personally  examined 
and  inspected  every  holding  of  which  he 
spoke.  This  is  what  he  and  Mr.  Robert- 
son said  in  their  preliminary  Report — 

**  Finding  so  many  of  tho  small  farmers  of 
the  South  and  West  steeped  in  deht,  misery, 
and  poverty,  while  their  lands  are  undrained 
and  neglected,  we  asked  why  they  did  not  adopt 
better  systems  of  farming  Y  Thousands  upon 
thousands  of  them  could  easily  double  their  in- 
comes bv  the  exercise  of  skill.  We  have  tra- 
velled through  entire  districts  without  seeing 
anv  men  at  work  in  the  digging  of  the  grouna 
before  the  winter's  frost,  or  in  preparing  the 
land  as  it  ought  to  be  prepared  at  this  season 
for  the  coming  crops.  But  the  answer  to  our 
appeals  on  both  matters  was  the  same ;  it  affords 
evidence  of  a  conviction  which  is  deeply  on- 
g^ved  on  the  minds  of  this  class — namely,  that  if 
they  made  improvements  the  rents  would  be  im- 
mediately raised  in  consequence  of  those  im- 
provements. Now,  whatever  view  be  taken 
of  this  subject,  the  feeUng  remains  all  the  same 
in  the  minds  of  those  simdl  farmen,  and  it  is 
■troQgeit  in   the   most  baokward   and   most 

Th$  Lord  Chtm$lUr 


densely  poptdated  districts,  and  on  the  estates 
of  land  jobbers,  and  on  those  of  a  few  absentees 
and  other  landlords  who  do  not  take  the  neces- 
sary personal  interest  in  the  managemoint  of 
their  properties.  This  feeling  would  appear  to 
have  cru&ed  ^  spirit  of  progress  and  improve, 
ment  out  of  the  minds  of  these  poor  people.  In 
the  whole  range  of  the  heads  of  our  inquiry 
this  is  the  moS  delicate  and  difficult  snli^'ect. 
It  is  as  significant  as  it  is  suggestive,  that  several 
large  landed  proprietors  in  different  parts  of 
the  country  have  drawn  our  attention  to  tbA 
existence  of  this  feeling,  and  made  to  ns  state- 
ments which,  if  true,  would  fully  justify  it." 

I  must  say  that  I  cannot  concur  in  the 
sweeping  denunciations  made  by  my 
noble  Fnend  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke 
of  Argyll)  of  the  evidence  before  the 
Bessborough  Oommission.  I  think  his 
criticism  missed  its  mark.  It  might 
have  been  to  the  purpose  if  it  had  been 
the  main  question  whether,  in  particular 
cases  where  accusations  were  made 
against  particular  landlords,  the  facts 
might  not  have  been  misrepresented  or 
misunderstood.  I  have  no  doubt  they 
often  were ;  and  that  in  other  oases  there 
may  have  been  something  to  be  con- 
sidered on  both  sides.  Sut  it  is  im- 
possible to  evade  the  force  of  this  flEUst, 
that  the  Commissioners  received  an  enor- 
mous mass  of  evidence,  not  only  from, 
small  farmers,  but  from  large  tenants  and 
land  agents,  and  also  firom  landlords, 
which  if  it  did  not  prove  many  actual  in- 
stances of  oppression  and  unreasonable 
increase  of  rent,  at  least  all  tended  in  one 
direction — that  there  is  a  feeling  of  dis- 
trust, anxiety,  and  a^tation  among  the 
tenants  on  this  question.  All  these  wit- 
nesses proved,  beyond  a  doubt,  that  wide- 
spread feeling  of  distrust  and  uneasiness, 
the  effect  of  which  is  to  make  this  laige 
and  indispensable  class  of  people,  the 
small  farmers — the  real  cultivators  of  the 
land — ready  to  be  the  victims  of  agitation, 
and  to  be  drawn  into  combinations  dan- 
gerous to  themselves,  to  the  landlords, 
and  to  the  State.  I  think,  therefore,  I 
am  perfectly  right  in  stating  that  the 
Land  League  is  the  effect  of  tms  state  of 
things,  and  not  the  cause;  and  if  you 
want  to  get  rid  of  such  effects  you  must 
address  yourselves  to  the  cause,  and  you 
must  endeavour  to  place  the  system  of 
land  tenure  in  Ireland  on  such  a  basis 
as  will,  so  far  as  the  law  can,  meet  these 
causes,  and  provide,  at  least,  for  a  better 
definition  of  the  mutual  rights  of  the 
different  classes.  With  alT  the  fjEUsts, 
the  Evidence,  and  the  Beports  that  were 
before  us,  with  the  ftdmission,  on  the 
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ctrdinil  ptrint  as  to  rent,  by  the  majority 
as  wdl  as  the  minority  of  the  Gommis- 
■on  presided  over  by  the  Duke  of  Bich- 
mram  and  Gordon,  Ihat  a  case  was  made 
out  for  Bome  kind  of  public  arbitration, 
sad  that  there  was  reason  to  believe  that 
ike  intervention  of  a  Court  for  that  pur- 
poae  would  be  acceptable  to  a  large  pro- 

rrtion  of  the  land  owners  in  Ireland— 
ssk  what  were  we  to  do?    Nobody 
Tentnres  to  say  we  were  to  do  nothing. 
We  anxiously  considered  what  we  ought 
to  do,  and  we  endeavoured  to  get  all  the 
kelp  we  could  from  others.    There  has 
keen  a  series  of  philippics  composed  by  an 
eloquent  writer  for  the  Landlord's  Com- 
mittee in  Dublin,  the  echoes  of  which 
ksve   been    frequently    heard    in   the 
muse  of  this  deoate.    I  rather  think  I 
itv  one  of  them,  which  contains  citations 
bom  various  speeches  by  myself  and  my 
Colleagues,   in  the  hands  of  the  noble 
Duke  who  spoke  lately  (the  Dukeof  Marl- 
borough).   I  have  read  those  philippics 
with  some  degree  of  admiration  for  the 
Ktaranr  power  exhibited  in  them ;  but  I 
liSTS  nued  to  find  anything  practical  in 
them  beyond  the  assumption  that  this  Bill 
ii  utterly  wrong.     There  is  nothing  in 
Asm  sDggestinRwhat  ought  to  be  done. 
B  theLandlOTdr  Committee  really  meant 
inything  by   this  flood  of  eloquence, 
TOit  was  it  ?    Do  they  truly  think  that 
nothing  ought  to  be  done  ?    That  does 
Bot  seem   to   me    to   be  the   oj^inion 
skidi  has  been  expressed  in  this  de- 
bate even  by  those  who  have  found 
aiiMt  fuilt  with  the  Bill.    But  if  the 
flofemment    have    taken    the    wrong 
iif  I  what  is  the  right  way  ?    We  did 
Bot  make  the  state  of  things  which  we 
find.    ["  Oh ! "]     WeU,  let  it  be  sup- 
posed, for  the  sake  of  argument,  that, 
at  one  time  or  another,  we  did  not  do 
nmeddng  that  we  might  have  done,  and 
flat  we  are  to  that  extent  to  blame — what 
I  Bay  18  that  we  are  not  responsible  for 
ihestaia  of  things  I  have  described,  which 
hss  been  going  on  almost  ever  since 
the  Land  Xot  of  1870  waspassed.    We 
snnot  xeaponsible  for  the  Ulster  Tenant- 
ii|^  Associations,  nor  for  the  origin  of 
ftsLand  League,  which  was  in  exist - 
•see  in  the  time  of  the  late  Government. 
Us  state  of  things  to  which  this  Bill  is 
sMrswod  ezistea  independently  of  us, 
ttd  we  ^»^  the  dn^  of  dealing  with  it. 
A  BMce  difficult  and  axaipus  duty  we 
Mid  not  have  had;  but  we  could  not 
^mid  that  duty.    Tlie  Bill  shows  our 


idea  of  the  right  way  of  dealing  witibi  it, 
I  own  I  heard  with  regret  some  of  the 
things  that  were  said  by  way  of  criticism 
by  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne).  The  noble  Marquess  al- 
ways speaks  well,  and  perhaps  he  never 
spoke  better,  as  far  as  oratorical  or  logi- 
cal power  is  concerned,  than  he  did  last 
night ;  but  there  were  some  things  he 
said  in  critioizing  the  measure  which  I 
think  were  scarcely  worthy  of  him.  The 
noble  Marquess  possesses  all  the  quali- 
ties of  a  statesman ;  but  I  must  own 
that  he  said  some  things  in  that  criticism 
which  might  have  been  more  worthy  of 
a  spoilt  child.  I  refer,  among  other 
things,  to  what  he  said  as  to  its  being  a 
mere  play  on  words  to  talk  of  distinctions 
between  * '  perpetuity, "  '  *  durability, ' ' 
and  "  security  "  of  tenure.  I  think  these 
distinctions  are  of  exceeding  great  im- 
portance. Neither  can  I  think  it  was 
altogether  fair  and  reasonable  to  re- 
present the  difference  between  the  pro- 
posals of  this  Bill  and  the  common 
conception  of  the  ''three  F's"  as  one 
which  did  not  deceive  anybody.  Those 
remarks  did  not  appear  to  me  to  be 
worthy  of  the  ability  of  my  noble  Friend. 
I  think  the  differences  are  exceedingly 
great.  And  now  I  proceed  to  give  my  idea 
of  the  proposals  of  this  Bill  and  their 
justification.  I  agree  with  those  who  put 
the  question  of  the  adjustment  of  rent 
by  the  Court  first ;  everything  else  de- 
pends upon  that.  If  anything  is  to  be  done, 
that  must  be  done.  But  I  do  not  think 
it  can  be  said  that  a  fair  rent  is  unfair 
merely  because  it  happens  to  come  under 
the  head  of  one  of  the  three  '*F*s.''  This 
**  F,"  if  you  succeed  in  fixing  it,  is  just 
to  the  landlord  as  well  as  to  the  tenant. 
It  will  be  arrived  at  after  due  conside- 
ration of  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case.  In  reference  to  this  point  my 
Friend  the  noble  Duke  who  spoke  first 
this  evening  said  something  which,  I 
confess,  struck  me  with  surprise.  He 
found  fault  with  the  Government  for 
having  omitted  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, as  if  it  were  to  the  detriment  of 
the  landlord  to  do  so,  all  attempt  to  de- 
fine a  fair  rent  or  to  indicate  certain 
considerations  which  were  to  be  elements 
in  that  definition.  But  I  really  thought 
that  the  change  which  omitted  those 
attempts  at  definition  or  those  indica- 
tions had  been  made  at  least  as  much 
at  the  instance  of  the  Conservatives  as 
of   any    others.    I  believe  that  those 
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critics  who  objected  to  the  orig^al  pro- 
vision were  right.  If  you  have  a  tri- 
bunal capable  of  acting  as  a  judicial 
board  of  arbitrators,  it  is  much  better 
that  the  clause  should  stand  as  at  pre- 
sent— that  regard  should  be  had  to  the 
interest  of  the  landlord  and  the  tenant, 
and  to  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  the  holding,  and  the  district,  for 
the  very  reason  which  the  noble  Duke 
urged  in  favour  of  the  Act  of  1870 — 
that  it  adapted  itself  to  all  the  varie- 
ties of  circumstances.  A  fair  rent  fixed 
under  these  conditions  by  a  competent 
tribunal  will  take  into  account  all  the 
varieties  of  circumstances  affecting  either 
party  upon  which  the  rent  ought  to  de- 
pend. For  instance,  if  the  landlord  has 
made  the  improvements,  or  has  bought 
up  the  Ulster  Custom,  or  has  managed 
his  estate  upon  the  English  system,  the 
rent  will  be  settled  according  to  those 
circumstances.  And  so,  whatever  circum- 
stances exist  which  may  tend  to  vary  the 
fair  rent  in  the  particular  case,  under  the 
clause  as  it  stands  all  those  circumstances 
will  be  taken  into  account ;  and  the  only 
question  material  to  the  point  is  this — 
can  you  trust  your  public  arbitrators? 
I  think  you  can.  To  me  it  does  not  ap- 
pear that  the  settlement  of  the  rent  in 
that  way  by  capable  persons,  with  proper 
assistance,  is  very  difficult.  We  know 
very  well  that,  in  all  arbitrations,  each 
party  states  his  claim;  and  the  prac- 
tical result  is  that  something  is  arrived  at 
which  may  be  more  or  less  favourable  to 
the  one  or  the  other,  but  which  fits  the 
circumstances  of  the  case  better  than  if 
it  were  left  to  either  of  the  parties  to  dic- 
tate his  own  terms.  I  believe  the  thing 
is  done  constantly  in  Ireland  and  else- 
where, and  done  properly.  Certainly, 
upon  the  evidence  both  of  the  Duke  of 
Richmond's  and  of  Lord  Bessborough's 
Commission,  many  persons  of  all  classes 
in  Ireland,  landlords,  land-agents,  large 
as  well  as  small  farmers,  and  many  who 
unite  in  themselves  more  than  one  of 
those  characters,  and  who  are  not  the  par- 
tizans  of  the  tenant  only,  are  of  that  opi- 
nion. I  come  next  to  the  statutory  condi- 
tions, which  seem  to  me  to  be  at  least  as 
beneficial  to  both  parties  as  any  other 
kind  of  lease  can  be,  and  to  provide  for 
the  renewal  of  the  term,  not  with  the 
same  rent,  but  with  a  re- adjustment  of 
the  rent,  so  that  it  may  be  increased 
from  time  to  time  if  it  ought  to  be  in- 
oreased,  and  diminished  if  it  ought  to  be 
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diminished.  Those  conditions  do  not 
disregard  the  position  of  the  landlord; 
they  do  not  seem  to  me  to  reduce  him, 
more  than  a  lease  does,  to  a  mere  rent- 
charger  ;  they  leave  him  very  substantial 
rights  and  the  power  of  periodical  re- 
valuation of  rent.  But  if  you  are  to  adjust 
the  rent  at  all  by  a  judicial  tribunu  or 
arbitration,  you  must  secure  the  rieht 
to  hold  the  land  at  the  rent  which 
you  so  adjust.  That  is  an  absolutely 
necessary  consequence  of  any  such  ad- 
justment. You  may  secure  it  for  15 
years  or  some  other  period,  but  some 
recognized  term  you  must  have.  How 
does  this  injure  the  landlord,  unless 
eviction  for  its  own  sake,  and  not  secu- 
rity  for  his  interest  upon  proper  terms, 
were  his  object  ?  Witness  after  witness, 
of  the  landlord  class,  from  all  parts  of 
Ireland,  told  the  Bessborough  Commis- 
sion that  on  his  own  estates,  and  on  others 
generally  which  he  knew,  there  was 
practically  fixity  of  tenure ;  that  the  same 
tenants  and  the  same  families  g^  on 
holding  the  land  without  disturbance, 
from  generation  to  generation,  as  long 
as  they  pay  their  rent.  So  far,  there- 
fore, as  fixity  of  tenure  is  concerned,  this 
Bill  does  but  give  definition  and  security 
to  what  is  already  the  general  custom 
and  practice.  And  now  I  pass  to  the 
subject  of  free  sale.  With  regard  to  it 
I  deny  that  under  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill  there  is  any  ground  whatever  for 
saying  that  the  tenant  is  enabled  to  sell, 
either  in  Ulster,  or  in  places  where  no 
Ulster  Custom  prevails,  what  is  the  land- 
lord's or  is  taken  from  the  landlord.  I 
deny  that  it  will  diminish  in  any  degree 
whatever  the  rights  of  the  landlord  or  the 
value  of  the  interest  he  possesses.  I 
should  never  agree  to  such  a  proposal. 
I  adhere  to  what  I  said  in  1870,  that  to 
extend  the  Ulster  Custom,  or  to  do  any- 
thing else  in  such  a  way  as  to  take  the 
landlord's  interest  from  him,  and  give 
it  to  the  tenant,  would,  in  my  opimon, 
require  compensation.  But  nothing  of 
the  kind  appears  to  me  to  be  eiSier 
contemplated  or  done  by  the  permission 
to  sell  in  this  Bill.  And  if  the  rights  of 
the  landlord  are  not  really  diminished 
by  this  permission  of  free  sale,  I  do  not 
see  how  it  can  be  a  subject  for  com- 
pensation. What  does  the  tenant  sell  f 
He  sells  his  own  interest  in  his  own  im« 
provementsi  those  which  were  not  mads 
by  the  landlord,  and  over  and  above  that 
he  sells  the  goodwill  of  his  tenanoj 
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gcinf  agrionltaral  ooncorn.    That  good- 
Yfllyiniheactualoircuinstancesoflr^and, 
isamoet  real  element  in  the  value  of  the 
interest  which  the  tenant  sells,  for  if  a 
new  tenant  entered  without  the  goodwill, 
in  the  literal  sense,  of  the  old,  there 
is  no  question  that  his  holding  might  be 
most  insecure    and    even    dangerous. 
There  is  also  another  sense  of  the  word 
goodwill,  in  which  it  also  represents 
mat    which   belongs    to    the    tenant, 
bat  which  the  landlord  would  never, 
in  any  way,  realize — I  mean  that  fluo- 
toating  difference  of  value  between  the 
rent  for  the  time  being  and  what  a  per- 
son would  give  to  succeed  to  the  position 
of  tenant,  under  all  its  actual  conditions, 
a  person  desirous  of  land  as  a  means 
of  living  in  Ireland.    Now,  both  these 
—the  goodwill  of  the  holding  and  the 
vslne  of  the  improvements — are  things 
which  in  no  sense  belong  to  the  land- 
lord, in  a  country  where  it  has  never 
been  the  practice  to    put    an  end  to 
tenandee  for  the  purpose  of  re-letting 
farms  by  auction.    This  which  the  ten- 
ant has  to  sell — unless  you  insist  on 
keeping  it  unsaleable  in  his  hands — is  a 
thing  which  the  landlord  never  had  and 
never  could  have.    It  is  only  valuable  at 
all  as  being  valuable  to  the  tenant.    If 
the  landlora  wants  to  resume,  when  he 
may  reBume,or  to  exercise  the  right  of  pre- 
emption, which  he  is  in  all  cases  to  have, 
file  Court  is  to  determine,  not  what  the 
tenant  oould  possibly  get  in  the  market; 
bat  what  is  the  fair  vuue  of  the  holding 
as  between  the  landlord  and  the  tenant ; 
and  another  provision  of  the  Bill  is  that 
if  the  Cbort  is  resorted  to  to  fix  the 
rent,  it  may  also  fix,  as  between  landlord 
and  tenant,  the  selling  value  of  the  ten- 
anoy.    The  fear  that  a  power  of  aliena- 
tion, guarded  by  these  conditions,  and 
by  flie  other  conditions  of  the  Ist  clause, 
inn  <iimiTiiMli  the  value  of  the  landlord's 
poperty,  appears  to  me  to  be  entirely 
gronndiess.    With  regard  to  the  eco- 
■iwniftitl  objection,  the  experience  of  the 
Ulster  Custom  furnishes  a  practical  an- 
swer.   It  is  said  that  the  clause  will  take 
away  or  encroach  upon  the  power  of 
fhs  landlord  to  raise  his  rent ;   but  the 
power  of  sale  is  in  all  cases  subject  to 
fts  landlord's  right  to  a  fair  rent,  which 
ennot  jnoperlj  be  increased  or  dimi- 
lishad  fy  the  value  either  of  the  tenant's 
nprorements^  or  of  his  goodwill.    On 
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where out  of  Ulster,  the  practice  of  per- 
mitting sale  does  already  exist ;  and  as 
long  as  that  is  the  state  of  things,  how 
can  you  expect  to  settle  the  question, 
if,  on  one  of  two  adjoining  estates,  the 
right  of  sale  belongs  to  the  tenant,  and 
on  the  other  does  not  belong  to  him  ? 
To  give  the  tenant  terms  of  tenure  which 
are  of  a  substantial  marketable  value, 
and  yet  to  lock  up  that  value  from  him 
by  prohibiting  him  from  carrying  it  to  a 
market  sufficiently  free  to  ascertain  and 
realize  that  value,  would  leave  the  whole 
settlement  which  we  are  attempting  to 
make  unsatisfactory  and  incomplete. 
Then  you  also  have  these  incidental  ad- 
vantages, which  seem  to  me  very  consi- 
derable. You  have  a  security  for  his 
rent  to  the  landlord,  and  also  security 
that  when  there  is  a  change  of  tenant 
the  new  tenant  comes  in  without  the 
risk  of  disturbance.  You  have  se- 
curity against  that  great  danger  to  the 
State  and  to  society  in  Ireland,  and 
to  both  landlord  and  tenant,  which 
drives  the  landlord  to  the  necessity  of 
eviction,  instead  of  allowing  this  natural 
and  easy  safety-valve  of  sale.  Taking 
the  view  I  do  of  the  intention,  the  nature, 
and  the  probable  effect  of  the  provisions 
of  this  Bill,  I  bold  that  there  is  no  case 
for  compensation.  What  is  the  loss 
to  be  compensated?  If  you  compare 
the  state  of  things  under  this  Bill  with 
that  which  would  exist  if  nothing  of  the 
kind  were  done,  the  Bill  may  be  expected 
to  restore  and  increase,  not  diminish,  the 
value  of  the  landlord's  property.  And 
if  the  work  of  the  Bill  is  frustrated  by 
combination  or  otherwise,  at  least  things 
will  not  be  worse  than  they  are  now. 
I  have  now  explained  the  view  I  take 
of  the  principles  of  the  Bill,  in  common 
with  the  other  Members  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  whose  intentions  I 
am  sure  I  have  correctly  stated,  and  I 
reserve  the  details  for  another  stage  of 
your  Lordships'  deliberations.  I  con- 
fess that  though  our  position  has  been 
both  difficult  and  anxious,  and  though 
it  is  not  without  extreme  reluctance  that 
I,  for  one,  recognize  the  necessity  for 
any  measure  of  this  kind,  yet,  in 
some  respects,  I  prefer  our  position  to 
that  of  the  Opposition.  There  are  some 
privileges  of  Opposition  which  I  admire 
more  than  I  envy.  To  denounce  and  at  the 
same  time  support  a  measure — to  recog- 
nize the  necessity  for  a  thing  which  must 
be  done,  and  yet  to  empty  all  the  vials 
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of  yituperation  upon  the  responsible  Go- 
vernment for  recognizing  the  same  ne- 
cessity— to  prophecy  every  possible  failure 
and  evil,  while  you  admit  that  there  is 
no  escape  from  the  necessity  before  you 
— these  are  privileges  which  I  admire 
rather  than  envy.  I  am  glad,  however, 
that  the  conclusion  of  the  Opposition 
has  been  what  it  is,  because  I  think 
no  one  would  like  to  be  responsible 
for  the  government  of  Ireland,  if  the 
present  state  of  things  were  to  continue. 
It  is  admitted  that  a  serious  attempt 
must  be  made  to  supply  a  perma- 
nent remedy  to  this  state  of  things, 
and  no  one  has  suggested  any  other 
remedy  that  can  be  applied  if  the  pre- 
sent measure  is  rejected.  I  do  not  rely 
much  on  prophecy ;  but  I  prefer,  if  I 
must  prophecy,  to  be  a  prophet  of 
good.  Bishop  Butler  said  that  nations, 
as  well  as  individuals,  are  sometimes 
liable  to  paroxysms  of  insanity.  I  am 
afraid  that  sapng  is  true,  and  that  Ire- 
land has  lately  been  passing  through 
such  a  paroxysm.  But  national  insanity 
is,  happily,  not  permanent.  The  real 
interests  of  men  are  not  promoted  by 
it ;  all  classes  sufifer  from  it ;  and,  there- 
fore, if  a  measure  of  this  kind  is  passed, 
with  the  generous,  though  it  may  be 
reluctant,  concurrence  of  those  whose 
power  and  sentiment  it  in  some  degree 
afiPects,  I  cannot  but  think  that  happier 
prospects  are  before  us.  Beyond  all 
question,  it  must  improve  the  moral 
position  of  the  Qovemment  for  the 
necessary  enforcement  of  law.  Be- 
yond all  question,  it  will  secure  the 
loyalty  of  Ulster,  that  great  and  most 
important  part  of  Ireland,  and  prevent 
it  from  being  drawn  into  the  vortex  of 
turbulence  and  outrage.  And  I  can- 
not but  hope  that,  recognizing,  as  this 
Bill  does,  the  real  value  of  the  rights  of 
the  tenant  without  taking  the  substance 
of  any  right  from  the  landlord,  recog- 
nizing the  principle  that  the  interests 
of  both  classes  are  inseparable  from  each 
other,  and  that  the  common  prosperity 
of  both  is  necessary  for  the  prosperity 
of  either — it  will  be  accepted  and  ope- 
rate as  a  measure  destined  to  have  a 
healing  and  beneficial  effect  in  all  parts 
of  Ireland. 

Eakl  CAIENS  :  My  Lords,  I  do  not, 
I  think,  misinterpret  your  Lordships' 
desire  when  I  say  that  it  is  your  wish 
that  the  discussion  on  this  stage  of  the 
Bill   should    shortly  oome    to  a  dose. 

Th$  Lord  Chanalhr 


Therefore,  so  far  as  I  am  oonoemed,  I 
shall  not  stand  long  in  the  way  of  that 
conclusion,  and  I  am  the  more  easily  able 
to  do  that  from  the  state  of  the  debate 
up  to  the  present  time.  We  have  bad  a 
number  of  'speeches,  and  we  have  had 
criticisms  of  very  great  weight  upon  this 
BiU.  I  will  not  speak  of  the  speeches 
delivered  on  this  side  of  the  House ;  but 
I  must  be  permitted  to  say  that  we  have 
heard  two  speeches  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House — one  from  the  noble  Marquees 
(the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  yesterday, 
and  which  I  think  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  who  has  just  sat  down  hardly 
spoke  of  in  the  way  that  I  should  have  ex- 
pected,  and  another  from  the  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Argyll)  at  the  beginning  of 
the  discussion  ^o-night.  I  venture  to  say 
that  two  speeoliesmore  remarkable,  more 
interesting,  more  distinguished  for  the 
accuracy  of  their  facts,  and  for  the  oo- 
genoy  of  their  arguments,  never  were 
delivered  in  this  House.  When  I  look 
for  the  argument  on  the  other  side,  I 
feel  great  difficulty  as  to  where  I  can 
find  it.  I  certainly  have  been  able  to 
find  very  few  arguments  in  the  speech  of 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend,  and  from 
him,  if  arguments  were  to  be  produced, 
I  should  expect  them  to  oome.  My 
noble  and  learned  Friend  began  by  say- 
ing that  instances  of  the  most  violent 
interference  with  property  and  tenure 
could  easily  be  pointed  out  analogous  to 
or  even  stronger  than  this  Bill.  But 
the  only  instance  he  gave  us  was  the 
case  of  the  zemindars  of  India.  I  was 
astonished  at  his  speaking  of  the  tax- 
gatherers  of  India,  who  had  not  been 
owners  of  property,  and  whose  acts  on 
property  had  to  be  restrained,  as  if  their 
case  was  to  be  adduced  as  analogue  to 
that  of  the  owners  of  property  in  Ire- 
land .  I  agree  with  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  that  there  are  great  emergencies 
when  State  interference,  even  of  a  vio- 
lent kind,  may  take  place  with  private 
property;  no  one  doubted  that.  But 
upon  what  terms  ?  I  will  refer  to  what 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  said  in 
1870.    He  said— 

"I shall  not  go  into  the  argument  of  that 
subject,  because  that  point  was  exhausted  by  ths 
head  of  the  Government  when  he  spoke  of 
fixity  of  tenure,  which,  in  plain  English,  means 
taking  away  the  property  Si  one  man  and  giv- 
ing it  to  another.  My  right  hon.  Friend  said 
that,  according  to  the  principles  of  justice,  if  we 
transferred  raopcorty  in  that  way,  we  must  pay 
for  it"— [S.AfiMW^,  czoix.  ISM.] 
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I^idUb  «ad  leantd  Frknd  farther 
■MiuBotttii  argumfliitatwhiehlwas 
■Mik  impriaad,  as  I  thought  it  a  dan- 
gannargiiinfinit  to  use.  He  said — "You 
IdkoTibe  Tights  of  which  this  BiU  de- 
jiifM  flie  laadlordsy  their  rights  of  evic- 
ten,  sad  o4her  lights  of  that  kind.  But 
yikA  is  the  nae,"  he  asked,  "  of  those 
pomn  now  ?  Can  the  landlords  evict 
tBMnts  irom  their  property,  and  if  they 
osa,  do  thoY  get  anyone  to  take  pos- 
iMwm  of  tlie  property  P  "  My  Lcnrds, 
vhst  does  tliat  mean  ?  It  appears  to  me 
toaaanthia.  That  the  GoTemment,  who 
for  the  purpose  of  protecting  and 
iffhta  of  property,  may  act  in 
irhioh  is  virtually  an  abnega- 
tion of  iliat  duty ;  may  tolerate  and  sup- 
psif^  if  ther  do  not  encourage,  agitation ; 
'  may  then  come  to  Parliament  and 
'^Tke  rights  of  property,  wMch 
re  appointed  to  maintain,  we 
kave  not  maintained.  They  have  disap- 
psaiedy  and  because  through  our  action 
msy  hiaTe  disappeared,  we  now  ask 
Bsdiamant  to  complete  that  which  has 
besn  oommenoed,  and  solemnly  to  de- 
dan  that  those  rights  no  longer  exist." 
But  I  think,  instead  of  following  my 
■oUa  and  learned  Friend  into  the  long 
Uslny  of  the  causes  which,  in  his  opi- 
amiy  justified  the  introduction  of  this 
BO^  It  wovld  be  better  that  I  should 
tr  a  short  time  refer  to  what  this  Bill 
■fltaany  proposes  to  do.  There  are  two 
parfa  en  tne  measure  which  I  look  upon 
wiA  great  salasfkction,  though  I  re- 

Cthat  tiiey  do  not  go  &r  enough. 
fttst  of  iheee  relates  to  emigration. 
mOi  regard  to  this,  I  have  to  say  that 
I  am  not  an  advocate  for  indiscriminate 
■B^gration  fiom  Ireland,  forihere  is  the 
Isttflr  daas  of  tenants,  tiie  more  thrifty 
Sid  indnstrioas,  whom  I  should  be  very 
Sony  to  see  enugratinK  from  the  ooun- 
^.   But  there    is    the   poorer  class, 
mgKUSj  in  the  South  and  West,  with 
ii|ttd  to  whom  it  is  quite  true  to  say 
iit  if  the  State  were  to-morrow  to  make 
[  im  a  present  o£  their  holdings,  that 
*^of  merosity  ^v^ould  not  do  them  the 
^m)d.     ^With.  regard  to  that  part  of 
^iSantrr  <>'  Ireland,  it  would  be  a 
^iood  ming  ^<^  themselves  and  for 

yriSnfrr  ^   ^^  "^f^  ®°^^^  ^"^ 

*►  ^hZl  *&««•  holdmgs  would  be 
^L^H  ^a  whore  they  could  exist 
Ilfcir^dlHsarhaM  in  plenty.    But 


S3ses  I  am  greatly  disappointed.  The 
ill  was  intr^uced,  in  the  first  instance, 
without  any  limit  whatever;  and  now  I 
find  a  provision  in  it  limiting  the  whole 
expenditure  on  emigration  to  £200,000, 
to  be  spread  over  three  years,  and  enact- 
ing that  only  one-third  of  that  sum  shall 
be  spent  in  any  one  year.  Anyone  who 
knows  what  is  the  normal  emigration 
from  Ireland — which  is  something  like 
100,000  a-year — will  see  that  that  sum 
will  not  do  more  than  add  3  per  cent  to 
the  present  normal  number  of  emigrants. 
The  truth  is,  that  this  scheme  of  emi- 
gration will  be  of  little  practical  use 
beyond  this — that  it  testifies  that  it 
is  rip^ht  and  proper,  in  the  opinion  of 
Parliament,  mat  assistance  should  be 
given  for  the  purpose  of  promoting 
emigration.  Now  I  come  to  the  other 
of  the  two  proposals  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred. It  is  the  proposal  with  regard 
to  purchase.  1  have  always  been  a  very 
strone  advocate  of  the  purchase  of  hola- 
ings  by  tenants  in  Ireland,  and  I  sup- 
ported a  proposal  to  that  effect  in  1 870 ; 
but  I  am  greatly  disappointed  when  I 
see  the  very  persons  who  formerly  were 
the  greatest  advocates  of  proposals  of 
this  kind  now  holding  back  from  sup- 
porting the  proposal  and  attemptiog  to 
limit  it.  The  ''Purchase  Clauses''  of 
the  Act  of  1870  were  very  properly 
called  <<  The  Bright  Clauses ;  "  and,  if  I 
do  not  mistake,  some  few  years  ago  Mr. 
Bright  made  a  speech  in  which  he  said 
that  he  had  a  scheme  by  which  he  would 
turn  every  occupier  of  land  in  Ireland 
at  once  into  an  owner,  making  him  pay 
his  purchase  money  by  the  payment  of 
an  annual  instalment,  which  would  be 
something  more  than  the  rent  which  he 
would  have  been  in  the  habit  of  paying. 
But,  if  I  understand  the  views  of  Mr. 
Bright  now,  he  thinks  it  would  be  a 
very  bad  thing  that  a  very  rapid  or  large 
transmutation  of  the  tenants  of  Ireland 
into  holders  of  land  should  take  place, 
and,  in  accordance  with  that  view,  the 
present  Bill  is  limited  in  a  very  remark- 
able manner.  How  are  the  Purchase 
Clauses  of  this  measure  to  operate? 
There  is  a  power  given  to  the  Land 
Commission  to  purchase  estates  for  the 
purpose  of  re-selling  them  to  the  ten- 
ants, and  there  is  no  limit  to  the  amount 
of  money  with  which  they  may  be  sup- 
plied. So  far,  all  is  well.  Then  the 
direction  to  the  Land  Commission  is  this 
— that  they  may  buy  an  estate  where 
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they  find  a  competent  number  of  tenants 
willing  to  become  purchasers  of  their 
holdings.  If  you  stopped  there,  I  think 
it  would  be  a  very  wholesome  power  to 
give  to  the  Land  Commission.  But 
superadded  to  that  there  is  a  clause  of 
a  most  extraordinary  kind.  The  23rd 
clause  says — 

''A  competent  number  of  tenants  means  a 
body  of  tenants,  who  are  not  less  in  numbers 
than  three-fourths  of  the  whole  number  of  ten- 
ants on  the  estate,  and  who  pay  in  rent  not  less 
than  two-thirds  of  the  whole  rent  of  the  es- 
tate." 

Now,  what  chance  is  there  of  a  scheme 
of  that  kind  working?  How  can  you 
expect  to  find  so  large  a  number  of  ten- 
ants as  three-fourths  of  the  whole  num- 
ber ready  and  willing  beforehand  to 
purchase  their  holdings  without  even 
knowing  what  the  purchase  money  will 
be  ?  There  are  many  estates  in  Ireland 
with  100  or  150  agricultural  tenants,  on 
which  there  is  a  hamlet  with  about  as 
many  tenants  with  small  houses  and 
small  patches  of  land.  These  latter 
tenants  will  not  want  to  purchase  ;  and, 
if  they  did,  they  are  not  the  class  you 
want  to  purchase.  Yet  they  will  swell 
the  number  of  tenants,  and  perhaps 
render  it  impossible  that  the  necessary 
majority  willing  to  purchase  can  be 
made  up.  I  mention  this  to  the  Go- 
vernment, therefore,  and  earnestly  en- 
treat them,  if  they  do  not  wish  those 
clauses  to  fail,  to  adopt  one  of  two 
courses — to  consider  whether  they  would 
not  be  content  to  leave  it  to  the  Land 
Commission  to  decide  what,  in  each  case, 
should  constitute  a  competent  number, 
or,  if  not,  to  say  that  if  one-half  of  the 
tenants  display  a  willingness  to  pur- 
chase, that  shall  justify  the  purchase. 
But  I  pass  from  that  to  make  a  few  ob- 
servations on  that  great  division  of  the 
*  Bill  which  has  been  most  subjected  to 
criticism.  My  noble  and  learned  Friend 
who  spoke  last  was  not  at  all  pleased 
with  the  language  which  has  been  used 
with  regard  to  this  Bill.  He  says  that 
the  vocabulary  of  vituperation  has  been 
poured  out  upon  it,  that  it  has  been 
spoken  of  as  confiscation,  and  other 
things,  which,  to  his  ears,  are  vexing. 
Well,  my  Lords,  I  am  not  going  to  use 
any  language  which  would  deserve  the 
character  or  have  the  appearance  of 
that  vituperation  which  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  so  much  deprecates; 
but  I  wish  to  quote  some  language  in 
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which  I  most  express  my  conourrenoe, 
and  which  comes  from  a  quarter  which 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  will  see 
has  no  prejudice  against  himself  or  any 
Member  of  the  Government — I  mean 
the  very  eminent  person  who  lately  re- 
presented Her  Majesty  as  Special  Am- 
bassador at  Constantinople,  and  who 
was  lately  a  Colleague  of  noble  Lords 
opposite,  and  of  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  himself.  That  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  in  their  confidence,  and  they 
possess,  to  a  very  great  extent,  his  con- 
fidence, and  I  am  not  sure  that  he  does 
not  use  language  with  regard  to  this 
Bill  which  he  would  willingly  soften  if 
he  could  honestly  do  so.  What  does 
Mr.  Goschen  say  ?     He  says — 

''The  Bill  imports  experimental  principle* 
foreign  to  all  precedents  of  previous  Libezil 
legislation,  and  is  itself  a  kind  of  Coercion  BiU 
— a  Bill  for  the  coercing  of  landlords  to  fix  a 
fair  rent." 

Then  he  goes  on — 

''  These  are  new  ideas  which  would  sap  the 
prosperity  of  this  conntiy  if  they  were  tnms* 
icrred  to  English  legislation." 

Well,  how  ideas  which  would  sap  the 
prosperity  of  England  can  be  sound  in 
principle  for  Irdand  I  do  not  at  this 
moment  understand.    Then  he  says — 

"  I  cannot  forget,  and  statesmen  most  not 
forget,  that  the  Ijand  Bill  has  been  in  a  mea- 
sure due  to  successful  agitation.  It  is  a  dan- 
gerous thing  in  the  history  of  a  country  when 
agitation  is  successful." 

Those  are  the  words  of  a  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  is  as  friendly  as  anyone 
can  be  to  the  Government.  I  will  not 
use  any  vituperation ;  but  I  adhere  to 
that  description  of  Mr.  Goschen.  It  is 
a  perfectly  true  description  of  the  Bill, 
and  I  hope  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
will  not  think  that  I  have  called  a  wit- 
ness against  him  who  represents  the 
views  of  that  side  of  the  House  on  which 
I  sit.  Well,  now,  I  am  anxious  not  to 
delay  your  Lordships  by  any  words  of 
mine  in  description  of  the  Bill.  Bat  I 
do  hope  your  Lordships  will  distinctly 
understand  that  whatever  course  we  take 
with  regard  to  this  BiU,  we  shall  be  quite 
clear  in  our  own  minds  upon  what  the 
Bill  really  turns.  Do  not  let  us  deal  in 
generalities  such  as  we  have  heard  £rooi 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend.  Let  ns 
see  exactly  what  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  and  the  circumstances  of  the  case 
really  require;   whedier  we  on^ht  tq, 
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tSkm  the  Bill  to  pais  into  law,  or  reject 
it,  or  modify  it.  What  the  noble  liord 
the  Lord  Privy  Seal  (Lord  Oarlingford) 
aaid  simpliflee  the  case  very  much.  He 
Mid  he  was  not  ashamed  of  the  "  three 
Ps,"  and  did  not  desire  to  shrink  from 
them.    Now,  my  Lords,  it  does  not  re- 

anire  any  yetj  elaborate  examination  of 
ie  BiU  to  mscover  them,  for  the  Bill 
itself  is  purely  and  simply  the  ''three 
Fs."  Ijie  matter  lies  m  two  or  three 
sentences.  Now,  of  the  "three  F's" 
two  are  free  sale  and  fair  rents.  Free 
■ale,  in  so  many  words,  is  given  on  the 
ikceofiheBill;  so  are  fair  rents.  But  the 
question  is — Does  the  Bill  grant  fixity 
ti  tenure  or  not  ?  In  order  to  answer 
fhat  question,  let  me  ask  your  Lord- 
ships to  consider  what  is  the  position  of 
what  are  called  "present  tenants"  under 
this  Bill.  As  I  understand  it,  the  pre- 
sent tenant  has  the  right  to  become,  at 
his  own  option,  a  tenant  in  perpetuity 
for  1,000  years,  or  longer,  if  the  world 
laats  so  long.  That  is  to  say,  he  comes 
to  the  Court,  gets  his  rent  fixed,  and 
thereupon  holds  it  at  that  rent  for  15 
Tears ;  at  the  end  of  the  last  year  of  the 
first  term  he  repeats  the  operation.  He 
fires  15  years  more,  and  he  repeats  the 
operation  as  often  as  he  pleases  at  the 
end  of  every  like  term.  Therefore,  I 
lay,  he  is  a  tenant  in  perpetuity.  What 
18  die  explanation  of  those — the  Prime 
Uinister  in  particular — who  wish  to  deny 
that  this  is  fixity  of  tenure  ?  It  is  said 
that  it  is  not  fixily  of  tenure,  because 
the  holding  may  be  forfeited  on  non- 
pajment  of  rent  by  the  tenant  and  other 
eonnts.  But,  my  ILords,  the  fact  that  a 
holdi»!g  may  be  exposed  to  forfeiture 
does  not  interfere  with  its  being  a  per- 
Mtnity.  Copyholds  are  subject  to  for- 
nitnre,  and  are  they  not  perpetuities  ? 
Leases  for  lives  renewable  for  ever,  which 
in  Ireland  are  usually  known  by  the 
name  of  perpetuities,  are  forfeitable. 
Ihen,  again,  it  is  said  that  the  landlord 
nay  buy  the  holding ;  he  has  a  right  of 
v»-emption,  and  my  noble  and  learned 
Aiend  referred  to  that  as  a  great  benefit 
katowed  upon  the  landlord.  But  what 
ii  this  right  of  pre-emption  which  is  said 
lo  be  a  benefit  to  the  landlord  ?  Is  it 
As  right  to  buy  something  at  something 
Im  than  its  full  value  ?  No ;  the  land- 
lori,  no  doubt,  has  the  right  of  buying 
fts  holding,  if  he  pleases,  on  a  chanp 
of  tenants ;  but  he  must  do  it  at  the 
nbe  to  be  aeoertained  by  the  Court. 


And  how  is  the  Court  to  ascertain  the 
value?  The  value  can  only  be  ascer- 
tained in  the  same  way  as  the  value  of 
any  other  article  is  ascertained,  by  what 
it  will  fetch  in  the  market — that  is,  by 
auction.  Therefore,  the  landlord  can 
only  have  a  right  to  purchase  the  hold- 
ing at  the  market  value.  That  is  the 
right  which  is  conferred  on  the  landlord. 
There  are  in  this  Bill,  my  Lords,  the 
"three  F's" — fixity  of  tenure,  fair  rents, 
and  free  sale.  The  next  point  which 
your  Lordships  will  have  to  consider  is, 
What  does  this  Bill  propose  to  confer 
on  the  present  tenants  now  in  possession, 
and  also  on  the  other  persons  in  the 
country  who  wish  to  acquire  holdings  ? 
The  Bill  gives  them  the  same  right  in 
their  hol£ngs  which  the  Ulster  tenants 
have  in  their  holdings.  Well,  but  what 
does  it  give  ?  How  does  this  Bill  shower 
down  benefits  upon  that  large  class  of 
persons — the  hungry  persons  in  Ireland, 
the  people  who  have  an  earth  hunger, 
who  want  to  become  possessors  of  farms? 
I  doubt,  when  they  have  got  to  under- 
stand this  Bill,  that  they  will  find  that  it 
confers  much  benefit  upon  them.  They 
may  expect  some  of  them,  when  there  is 
a  change  of  tenancy,  to  become  possessors 
without  paying  for  it.  The  landlord  has 
now  the  right  to  put  in  a  candidate  for 
a  tenancy.  But  under  this  Bill  that 
large  class  of  persons,  who  are  to  be 
called  **  future  tenants  "  of  the  country, 
will  have  to  pay  a  very  considerable 
price  in  place  of  coming  in,  as  they  are 
now  entitled  to  do,  without  paying  any- 
thing at  all.  I  will  illustrate  this  in  this 
way.  We  have  an  Army  without  the 
right  of  purchase.  Suppose  that  sud- 
denly we  were  to  pass  a  law  that  the 
present  officers  were  to  have  a  property 
in  their  commissions,  no  doubt  you  would 
confer  a  very  great  boon  on  that  class  of 
officers ;  but  what  sort  of  a  boon  would 
you  confer  on  those  who  expect  to  become 
officers?  And  that  is  what  you  are 
going  to  do  in  Ireland.  You  are  going 
to  confer  a  property  which  I  admit  will 
be  of  very  considerable  value  to  the 
tenants,  wherever  that  value  may  come 
from,  but  which  others  will  have  to  pay 
for  before  tlioy  become  possessors.  Now, 
I  want  your  Lordships  distinctly  to  un- 
derstand how  far  it  is  the  case,  as  wo 
have  been  told  more  than  once,  that 
something  was  done  in  1870  which,  by 
inadvertence,  embarked  us  in  a  course 
of  legislation  under  which  we  created 
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ibr  the  first  time  a  right  of  property  in 
holdings  out  of  Ulster,  and  that  we  have 
no  choice  but  to  follow  up  that  course. 
I  wish  to  protest  against  this  doctrine  in 
the  strongest  terms.  It  is  not  the  fact 
that  anything  was  done  in  the  way  of 
legislation  in  1870  which  created  any 
property  in  the  tenantry  of  Ireland  out- 
side Ulster  and  the  Custom  of  Ulster. 
It  is  said  that  payment  by  way  of  com- 
pensation was  created  by  the  Act  of 
1870  ;  but  the  mode  in  which  compensa- 
tion was  g^ven  was  a  sufficient  answer, 
and  it  negatived  altogether  the  right  of 
property.  It  was  compensation  not  given 
to  holdings  according  to  their  value,  but 
given  arbitrarily — given  to  some  and 
refused  to  others — or  a  certain  percent- 
age given  to  one  class  and  a  different 
percentage  given  to  another  class.  It 
was  utterly  impossible  if  that  payment 
proceeded  on  the  footing  of  property 
that  it  could  have  been  made  in  the  way 
it  was.  What  was  the  declaration  of 
the  Prime  Minister  on  this  question? 
Nothing  could  be  more  unqualified  than 
the  way  in  which  Mr.  Gladstone  spoke 
on  the  Bill  of  1870,  in  asking  Parlia- 
ment to  consent  to  it.  Mr.  Gladstone 
then  said — 

'*  Tho  aim  of  this  Bill  is  to  secure  him  in  that 
position — to  secure  him,  not  by  giving  him  a 
property  in  the  soil." 

He  said,  ^rther,  that  the  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  shelter  the  tenant  from  evic- 
tion, ''  but  not  upon  the  footing  of  a 
joint  property  in  the  soil."  Here  we 
have  the  clearest  intimation  of  the  in- 
tention of  the  Gt>vernmont.  It  was  not 
an  inadvertence.  The  Government  had 
considered  the  matter,  and  the  result 
was  that  they  determined  that  legisla- 
tion should  not  proceed  upon  the  footing 
of  giving  the  tenant  a  property  in  the 
soil.  Why  do  I  refer  to  it  now  ?  I  think 
your  Lordships  will  see  that  I  do  so  for 
an  important  reason.  I  protest  against 
the  idea  that  tho  Act  of  1870  had  the 
effect  attributed  to  it.  It  is  said  that  in 
that  year  we  proceeded  by  way  of  inad- 
vertence. Well,  if  that  is  thought  to  be 
the  case,  it  is  a  warning  to  us  not  to 
proceed  by  way  of  inadvertence  a  second 
time.  I  find  that  the  clause  which  repeals 
the  scale  of  compensation  which  was 
provided  by  the  Act  of  1870  substitutes 
a  new  and  larger  scale.  If  it  is  the  case 
that  in  providing  the  scale  in  1 870  Par- 
liament inadvertently  created  a  right  of 
property  in  the  soil,  1  hope  now  that  the 
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question  is  re-opened  Parliament  will 
take  care  not  to  create  a  further  right  of 
property  in  the  soil  by  inadvertently 
passing  another  and  larger  scale  of  com- 
pensation. We  have  had  fair  notice, 
and  it  will  be  our  own  fault  if  there  is 
any  inadvertence  on  this  occasion.  But 
with  the  changed  provisions  of  the  Bill 
what  is  the  purport  and  meaning  now  of 
a  new  scale  of  compensation  at  all  ?  I 
can  understand  that  when  the  Act  of 
1870  was  passed,  it  was  necessary  to 
have  a  scale  of  some  kind  or  other.  I 
can  understand  adhering  to  it  when  it  is 
once  adopted  ;  but  what  I  cannot  under* 
stand  is  upon  what  principle  it  is  to  be 
argued  tnat  the  scale  of  1870  was 
wrong,  and  that  the  scale  in  the  present 
Bill  is  right.  The  argument  adduced  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  was 
that  some  of  the  County  Court  Judges 
had  stated  in  evidence  that  notwith- 
standing- the  scale  of  compensation  in 
the  Act  of  1870,  there  had  been  cases  in 
which  the  landlord  had  found  it  worth 
his  while  to  evict  a  tenant  and  pay  the 
compensation,  as  he  found  he  could  get 
a  new  tenant  to  take  the  holding,  and 
reimburse  him  the  compensation  thus 
paid.  The  suggestion  is  that  if  you 
make  the  payment  larger  that  could  not 
take  place.  Assume  that  such  cases  have 
occurred,  they  have  no  bearing  when  you 
introduce  free  sale.  If  the  holding  is 
worth  so  much,  and  a  new  tenant  can 
be  got  to  pay  compensation  to  the  old, 
of  course  he  will  pay  the  same  sum  now 
that  the  old  tenant  is  armed  with  the 
right  of  free  sale.  Therefore,  the  neces- 
sity for  the  clause  giving  the  altered 
compensation  entirely  disappears.  I  un- 
derstood the  noble  Lord  the  Lord  Privy 
Seal  was  of  that  opinion.  He  said  he 
believed  this  compensation  for  disturb- 
ance would  sink  very  much  into  the 
background.  I  ag^ee  with  the  view  of 
the  noble  Lord ;  but  the  legitimate  con- 
clusion is  that  this  clause  ought  not  to 
be  in  the  Bill.  There  is  no  necessity  to 
re-open  the  question  of  compensation ; 
it  is  merged,  it  is  absorbed  by  the  higher 
question  of  the  right  of  free  sale,  and 
having  fallen  into  a  trap  on  the  former 
occasion  by  inadvertence,  I  hope  Parlia- 
ment will  take  care  to  avoid  it  now.  I 
now  come  to  the  most  important  ques- 
tion in  the  Bill — to  the  effect  of  firee 
sale  on  tenancies  in  Ireland  taken  in 
relation  to  the  valuation  of  rents,  or 
rather,  to  the  valuation  of  rents  taken 
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in  eonneotioii  with  free  sale.    I  onder- 
ttand  that  the  ground  on  which  you  in- 
terfere in  tlie  valuation  of  rente  is  this. 
Tottwant  to  protect  the  tenant  against 
extortionate  payment,  due  to  the  compe- 
tition arising  out   of   the    great  land 
hnnger  existing  in  Ireland,  and  which 
desto3r8  freedom  of  contract.    What  is 
the  position  of  the  tenant  now  that  a 
OQstom  like  the  Ulster  Custom  will  be 
extended  to  the  rest  of  Ireland  ?    There 
are  two  elements  in  what  the  tenant 
pays  for  the  land,  one  the  element  of 
rent,  the  other  the  gross  sum  which  he 
pays  for  the  goodwill  of  the  holding. 
u  he  pays  for  the  goodwill  out  of  money 
he  has  saved,  he  loses  the  interest  which 
he  might  otherwise  have.  If  he  borrows 
the  money  from  a  money-lender  or  a 
hank,  he  pays  a  high  interest  for  it. 
Therefbre,  m  estimating  what  the  tenant 
has  to  pay,  you  must  put  together  the 
rent  and  the  proper  interest  of  the  sum 
he  pays  for  possession  of  the  holding. 
8o  mat  what  ne  pays  for  the  land  is  not 
the   rent  alone,   and  not  the  interest 
alone,  but  it  is  the  aggregate  of  the  two 
nuns.  These  things  are  spoken  of  some- 
times as  if  there  were  a  juggle  in  the 
figoree,  and  as  if  you  could  get  rid  of 
the  rules  of  arithmetic  by  saying  that 
these  two  payments  have  no  connection 
wliatever.    What  does  this  Bill  propose 
to  do  ?    Founded  on  the  theory  that  the 
tenant  must  be  protected  against  extor- 
tion arising  from  severe  competition,  the 
Bill  proceeds  to  curb,  fetter,  and  confine 
one   payment — namely,    the    payment 
vhidi  he  makes  to  the  landlord — but 
yon  leave  perfectly  free  and  uncurbed 
the  other  payment,  which  he  makes  for 
getting  possession  of  the  holding.    The 
aoUe  Lord  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  says 
Aat  this  is  a  pure  evasion,  and  that  if 
yon  go  to  an  XJlster  tenant  and  tell  him 
that  he  pays    a    sum  for    rental  and 
another  sum  for  interest  of  the  money 
he  has  paid  for  the  tenant  right,  and 
that  he  is  consequently  rack-rented,  he 
iriU  laugh  in  your  face.  But,  my  Lords, 
fliaft  is  not  so.    The  XJlster  tenant  per- 
ftedy  w^  understands  that  the  land 
costs  him  the  aggregate  of  the  two  pay- 
BMnts,  and  that  if  you  protect  him  in 
Ae  payment  of  his  rent,  you  leave  him 
nqpioteoted  as  far  as  the  other  payment 
goes.  I  am  not  going  to  argue  the  point 
vhslher  the  payment  for  goodwill  has 
or  has  not  a  connection  with  the  pay- 
Mit  whioh  the  landlord  receives  by 
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way  of  rent.     I  am  not  goinff  to  arg^e 
whether  the  payment  for  goodwill  comes 
out  of  the  interest  of  the  landlord ;  but 
what  I  am  going  to  ask  your  Lordships  is 
this — that  you  ought  to  be  very  careful 
that  whatever  theory  is  to  be  held  on  this 
point  should  be  very  clearly  expressed 
on  the  face  of  the  Bill ;  because  tne  fear 
is,  that  by  reason  of  any  ambiguity  on 
the  face  of  the  Bill,  and  notwithstanding 
the  declarations  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment, it  should  come  to  pass — say, 
by  inadvertence,  that  when  the  rent  of 
some  of  these   holdings  comes  to  be 
valued,  notwithstanding  the  declarations 
of  my  noble  Friend  the  Lord  Privy  Seal 
and  the  Lord  Chancellor,  this  triumvirate 
of  respectable  gentlemen  may  take  up 
the  idea  that  there  is  some  connection 
after  all  between  the  payment  for  rent 
and  the  payment  for  interest,  and  may 
make  the  landlord  suffer  for  the  pay- 
ment for  tenant  right.     Suppose  there  is 
a  holding  in  Ulster  for  which  the  tenant 
pays  £50  rent,  while  he  has  paid  £500 
lor  the  goodwill,  and  that  he  comes  to 
the  triumvirate,  and  they  say — **  We  are 
to  fix  a  fair  rent  and  nothing  more.  We 
are  to  have  regard  to  the  interest  of 
both  the  landlord  and  the  tenant.''  Then 
suppose  the  triumvirate  say — **  What  is 
the  interest  of  the  tenant  ?    He  has  paid 
£500,  and  invested  that  capital.    That 
is  his  interest,  and  we  are  to  have  regard 
to  it."    But  suppose  by  mistake  the 
triumvirate  reason  thus — **  The  mean- 
ing of  our  considering  the  tenant's  inte- 
rest is  this — we  are  to  see  whether  the 
rent  of  £50,  which,  looking  to  the  abso- 
lute value  of  the  holding,  is  a  fair  rent ; 
but  having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the 
tenant  has  paid  £500  on  coming  in,  we 
do  not  think  it  is.     The  rent  is  £10  too 
high,  and,  therefore,  we  reduce  it  to  £40." 
['*  Hear,  hear !  "]     Well,  they  may  be 
right ;    but   suppose  they  are  wrong, 
what  then  ?    Why  the  consequence  will 
be  this  —  that    during    the    15   years 
when  the  rent  is  £40,  the  tenant  will 
say — "  I  have  paid  £500  ;  but  I  have 
now  got  the  rent  reduced  to  £40,  and 
my  tenant  right  is,  therefore,  now  worth 
£600."     And  if  he  wished  to,  he  would 
sell  it  in  the  open  market  for  that  sum. 
Then  comes  the  end  of  that  period,  and 
these  respectable  gentlemen  say —  *  *  Well, 
we  must  go  over  this  process  again ;  we 
must  have  regard  to  the  interest  of  the 
tenant ;  but  as  the  tenant's  interest  has 
now  risen  to  £600,  and  as  we  reduced 
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tlie  rent  to  £40,  when  the  interest  was 
£500,  we  must  now  further  reduce  the 
rent  to  £30.  And  so  the  tenant  will 
start  again  with  a  £30  rent,  and  will 
ask  £700  for  his  interest ;  and  so  it  wiU 
go  on,  and  the  rent  wiU  be  reduced  each 
time,  having  regard  to  the  increasing 
interest  of  the  tenant."  Now,  is  that  a 
mere  supposition  of  mine  ?  Is  that  the 
idea  of  a  person  wholly  unacquainted  with 
land  in  Ireland  ?  These  are  the  words  of 
the  Devon  Commission  on  this  point,  of 
persons  who  certainly  take  a  most  favour- 
able view  of  the  question  of  free  sale — 

*'  It  ifl  difficult  to  deny  that  the  effect  of  this 
system  is  the  assumption  by  the  tenant  of  a 
joint  proprietorship  in  the  hmd,  and  that  the 
tendency  is  to  convert  the  proprietor  into  a 
rent-charger  having  an  indefinite  and  declining 
annuity.*' 

Now,  I  am  not  concerned  to  argue  whe- 
ther the  triumvirate  would  be  right  or 
wrong  in  doing  what  I  said ;  but  I  do 
maintain  that  the  most  honest  men  in 
the  world  may  do  this  under  the  Bill  as 
it  stands,  and  that,  with  the  most  perfect 
desire  to  do  justice,  the  result  would  be 
such  as  I  have  described,  and  I  must  say 
that  it  would  not  be  surprising  if  they 
did.  What  I  want  to  know  is,  are  you 
going  to  leave  this  matter  in  doubt ;  are 
you  going  to  content  vourselves  with  the 
declaration  made  in  this  House  that  the 
tenant  ri^ht  and  the  rent  have  no  con- 
nection, that  nothing  is  taken  out  of  the 
property  of  the  landlord;  or  are  you 
goin^  to  put  something  into  the  Bill 
which  will  remove  all  possibility  of  its 
being  done  in  the  future  ?  I  do  not  say 
this  merely  in  the  interests  of  the  land- 
lord, but  in  the  interests  of  the  tenant 
also.  Remember,  you  are  creating  a 
property  which  is  to  come  into  the 
market.  You  are  dealing,  not  merely 
with  educated  landlords,  but  also  with  a 
tenantry  of  whom  many  are  uneducated. 
Let  it,  then,  be  known  what  is  the  thing 
to  be  bought  and  sold,  and  do  not  let 
there  be  any  ambiguities,  doubts,  and 
uncertainties  which  would  lead  to  re- 
newed agitation,  heart-burning,  and  new 
legislation  hereafter.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Lord  Privy  Seal  said  that  it  was  not 
intended  by  this  right  of  f^ee  sale  to 
diminish  the  fair  rent  of  the  landlord, 
and  I  ask  him  if  he  will  put  words  to 
make  that  perfectly  clear  in  the  Bill ; 
and,  if  he  will,  every  criticism  I  have  to 
offer  on  this  point  is  at  once  answered, 
and  is  at  an  end.    I  should  be  sorry 
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to  believe  that  the  Qovemment  would 
use  in  this  House  any  word  that 
they  did  not  mean  sincerely;  but  if 
so,  what  is  their  objection  to  put  those 
words  on  the  face  of  the  Bill  ?  There 
were  words  left  out  in  the  other  House 
as  to  the  valuation  of  rent,  words  to  the 
effect  that  the  Judges  were  to  consider 
the  element  of  the  tenant  right  in  fixing 
the  amount  of  rent,  and  only  those  who 
apprehended  their  effect  advocated  their 
omission ;  but  that  is  not  enough  when 
there  is  a  possibility  of  doubt,  and  I  ask 
you  by  all  means  to  put  in  words  to  say 
what  is  the  real  principle  of  the  Bill  ? 
Now,  what  does  the  noble  Lord  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal  say  ? — 

"  As  to  the  other  portion  of  the  tenant  right, 
is  it  true  that  the  occupation  element,  the  good- 
will element,  must  be  taken  out  of  the  landlcod's 
fair  rent?  I  utterly  deny  that.  We  do  not 
admit  it  for  a  moment.  We  believe  that  the 
goodwill  element  of  tenant  right  grows  up  in- 
evitably, side  by  side,  in  conjunction  with,  and 
outside  of,  the  landlord's  rent ;  that  it  is  not 
oarved  out  of  the  landlord's  rent ;  and  that  it 
does  not  cut  down  the  landlord's  rent." 

Now,  I  wish  to  know  whether  the  noble 
Lord  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  adheres  to 
that  view  of  the  case.  My  noble  and 
learned  Friend  the  Lord  Chancellor  said 
he  would  rather  have  the  responsibility 
of  this  measure  than  be  in  the  position 
of  the  Opposition  to  criticize  a  measure 
which  they  do  not  reject.  The  Opposi- 
tion are  quite  able  to  judg^e  for  them- 
selves of  the  course  it  is  weir  duty  to 
take  without  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend's  advice,  and  without  his  sym* 
pathy.  Therefore,  we  are  quite  satisfied 
with  his  view  of  the  matter,  and  perhaps 
I  may  be  allowed  to  return  his  compu- 
ment,  and  say  I  prefer  the  position  of 
the  Opposition  to  the  position  of  those 
who  have  the  responsibility  of  this  mea* 
sure.  I  am  not  going  to  prophecy,  but 
I  know  what  are  the  natural  results  of 
a  measure  of  this  kind.  Human  nature 
will  be  changed  in  its  course  if  it  does 
not  stop  all  improvements  made  by  land- 
lords in  Ireland.  Human  nature  will 
alter  if  this  measure  does  not  build  up 
a  wall  of  separation  between  the  lan£ 
lord  and  the  tenant.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther it  will  turn  landlords  into  rent- 
chargers  ;  but  it  will  at  once  put  an  end 
to  every  motive  which  has  hitherto  ex- 
isted for  a  kindly  interchange  of  kindly 
feeling,  good-wiU,  friendship,  and  fellow- 
ship as  between  landlord  and  tenant. 
Another  result  of  the  measure  does  not 


U9 


LtmiLm» 


[kvQvn  2,  1881 )  {Inland)  BiU. 


650 


nqnive  piopheor ;  for  we  have  liad  so 
much  proof  of  wnat  has  happened  since 
1870  that  we  know  the  same  thing 
must  go  on.  XTp  to  1870  tenants  had 
no  legal  property  in  their  holdings  that 
oeditors  oonld  touch;  but  after  the 
pasnng  of  the  Land  Act  in  that  year, 
the  tenants  found  that  they  could  give 
security  for  money,  and  the  result  was 
that  many  of  them  got  over  head  and 
ears  in  debt.  Still  larger  numbers  will 
ffet  into  debt  when  this  Bill  is  passed. 
In  Ulster,  where  this  custom  has  grown 
np,  and  where  they  have  had  to  pay  for 
it,  the  tenants  know  the  value  oi  money 
and  of  their  holdings ;  they  are  careful 
and  thrifty  men,  and  they  do  not  get 
into  debt ;  but  when  you  suddenly  throw 
this  Talnable  property  at  the  head  of  all 
the  tenants  in  beland,  they  will  be  in- 
toxicated with  the  possession  of  that 
security,  which  they  never  had  before, 
and  they  will  fall  still  more  into  the 
hands  of  the  money-lender  and  the 
usurer.  You  know  also  that  those  who 
emigrate  now  are  the  best  men.  What 
are^ou  going  to  do?  Tou  are  going 
to  give  them  a  property  which  they  can 
•t  once  convert  into  money  for  the  pur- 
pose of  taking  them  away.  I  say  that 
the  effect  of  this  Bill  will  be  to  make 
changes  which  will  take  some  of  the 
best  men  out  of  Ireland.  Errors  and 
mistakes  are  made  frequently  which 
etnnot  be  remedied.  We,  however,  are 
act  the  Executive  Gbvemment.  The 
Executive  Gbvemment  have  the  con- 
Uence  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and, 
having  that  confidence,  they  have  partly 
emxraraged  and  partly  supported  the 
system  of  agitation  which  has  prevailed, 
ud  they  have  failed  to  suppress  that 
ag^tion  by  the  means  which  they  could 
eommand.  In  fact,  they  have  brought 
about  a  state  of  things  which  we  all  de- 
pbre,  and  they  have  thought  it  right  to 
attempt  to  satisfy  agitators  by  present- 
ing them  with  this  Bill.  That  is  a 
heavy  responsibility.  But  once  this  has 
been  done  b^  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment, possessing  as  they  do  the  confi- 
denoe  of  the  House  of  Commons,  the 
case  becomes  one  in  which,  if  this  House 
were  to  take  upon  itself  to  reject  the 
measnre,  it  would,  in  its  turn,  assume 
the  responsibility  which  at  present  rests 
with  the  Government,  and  which  is  a 
rsspondbility  which  I  do  not  envy.  It 
is  zor  these  reasons  that  I  am  glad  your 
Iiosdships  are  not  going  to  come  to  an 


issue  upon  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill.  I  have  no  wish  to  see  the  Bill 
amended  in  any  way  which  would  alter 
its  main  lines  and  features ;  but  it  now 
contains  excrescences  and  inconsistencies 
which  mar  the  regularity  of  those  fea- 
tures. In  these  respects,  then,  there  are 
important  Amendments  which  I  would 
be  glad  to  see  introduced  into  the  Bill ; 
and  when  that  has  been  done  I  believe 
that  this  House  will  have  taken  a  course 
which  is  consistent  with  the  dignity  of 
the  House,  with  our  duty  as  public  men, 
and  with  the  best  traditions  of  the  Con- 
stitution of  this  country. 

The  Eakl  of  KIMBERLET:  My 
Lords,  it  is  not  necessary  that  I  should 
detain  your  Lordships  at  this  late  hour 
(1  o'clock)  for  any  long  period,  as  my 
noble  Friend  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
on  the  Woolsack  has  so  fully  stated  the 
case  of  the  Government  in  connection 
with  this  Bill.  On  reviewing  the  whole 
of  the  debate,  I  think  we  have  no  reason 
to  be  dissatisfied ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
some  things  liave  been  uttered  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Earl  who  has  just  sat 
down  (Earl  Cairns)  which  it  is  my  duty  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  to  notice.  It 
seems,  judging  by  the  tone  of  this  debate, 
that  it  is  admitted  on  all  sides  that  there  is 
a  very  grave  emergency  in  Ireland,  and 
that  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  some 
measure  of  this  kind  should  be  intro- 
duced and  passed,  and  I  think  that  the 
Bill  is  founded  upon  the  only  lines  which 
the  circumstances  of  the  case  justify. 
The  noble  and  learned  Earl  opposite, 
who  made  a  very  moderate  and  wise 
speech,  indulged  at  the  end  of  it,  as  was 
natural,  in  some  slight  Party  recrimina- 
tion. The  noble  and  learned  Earl  said, 
in  efltect — "  Here  is  a  Bill  the  necessity 
of  which  is  admitted ;  but  whence  arises 
the  necessity?"  And  |the  noble  Earl 
answers  —  **  From  the  conduct  of  the 
Government."  I  undertake,  however, 
to  demonstrate  to  your  Lordships  that  to 
say  that  this  measure  has  been  rendered 
necessary  by  what  has  taken  place  in 
Ireland  during  the  last  few  months  is 
perfectly  preposterous.  What  did  the 
noble  and  learned  Earl  himself  say  in 
this  House  on  the  3rd  of  August  last 
year  ?  He  said  that  any  statesmanlike 
measure  introduced  for  the  benefit  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  would  receive  his  re- 
spectful consideration.  [Earl  Cairks: 
Hear,  hear  1  ]  The  noble  and  learned 
Earl  added  that  ho  thought  a  measure 
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for  the  encouragement  of  emigration  was 
very  desirable,  that  a  measure  for  the 
establishment  of  a  jpeasant  proprietary 
would  deserve  consideration,  and  also 
one  for  the  extension  of  the  Ulster  Cus- 
tom to  the  other  Provinces  of  Ireland ; 
and  he  added  that  ''  all  these,  whatever 
view  we  may  take  of  them,  are  projects 
worthy  of  a  statesman." 

Eabl  CAIENS  :  But  I  did  not  express 
any  opinion  as  to  their  merits. 

The  Earl  OF  KIMBERLEY :  I  have 
not  said  that  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
expressed  any  approval  of  any  particular 
scheme.  All  I  can  say  is  that  we  who 
sat  on  this  Bench,  when  that  speech  was 
delivered  during  the  discussion  on  the 
Compensation  for  Disturbance  Bill,  said 
— ''  Earl  Cairns  perceives  that  there  must 
be  a  large  land  measure  for  Ireland, 
and  knows  that  it  must  be  based  upon 
an  extension  of  the  Ulster  Custom  " — 
the  principle  of  the  present  Bill,  for  from 
it  flows  the  greater  part  of  its  provisions. 
The  noble  and  learned  Earl  now  says  that 
**  After  all,  this  Bill  is  an  embodiment 
of  the  three  F's ; ''  and  as  regards  two 
of  the  '*  F's  "  I  quite  agree  that  it  is.  But 
fixity  of  tenure  is  not  in  this  Bill.  The 
noble  and  learned  Earl  compared  what 
is  in  this  Bill  with  copyhold  tenure ;  and, 
if  I  did  not  misunderstand  him,  he  said 
that  in  copyhold  tenure  there  is  forfeiture. 
Now,  of  course,  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl  knows  well  what  copyhold  tenure 
is.  But  my  understanding  of  it  was 
this — that  the  landlord  may  recover  his 

1'ust  dues  from  the  copyholder;  but  so 
onc^  as  there  is  an  heir,  there  can  be  no 
for&iture,  as  a  copyhold  is  an  estate  of 
inheritance.  In  the  absence  of  an  heir 
to  take,  the  copyhold  escheats  to  the 
lord.  I  always  supposed  that  what 
constituted  the  fixity  of  tenure  in  copy- 
holds was  that  the  heir  has  an  abso- 
lute right  to  be  admitted  on  the  Court 
rolls.  But  under  this  BiU  there  are 
distinct  cases  in  which  the  landlord  will 
recover  possession  of  the  land — e,g.y 
upon  a  breach  of  a  covenant,  and  t^e 
landlord  recovers  absolute  possession 
without  any  power  in  the  tenant  to  re- 
gain possession.  Then  the  whole  class 
of  future  tenants  will  be  in  a  different 
condition  from  the  present  tenants. 
When  we  come  to  discuss  the  Bill  in 
Committee  I  think  we  shall  find  that  the 
Bill  does  not  contain  fixity  of  tenure.  I 
must  say  I  was  somewhat  surprised  at 
the  attitude  now  assumed  towards  the  ^ 

J^  Earl  of  KimherUy 


Bill  by  my  noble  Friend  (the  Duke  of 
Arfi;yll) ;  and  I  must,  therefore,  take  oc- 
casion to  refer  to  what  was  said  by  my 
noble  Friend  in  the  year  1870.  The 
noble  Duke  had  not  then  the  same  ob- 
jection to  the  extension  of  the  Ulster 
Custom  which  he  has  since  so  strongly 
expressed.  The  noble  Duke,  in  a  speech 
on  the  Bill  of  1870,  used  these  woi^ — 

*'  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  (ref  erring  to 
Lord  Cairns),  who  assents  to  the  Ulster  Custom, 
protests  violently  against  the  3rd  clause  of  the 
Bill,  which  gives  a  position  to  tenants  outside 
Ulster  preciselj  the  same  in  character  as  that  of 
tenants  in  Ulster." 

Now,  it  is  curious  that  upon  this  subject 
there  is  a  g^at  deal  oi  discontent  in 
Ulster,  and  exactly  in  proportion  as  the 
landlords  have  been  able  by  rules  to  cur- 
tail the  Ulster  Custom  is  there  dissatis- 
faction among  the  Ulster  tenants.     So 
much  discontent,  indeed,  prevails  that 
towards  the  close  of  the  last  Parliament 
a  measure  was  brought  forward  by  Mr. 
Macartney,  which  contained  three  re- 
markable clauses.    The  Bill  proposed  to 
abolish  office  rules  altogether,   and  it 
actually  provided  that  leases  should  be 
dealt  with.     My  noble  Friend  (the  Duke 
of  Arfi;yll)  is  not  present,  or,  no  doubt,  he 
wouloL  be  surprised  to  make  that  dis- 
covery.   Mv  noble  Friend  said  that  no 
attempt  had  been  made  to  interfere  with 
leases  until  it   was  attempted  in  that 
Bill.     He  evidently  never  heard  of  this 
Bill.     It  is  rather  remarkable  that  an 
Ulster   Member  should  bring  in  this 
Bill.    The  Bill  was  read  the   second 
time  in  the  House  of  Commons  just  a 
month  before  the  Dissolution,  and  with 
the  concurrence  of  the  Government ;  and 
so  important  did  they  think  it  that,  at 
the  time  of  the  General  Election,  a  letter 
was  addressed  by  Sir  StidSbrd  Northcote 
to  Viscount  Castlereagh  on  the  subject 
In  that  letter,  the  then  Leader  of  the 
House  of  Commons  said  it  had  been 
reported  to  him  that  the  Government 
was  hostile  to  Ulster  tenant  riffht,  and 
that  they  were  not  whoUy  disindined  to 
support  it,  but,  if  possible,  disposed  to 
reverse  that  policy.     A  direct  contradic- 
tion was  nven  to  this,  and  it  was  stated 
that  the  jLand  Act  had  been  accepted, 
as  they  were  bound  to  accept  it,  honesUv. 
We  ima^pne  that  we  have  sufficienuy 
guarded  m  this  Bill  the  fair  and  just 
privileges  of  the  landlord  quite  as  much 
as  they  would  have  been  liy  the  Bill 
which  was  approved  b^  the  late  GK)veni? 
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msnt.  It  has  been  saggested  by  the 
BoUe  and  learned  Earl  opposite  (Earl 
OahnB)  that  the  Bill  can  be  so  adminis- 
tered that  the  landlord's  interest  may 
mdnally  diaappear ;  but  that  could  not 
be  mdesB  the  Court  utterly  disregarded 
the  interest  of  the  landlord,  and  the 
Bin  says  that  the  Court  shall  have  re- 
gard to  the  interest  of  the  landlord  as 
well  as  that  of  the  tenant.  It  may  be 
possible  to  make  the  duty  of  the  Court 
more  easy  by  instruction,  if  words  can 
be  found ;  but  if  the  Court  were  to  act 
in  such  a  manner  as  has  been  suggested, 
it  would  be  guilty  of  a  gross  dereliction 
of  duty.  Tenant  right  in  this  case  is  no 
landlord's  wrong.  I  would  ask  those 
noble  Lords  who  ha\re  properly  in  Lre- 
lind,  and  who  have  spoken  in  such 
strong  terms  of  this  Bill,  whether  it  is 
not  obvious,  when  you  have  found  a 
principle  which,  whatever  may  be  said 
igainst  it  theoretically,  has  worked  for 
along  time  with,  I  will  not  say  perfect, 
Irat  with  considerable  success  in  a  par- 
ticolar  part  of  Ireland,  that  we  should 
extend  that  principle  to  the  rest  of  the 
oofontry  ?  K  we  had  a  tolerable  state 
of  things  in  the  rest  of  Ireland,  I  should 
not  say — "  Let  us  extend  the  principle ; " 
Irat  the  state  of  things  in  the  rest  of 
Irdand  is  perfectly  mtolerable.  The 
xelations  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
▼ho  are  the  principal  classes  consti- 
tuting the  great  mass  of  the  population, 
ire  such  that  no  Gh>yemment  wnich  had 
sny  regard  to  its  duty  could  shrink  from 
bringing  in  and  asking  Parliament  to 

Kany  measure  likely  to  create  a 
»  state  of  things.  A  noble  Mar- 
quess, not  now  in  the  House  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury),  said  that  this  was 
a  measure  of  pure  and  simple  confisca- 
tion. But  when  they  knew  that  what 
the  majority  of  the  House  chose  to  call 
confiscation  was  inevitable,  what  was 
the  use  of  calling  it  by  such  a  name  ?  The 
noble  Earl  the  bte  Goyemor  Qeneral  of 
India  (the  Eurl  of  Lytton),  in  the  long 
essay  he  deliyered  last  night — and  it 
was  the  only  portion  of  that  essay  which 
▼Bs  remarkable — said — 

"  This  may  be  largely  beneficial.  I  do  not 
v^giid  it  wim  mi^vrng,  becanae  it  is  confisca- 
tion, becanie  oonfiscaticm  may  be  necessary." 

Now,  I  ij^^nk  if  tfus  mossure  could  be 
pored  to  be  oonfisoation  all  the  hard 
woids  applied  to  it  would  be  justified. 
Bntiheimotisthat  ''oonfisoation,''  asused 
adsbafa^  is  a  Farliamentaxy  tenui  and 


does  not  mean  what  it  professes.    There 
are  many  other  matters   which   have 
been  referred  to,  but  on  which  I  need 
not  touch;   but  I  must  allude  to  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne),  who  took  so  com- 
pletely a  landlord's  view  of  the  situa- 
tion.    I  suppose  many  of  us  were  as- 
tonished that  anyone,  much  more  a  great 
Irish  landlord,  should  say  that  tlie  ques- 
tion of  improvements  was  a  vexed  ques- 
tion, except,  of  course,  in  the  sense  that 
it  is  vexatious  to  hear  it  so  often  argued ; 
for  the  fact  is  beyond  all  dispute  that 
by  far  the  most  of  the  improvements  in 
Ireland  have  been  made  by  the  tenants. 
It  is  astonishing  to  me  that  the  Bill 
should  have  been  branded  as  a  monstrous 
attempt  to  confiscate  the  property  of  the 
landlord,  when  the  fact  is,  as  has  been 
shown  by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
the    Lord    Chancellor,   that    the    very 
essence  of  the  measure  is  an  attempt  to 
save  the   landlord's  property,   by  res- 
cuing it  from  the  peril  with  which  it  is 
threatened.  I  heard  my  noble  Friend  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Lans- 
downe) say — "  You  think,  by  a  measure 
of  this  kind,  to  quell  agrarian  rebellion." 
Well,  we  do.  You  may  either  quell  it  by 
the  bayonet  and  grape-shot  or  by  reme- 
dial measures.     I  have  said  so  much 
about  the  noble  Marquess's  speech,  be- 
cause I  regard  him  as  one  who  has  great 
knowledge  of   the  subject  and    great 
ability,  which  I  much  regretted  to  see 
applied  as  he  has  applied  it  to  this  sub- 
ject.    He  throws  great  light  upon  it; 
but  he  does  not  bring  that  fair  considera- 
tion of  the  matter  on  both  sides  which 
is  more  necessary  in  Ireland  than  any- 
where else,  if  you  are  to  have  good  re- 
lations between  the  two  classes.     Criti- 
cisms on   a  measure   of  this  kind   we 
must  expect,  and  hard  words  will  be 
lavished  on  those  who  have  this  most 
responsible  and,  in  some  respects,  most 
ungrateful  task    imposed  upon   them. 
The    Government,    however,    have   no 
reason  to  complain  of  the  general  tone 
of  the  criticisms  to  which  the  Bill  has 
been  subject,  and  we  only  ask  the  House 
to  admit  that  there  is  a  necessity  for 
passing  the  second  reading  of  a  measure 
based  on  these  principles,  and  I  hope 
the  House  will  also  be  guided  by  the 
wise  advice  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl  who  has  just  sat  down,  not  to  in- 
terfere in  Committee    with  the   main 
lines  of  the  measure. 

lUecond  Night.'] 
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Lord  DENMAN,  amid  conriderable 
intermptioii,  said,  that  if  he  did  not 
speak  against  the  second  reading,  he 
would  be  under  the  imputation  of  agree- 
ing to  that  stage  of  the  Bill.  He  would 
give  Notice  that,  on  the  Motion  for 
going  into  Committee,  he  would  move 
that  the  House  should  resolve  itself  into 
the  said  Committee  on  that  day  three 
months. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

ROYAL   UNIVERSITY  OF  IRBLAWD 
BILL   [h.L.] 

A  Bill  for  providing  funds  to  defray  certain 
of  the  expenses  of  the  Royal  University  of  Ire- 
land— Was  presented  by  The  Lord  Privy  Seal  ; 
read  1».    (No.  194.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  past 

One  o'clock,  a  m.  till 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  2nd  August ,  1881. 


MIKUTES.]  —  Select  Committee  —  Report— 
Artizans'  and  Labourers*  Dwellings  Improve- 
ment [No.  358]. 

Supply — eottsidered  in  Committee  —  Civil  Ser- 
vice Estimates,  Class  II. — Salaries  and 
Expenses  op  Civil  Departments. 

Public  Bills — Resolutione  [August  1]  reported 
—  Ordered — First  Reading  — ^X^ational  Debt 
[236]  ;  Indian  Loan  of  1879  [237]. 

Ordered  —  First  Reading  —  Corrupt  Practices 
(Suspension  of  Elections)  •  [238]. 

Committee  —  Report  —  Petroleum  (Hawking) 
[222]. 

Considered  as  amended — Third  Reading — Wild 
Birds  Protection  Act  (1880)  Amendment 
[2261  ;  Superannuation  (Post  Office  and 
Works)*  [228],  9Jidi passed, 

Q  UE8TI0N8. 


MERCANTILE  ^LA^RINE  —  LIGHTSHIPS 
AND  LIGHTHOUSES—TELEGRAPHIC 
COMMUNICATION. 

Mr.  AKERS-DOUGLAS  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
present  want  of  teleffraphio  communica- 
tion between  lightships  and  lighthouses 


and  the  shore;  and,  whether  he  will 
consider  the  desirability  of  establishing 
such  telegraphic  communication  if  pos- 
sible before  another  winter  ? 

Mr.  chamberlain,  in  reply,  said, 
his  attention  had  been  directed  to  the 
subject  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member, 
and  as  to  which  communications  had  for 
some  time  been  going  on  between  the 
Board  of  Trade  and  the  Trinity  House. 
He  was  informed  that  the  Trinity  House 
hoped  to  be  able  to  make  a  satisfactory 
Report  on  the  subject  in  a  short  time. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION  —  THE  NEW 
ROYAL  WARRANT— MAJORS. 

Majors-General  BURNABT  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  K  exist- 
ing Colonels  who  were  Majors  before 
the  Ist  of  October  1877,  and  who  were 
eligible  for  promotion  to  Major  General 
until  the  age  of  fifty-eight,  but  who  un- 
der paragraph  77  (2)  of  the  New  Royal 
Warrant,  are  rendered  ineligible  for 
such  promotion,  and  who  furthermore 
thereby  will  be  compulsorily  retired  at 
the  age  of  fifty-five  will  be  allowed  ''  to 
serve  and  be  eligible  for  promotion  until 
the  1st  of  July  1885,  up  to  the  age  of 
fifty-nine  years,  and  forwards  up  to 
the  age  of  fifty-eight  years,"  as  in  the 
case  of  Colonels  who  were  Lieutenant 
Colonels  before  the  1st  of  October  1877 ; 
and,  if  this  relaxation  is  not  granted  to 
all  such  Majors,  whether  it  will  be 
granted  to  Colonel  Marter  of  the  First 
or  King's  Di«goon  Guards,  who,  being 
a  Major,  captured  King  Cetshwayo,  and 
to  any  other  Officers,  who,  being  Majors 
before  the  1st  of  October  1877,  were 
also  promoted  for  distinguished  service 
in  the  field  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  No,  Sir ;  I  have 
no  intention  to  relax  the  rule  under 
which  Colonels  who  were  Majors  only 
before  October,  1877,  will  retire  at  the 
fixed  age  of  Colonels'  retirement — that 
is  to  say,  at  55.    Nor  can  I  see  any 

Sounds  for  a  special  exception  in  Colonel 
arter's  favour.    He  is  apparently  only 
48  years  of  age. 

ARMY  REGULATION  ACT,  1871— PUR- 
CHASE  OFFICERS. 

Major-General  BURNABT  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  "pur- 
chase "  officers  who  wish  to  retire  mm 
the  Army  and  realizejthat  value  of  their 
Commissions  guaranteed  l^  die  State, 
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•n  (althon&rh  the  paraliue  flystem  is 
■boluhed  Whereby  promation  to  a  death 
ncaacy  has  oeased  to  be  a  financial 
ben^t  to  thoae  in  whose  favonr  it  ex- 
isted) Teqaired  to  fnmiah  a  medical  cer- 
tificate of  good  health;  failing  which 
the;  are  reqnired  to  pass  a  quarantine 

of  six  weeks,  in  order  that  the  State 

may  benefit  bj  not  having  to  nav  them 

■honid  they  die  within  that  period ;  and, 

if  such  ia  the  case,  whether  this  pro- 

oednre  mar  at  once  cease,  and  all  moneys 

derired  therebv  since  dxe  abolition  of 

purchase  may  be  paid  to  the  executors 


of  any  officer  who,  haTiog  made  a^pli 
cation  to  retire,  may  not  have  surrived 
ths  six  weeks'  quarantine  in  question  ? 

IfR.  CHILDERS :  This  is  a  matter 
mtirely  beyond  my  control.  It  is  go- 
verned by  the  3rd  section  of  the  Army 
Begulation  Act,  1871,  and  no  change  in 
^  rule  could  be  made  without  an 
Amendment  to  the  Aat,  which  I  see  no 
tsuon  to  propose. 

CHINA— THE  OPICM  TEAFFIC. 

SiE  WILFRID  LAW80N  asked  the 
Beoetary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  letter 
from  the  Chinese  Glrand  Secretary  Li, 
is  the  "Times"  of  July  29th,  stating— 

"ThaX  the  liiigle  um  of  his  Qovammcnt  in 
taxing  opinm  ui  to  repren  the  traffic.  Never  the 
dwre  to  gain  nfeaoe  from  such  a  iource ; " 
■nd,  whether  the  Indian  Government  is 
taking  any  steps  thoroughly  to  review 
onr  position  with  regard  .to  Uie  opium 
isrenue,  according  to  the  promise  of  the 
Noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
bdia? 

The  HABQTTisa  of  HAETINQTON  : 
I  hare  seen  the  letter  referred  to  from 
the  Ohiitesfl  Grand  Secretary  Li  in  the 
papers,  and  I  mttst  say  that  a  great 
many  Btatements  and  arguments  con- 
tuned  in  that  letter  appear  to  me  to  be 
apaD  to  Tory  great  qnestion.  It  is  im- 
poasible  for  me  to  reply  to  those  Btate- 
ments in  the  course  of  an  answer  to  a 
Qneation,  and  I  am  sure  that  my  hon. 
Friend  would  not  wish  me  to  do  so.  In 
reply  to  the  latter  part  of  the  Question, 
I  nave  to  state  that  a  despatch  has  been 
•snt  to  the  Government  of  India  on  the 
■abject  of  the  opiam  revenue,  which  I 
AtiiV  flontoina  all  the  instructions  neces- 
■n  in  support  of  the  statement  which 
I  "'■^y  dannff  the  ooorse  of  a  debate 
hM  tiro  noam  neo- 


IRELAND  — THE  fiOYAL  HUSH  CON- 
STAB  ULABY— ALLEGED  BEEACU  OP 
THE  PEACE  BY  A  SUB.INSPECTOR. 
Mb.  FINIOAN  asked  the  Chief  8». 
cretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Mr. 
Young,  Sub-Inspector  of  Constabulary, 
Baphoe,  County  Donegal,  who  has  re- 
cently been  placed  in  charge  of  an  extra 
Constabulary  force  in  Qweedore,  in  the 
same  county,  on  28th  June,  when  driv- 
ing through  the  townland  of  Meenonilla, 
in  company  with  Mr.  Bamsay,  Solicitor, 
Letterkenny,  and  Mr.  Bobinson,  Head 
Bailiff  to  Captain  Kill,  provoked  a 
breach  of  the  peace  by  calling  on  Mrs. 
Gallagher  to  come  out  of  her  house  and 
stab  him  with  a  grape  ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther he  approves  of  such  conduct  by  an 
officer  of  the  Constabulary  P 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0R8TER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  understood  Mr.  Young  and  some  men 
were  passing  the  house  of  Mr.  Gallagher 
with  a  prisoner.  A  crowd  collected  on 
the  road  to  the  barracks,  and  Mrs.  Gal- 
lagher shouted  some  words  in  Irish,  and 
took  up  a  grape,  an  instrument  used  in 
potato  digging.  Her  husband  disarmed 
her.  On  a  subsequent  occasion  the  Sub- 
Inspector,  with  some  men,  passed  the 
cottage,  but  neither  saw  nor  heard  any- 
thing of  the  woman. 


Mk.  FINIQAN  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  his  attention  bos  been 
directed  to  the  fact  that  eggs  poisoned 
with  strychnine  have  been  placed,  for 
the  preservation  of  game,  in  a  wood  the 
property  of  Mr.  Richard  Longfield, 
boherbee.  County  Cork,  within  three 
hundred  yards  of  the  houses  of  some  of 
his  tenants ;  whether  the  wood,  contain- 
ing a  woU  from  which  these  people  are 
supplied  with  water,  may  be  entered  by 
several  open  gaps;  whether  four  chil- 
dren belonging  to  one  of  Mr.  Longfield'a 
tenants,  a  widow,  on  finding  one  of  those 
poisoned  e^s,  ate  it,  and  were  instantly 
seized  by  an  attack  of  cramps  and  vomit- 
ing ;  whether  three  of  them  were  dan- 
gerously ill  for  many  days,  and  the 
fourth  for  many  weeks ;  whether  the 
police  authoTities,  as  well  as  the  dispen- 
sary doctor  of  the  district,  are  not  ac- 
quainted with  this  case;  and,  whether 
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the  statutable  notice  required  was  given  PARLIAMENTARY    ELECTIONS  -  SUS- 

m  this  case  ?                          .  PENSION  OF  CORRUPT  BOROUGHS. 

Mh.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 

that  he  found,  on  inquiry,  that  the  state-  Mb.  T.  COLLINS  asked  Mr.  Attorney 

xnents  conttdned  in  the  Question  of  the  General,  Whether  it  is  his  intention  to 

hon.  Member  were  true.    Poisoned  eggs  bring  in  a  Bill  to  suspend  ulitil  the  next 

for  the  preservation  of  game  were  placed  Session  of  Parliament  Writs  for    the 

within  300  yards  of  the  houses  of  some  cities  of  Canterbury,  Chester,  Gloucester, 

of  the  tenants  of  the  estate ;  and  four  and  Oxford,  and  for  the  boroughs  of 

children  who,  on  finding  one  of  the  eggs,  Boston,  Macclesfield,  and  Sandwich  ? 

ate  it,  were  seized  with  cramp  and  vomit-  The   ATTORNEY  GflNERAL  (Sir 

ing.   He  was  glad  to  say,  however,  they  Henby  James),  in  reply,  said,  it  was  his 

had  recovered.  Mr.  Longfield  had  caused  intention  to  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill 

every  attention  to  be  paid  to  the  chil-  such  as  that  referred  to  in  the  Question 

dren,  had  paid  the  doctor's  fees,  and  sent  of  the  hon.  Member  that  evening, 
money  to  the  parents.    It  appeared  that 

notices  of  the  eggs  were  posted  in  the  ORDERS   OF  THE  DA  T. 

wood,  but  were  not  sent  to  the  Con-  ^  ^^ 
Btabulary  until  after  the  accident.     He 

had  no  doubt  that  what  had  occurred  SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE, 

would  be  a  great  lesson  to  Mr.  Long-  Order  for  Committee  read, 

field  and  to  other  persons ;  and  he  hoped  ^^^^^  ^^^    ^^  Question  proposed, 

and  beheved  that  such  a  thing  would  ,,^j^^^  ^^    g  ^^^^^^  ^^  ^^^  Yeave  the 

not  occur  agam.  Chair  " 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES) -MILITIA  KNARESBOROUGH  COMMISSION. 

ADJUTANTS.  EESOLUTIOK. 

Mr.  round  asked  the  Secretary  of  Mb.  T.  COLLINS  rose  to  call  atten- 

State  for  War,  Whether  he  proposes  tion  to  the  following  statements  in  the 

that  Adjutants  of  Militia  who  attain  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commissioners  ap- 

rank  of  Major  should  have  precedence  pointed  to  inquire  into  alleged  Corrupt 

over  Majors  of  Militia  Regiments  ?  Practices  in  the  Borough  of  Knares- 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  No,  Sir;   not  for  borough:— 

regimental  purposes.  u  ^y^  find  that  corrupt  practices  did  not  ex- 
tensively prevail  at  the  election  of  1874.    We 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION— THE  NEW  find  that  corrupt  practices  did  not  extensively 

ROYAL  WARRANT— PURCHASE  prevail  at  the  election  of  1880.    We  cannot 

PAPTArw«4  ^  ^^*^  °^  Report,  having  regard  to  the  oonda- 

^A_riAl^o.  sions  we  have  arrived  at,  without  expressing 

Mb.  MOLLOY  asked  the  Secretary  of  o^  regret  that  the  expense  of  tiiis  inquiry 

c^^4-^  p««  xxr««   T^  ;♦  ;o  ^ki;»o4^/>«tt  iVU^t^  should,  under  the  31st  and  32nd  vie.  c.  125, 

State  for  War^  K  it  is  obhgatx)ry  upon  ^  ^^  ^^  ^^  ^^  ratepayon  of  the  borough  of 

the  Purchase  Captains  to  accept  promo-  Knaresborough ; '» 

tion   to    the    newly-created    majorities  „„^  -    «,««« 

J      ,  r            •  •         i»  i.1.            X  -D      1  wid  to  move- 
under  the  provisions  of  the  recent  Koyal 

Warrant ;  or,  can  they  elect  to  serve  on  "  ^>  "\*^®  opinion  of  this  House,  having 

.  .1              11  J  i.        A.'            J      i.1.     A  ^  regard  to  statements  of  the  Royal  Commis- 

until  compeUed  to  retire,  under  the  Age  3^^^  j^  ^^  ^^  i^  accordance  with  justice  nor 

Clause,  at  forty-two  r  with  the  poUcy  of  the  Act  of  31  and  32  Vic. 

Mb.  CHILDEES  :    In   reply  to   the  c.  126,  that  the  cost  of  this  inquiry  should  be 

hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that,  in  ^^^  ^7  ^^  ratepayers  of  the  borough  of 

making  the  promotions  on  the   1st  of  Knare8l>orough." 

July  last,  when  the  Warrant  of  the  25th  The  hon*  Qentleman  said,  he  had  no 
of  June  came  into  operation,  we  gave  desire  to  delay  the  taking  of  Supply,  and 
captains  who  had  reached  the  reduced  would  not  have  brought  the  subject  for- 
age at  which  retirement  was  compulsory,  ward  on  the  Motion  for  going  into  Sap- 
and  who  were  also  eligible  and  recom-  ply  if  it  were  open  to  him  to  do  so  on 
mended  for  promotion,  the  choice  between  another  occasion.  What  the  ratepayers 
promotion  and  compulsory  retirement,  of  Knaresborough  complained  of  was 
l3ut  I  see  no  reason  for  extending  that  that  their  borough  being  pure  —  aa 
option  to  officers  who  have  not  reached  boroughs  went — ^had  been  saddled  with 
the  age  for  oompulsoxy  retirement.  a  rate  of  some  4#.  in  the  pound.    He 

Mr,  Finigan 
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thought  Hub  was  a  case  in  which  the 
old  maxim,    Do  minimis  non  curat  lex, 
would  have  applied;   and  if  the  rate 
had  been  not  more  than  6d.  in  the  pound 
he  should  not  have  brought  forward  his 
complaint,  although  the  principle  was 
the  same.     Election  Commissions  dated 
backaa  far  as  1850,  when,  under  the 
Premiership  of  Lord  John  Bussell,  a 
Commission  was  appointed  by  Act  of 
Parliament  to  inquire  as  to  the  proceed- 
ings at  an  election  for  St.  Alban's.  Two 
jean  later  another  Act  was  passed  which 
practically  perpetuated  and  made  gene- 
zal  the  St.  Alban's  Act,  and  by  that  Act 
the  cost  of  Commissions  was  defrayed 
from  the  taxes  of  the  country.     This 
state  of  things  went   on   until    1867, 
when  a  Committee,    comprising  many 
of  the  experts  in  matters  of  electoral 
law,  then  sitting  in  Parliament,  sat; 
uid,  on  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Whitbread 
in  ^at  Committee,  it  was  determined 
that  in   cases    where     corrupt     prac- 
tices had  extenaiyely  prevailed  the  ex- 
penses incurred  in  holding  the  inquiries 
should  be  paid  out  of  the  county  or 
borongh  rates  of  the  localities.    This 
seemed  to  him  to  be  a  very  fair  pro- 
posal; but  he  would  remind  the  House 
that  in  the  following  year  the  scope  of 
the  Motion  of  Mr.  Whitbread  was  en- 
laiged,  and  provision  was  made  that 
payment  of  the  cost  of  inquiries  should 
oe  laid  upon  the  rates  in  all  cases  where 
tiie  Judges  reported  that,  in  their  opi- 
nion, this  should  be  done.    He  could 
not  bat  think  that,  in  comparison  with 
flie  other  places  in  which  Commissions 
had  sat,  ^naresborough  was  yer^  badly 
tnated.    The  object  of  the  Legislature 
had  been  the  prevention  of  corrupt  prac- 
tices, and  they  had  refused  to  allow  a 
Oommisaion    to  be  issued,   where  the 
Judge  bad  reported  that  corrupt  prac- 
tiees   had    not   extensively   prevailed, 
merely  because  a  Member  had  been  un- 
seated.   It  was  quite  true  that  in  this 
iBstance  the  Judge  had  reported  that  he 
bdieved  that  corrupt  practices  had  ex- 
tenaivelj  prevailed ;  but  the  inquiry  had 
Aown  that  that  belief  was  not  well 
ioimded.    In  such  droumstances,  it  was 
floatnij  to  the  spirit,  if  not  to  the  letter, 
ef  the  Act  that  the  borough  should  be 
nUed  upon  to  pay  a  rate  of  4«.  in  the 
poond  m  eetabliahing  its  virtue.     He 
Bight  qnote  many  cases  in  which  the 
CbfKnmant   bad    awarded   compensa- 
^  whara  ibey  ware  satisfied  a  mis- 


carriage of  justice  had  taken  place.  The 
case  of  Habron  might  be  mentioned,  as 
well  as  that  of  Barber.  The  issuing  of 
the  Commission  was  an  act  of  inadvert- 
ence. The  intention  of  the  Act  was  never 
to  fine  the  electors  for  merely  isolated 
cases  of  corruption,  such  as  was  the  case 
at  Knaresborough,  and  therefore  it  no 
more  fell  within  the  spirit  of  the  Act 
than  the  cases  of  Gravesend  or  Evesham, 
where  the  Members  were  unseated.  He 
knew  that  at  this  period  of  the  Session 
he  was  quite  in  the  hands  of  the  Go- 
vernment. It  was  impossible,  without 
their  assistance,  to  make  any  headway. 
He  regretted,  however,  that  the  Prime 
Minister  was  not  in  his  place,  that  he 
might  make  his  appeal  to  him  on  the 
subject.  He  knew  that,  technically,  he 
had  no  defence  on  the  question  of  statu- 
tory liability ;  but  he  must  say  that  the 
constituency  had  suffered  from  an  acci- 
dent, and  this  being  a  wrong  created  by 
an  Act  of  Parliament,  it  was  the  busi- 
ness of  Parliament  to  find  a  remedy. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  the  word  "That  '*  to 
the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **  in  the  opinion  of  this  Ilouse,  having 
regard  to  statements  of  the  Hoval  Commis- 
sionors,  it  is  not  in  accordance  witK  justice)  nor 
with  the  policy  of  the  Act  of  31  and  32  Vic. 
c.  125,  that  the  cost  of  this  inquiry  should  he 
home  hy  the  ratepayers  of  the  horough  of 
Knareshorough," — {Mr.  Thomat  ColUnty) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hekry  James)  said,  he  was  sure  the 
House  must  feel  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  very  fairly  stated 
the  case  to  the  House,  and  that  he  was 
fully  entitled  to  bring  the  exceptional 
circumstances  under  the  consideration  of 
the  House.  He  also  felt  that  there  was 
a  substantial  grievance  to  bring  forward  ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  it  was  impossible 
to  give  way  to  his  Motion.  The  sub- 
stantial Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  was  that  the  expenses  of  this 
Commission  should  bo  borne  out  of  the 
Imperial  taxation  of  the  country.  He 
did  not  suggest  any  other  means  by 
which  it  could  be  met.  In  the  first 
place,  that  could  not  be  done  without 
an  Act  of  Parliament.  Therefore,  he 
asked  the  House  to  agree  to  a  deolara- 
tioUy  which  must,  of  necessity,  be  fol- 
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mnnber  of  ihe  ratepayers.  It  appeared 
to  be  generally  aamitted  that  the  state 
of  this  workhouse  was  extremely  un- 
satisiactoryy  and  yet  the  inquiry  was 
aUowed  to  prove  abortive.  In  reference 
to  the  specific  charges  which  he  had 
made,  the  charge  of  immorality  was 
My  borne  out  by  the  facts  which  had 
been  placed  in  his  hands.  There  wore 
cases  of  women  who  had  been  in  and 
out  of  the  house  60  or  70  times,  and 
▼ho  were  simply  living  upon  the  rate- 

Eyers,  whilst  they  led  abandoned  lives. 
other  cases  women  who  remained  in 
the  house  became  mothers  under  cir- 
eomstaaces  which  showed  that  immo- 
rality prevailed  in  the  workhouse. 
Tondiing  those  serious  charg^es  hardly 
a  question  was  asked  at  the  inquiry  ex- 
cept one  or  two  questions  put  to  the  offi- 
WBf  who  could  not  be  expected  to  give 
disinterested  evidence.  On  the  14th  of 
April,  1879,  the  matron  complained  that 
paupers  were  going  about  me  house  in 
possession  of  pass  keys,  and  doing  what 
ttiey  pleased ;  but  not  the  slightest  heed 
was  paid  to  that  charge  at  &e  inquiry. 
The  matron  was  examined,  but  the  ques- 
tion was  not  even  put  to  her.  Then  it 
was  alleged  that  there  was  a  great  deal 
of  dronkenness  in  the  house,  and  the 
way  in  which  that  was  accomplished  was 
th^  by  a  combination,  property  of  the 
Union  was  sold  and  disposed  of  in  va- 
rions  ways — in  this  case  surreptitiously 
introduced  into  the  house.  One  of  the 
magistrates  at  Belfast  stated  that  in  1878 
no  less  than  99  cases  of  drunkenness 
▼ere  broujg;ht  before  him  from  the  work- 
boose.  Yet  there  was  not  €he  slightest 
eross-examination  on  this  point  at  the 
rnqni^y  nor  any  attempt  made  to  ac- 
eoontforand  explain  how  that  drunken- 
BSBS  took  place.  Another  charge  was 
tbat  the  old  men  in  the  house  were  put 
m  the  same  rooms  with  young,  idle, 
and  evil-disposed  vagabonds,  who  treated 
fliem  with  violence,  and  robbed  them  of 
the  few  coins  that  they  brought  into 
file  house.  On  many  occasions  these 
did  men  had  been  subjected  to  the 
gnalest  insolence ;  but  no  such  case  was 
•fsn  alladed  to  at  the  inquiry.  Of 
mnse,  he  knew  that  anyone  would  bo 
misted  bv  the  officials  who  tried  to  re- 
ionn  any  department,  and  that  was  what 
U  been  done  on  the  present  occasion. 
Bie  officials  had  endeavoured  to  cloak 
*Vtt  the  misdeeds  at  the  workhouse  and 
(he  mniasnefls  of  the  chief  authorities 


in  Dublin.  He  hoped  that  public  opi- 
nion would  rise  to  the  occasion,  and  that 
the  Chief  Secretary  would  give  him 
some  hope  that  sooner  or  later,  when 
weightier  matters  had  been  disposed  of, 
he  would  try  to  reform  Irish  Poor  Law 
administration.  It  was  quite  hopeless 
to  expect  any  improvement  as  long  as 
all  investigation  was  to  be  hushed  up 
and  to  be  set  aside.  As  his  Motion  was 
generally  directed  against  the  Irish 
Local  Government  Board  and  the  ad- 
ministration of  workhouses,  ho  would 
just  give  another  instance  of  the  policy 
of  the  Board.  Owing,  perhaps,  to  the 
attention  which  he  had  had  the  honour 
of  exciting  with  regard  to  workhouse 
management,  the  Limerick  Guardians 
took  the  matter  up  very  warmly  and  de- 
termined to  improve  the  condition  of  the 
children  in  their  workhouse,  and  they 
spent  a  largo  sum  of  money  in  building 
a  new  school  and  decided  to  place  the 
religious  instruction  of  the  children 
under  the  supervision  of  a  number  of 
ladies.  The  Local  Government  Board 
were  perfectly  aware  of  what  was  in- 
tended from  the  outset,  and  gave  no  sign 
of  interfering  with  the  plans  of  the 
Guardians.  They  waited,  in  fact,  until 
great  expense  had  been  incurred,  and 
then  they  came  down  with  their  ob- 
structive policy  and  put  their  foot  upon 
the  introduction  of  these  ladies  to  take 
care  of  the  school.  They  put  forward 
the  reason  that  the  proposed  arrange- 
ment would  interfere  with  the  religious 
liberty  of  the  Protestant  children  in  the 
school.  As  a  matter  of  fact  during 
three  years  there  was  only  one  Protes- 
tant child  in  the  whole  school ;  and, 
therefore,  that  objection  of  the  Board 
was  simply  frivolous.  What  would 
have  been  said  if  the  managers  of  a 
Protestant  school  had  been  deprived  of 
these  advantages  simply  because  one 
Catholic  child  might  be  affected  ?  The 
fact  was  that  it  was  not  an  honest  ex- 
cuse, but  mere  hypocrisy  on  the  part  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  who  pro- 
fessed to  be  so  anxious  with  regard  to 
the  religious  sentiments  of  a  solitary  in- 
fant in  a  Roman  Catholic  school,  whilst 
in  other  parts  of  the  country  where 
Catholic  children  were  in  the  majority 
Protestant  teachers  were  imposed  upon 
thorn  without  compunction.  He  had 
ouly  to  say  that  there  was  no  Minister 
before  whom  he  would  sooner  have 
the   question   brought  than  the  Chief 


567 


Poor  Law 


{COMMONS} 


(7r#bfMQ. 


568 


Secretary,  for  he  believed  that  Gentle- 
man was  one  of  the  few  men  who  would 
give  his  time  and  attention  to  so  small 
a  matter  which  was  consistent  with  his 
humane  and  kindly  career.  He  trusted 
before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  left  his 
present  post,  and  accepted  some  other 
Department,  that  ho  would  take  some 
decided  steps  with  regard  to  the  subject 
at  issue,  and  would  endeavour  to  remedy 
the  evils  complained  of. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  said,  he  thought 
the  hon.  Member  had  rather  under-esti- 
mated the  difficulties  which  the  Local 
Government  Board  had  to  deal  with  in 
making  the  inquiry  referred  to.  He  did 
not  understand  that  the  line  taken  by 
the  Local  Government  Board  was  that 
they  would  not  allow  the  children  in 
Limerick  Institution  to  be  taught  by 
Sisters  of  Mercy.  What  was  objected 
to,  as  he  understood  it,  was  that  the 
Sisters  of  Mercy  should  be  appointed 
by  an  extraneous  authority,  and  the 
matter  had  since  been  settled  on  the 
basis  that  the  Sisters  of  Mercy  should  be 
appointed  by  the  Board  of  Guardians, 
subject  to  the  veto  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  That  was  acknowledged 
by  almost  everybody  to  be  fair ;  and, 
therefore,  he  did  not  think  the  hon. 
Member  was  justified  in  blaming  the 
Local  Government  Board.  With  regard 
to  the  workhouses,  if  the  hon.  Member 
meant  to  have  brought  the  subject  for- 
ward he  ought  to  have  put  the  matter  on 
the  Notice  Paper,  and  then  he  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Forster)  would  have  been  aware  of 
the  intention,  and  would  have  been  able 
to  look  into  the  subject.  Instead  of  that 
what  appeared  on  the  Notice  Paper  was 
simply  that  the  hon.  Member  intended 
to  call  attention  to  the  administration  of 
the  Irish  Poor  Law.  With  regard  to 
the  inquiry  referred  to,  he  must  say  that 
he  had  read  the  Eeport  which  was  drawn 
up  on  the  subject,  and  he  must  say  he 
thought  it  was  drawn  up  very  fairly, 
and  that  the  inquiry  appeared  to  have 
been  conducted  in  a  proper  manner. 
The  Local  Government  Board  sent  down 
two  most  able  men — Mr.  Eobinson  and 
Dr.  Maokay — and  full  notice  was  given 
of  the  inquiry.  Therefore,  those  who 
sympathized  with  the  hon.  Member  ought 
Burely  to  have  come  before  the  Commis- 
sion, and  given  evidence  in  support  of 
his  case.  All  he  could  say  with  regard 
to  the  statements  made  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  that  he  hoped  Uiey  would  be 
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fully  reported  somewhere,  as  some  of 
them  were  much  stronger  than  he  had 
seen  elsewhere,  and  he  thought  having 
been  made  in  that  public  way  they  did 
require  to  be  again  considered.  Bat 
when  the  hon.  Member  said  that  the 
Local  Government  Board  ought  to  have 
sent  down  perfectly  independent  persons 
to  make  inquiry,  he  forgot  that  the  case 
was  one  in  which  the  action  of  the 
persons  connected  with  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  was  complained  of;  and 
if  the  Board  was  worth  anything  at  all 
it  should  be  able  to  inquire  into  the  fit- 
ness of  the  persons  connected  with  it. 
He  did  not  find  that  in  Belfast  there  was 
any  strong  opinion  in  reg^d  to  the 
officials  referred  to,  nor  did  he  find  that 
the  hon.  Member's  opinions  were  strongly 
sympathized  with  in  Belfast  itself.  With 
regard  to  sending  down  Inspectors  to 
make  the  inquiry,  it  must  not  be  for- 
gotten that  those  persons  under  the 
statute  had  power  to  take  evidence  on 
oath,  which  other  persons  had  not ;  and 
he  must  say,  in  justice  to  Mr.  Robinson, 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  find  a 
gentleman  more  thoroughly  impartial 
than  he  was,  for  he  had  no  bias  one  way 
or  other.  On  looking  at  the  evidence 
he  found  Mr.  Smith,  the  chaplain,  stated 
that  he  was  in  and  out  of  the  workhouse 
daily,  and  he  observed  no  improper  con- 
duct, or  immoral  or  irregular  association. 
It  appeared  that  the  evidence  quite  justi- 
fied the  finding  of  the  Inspectors,  who 
by  no  means  wished  to  whitewash  the 
Guardians,  or  anything  like  it.  Thev 
also  expressed  their  dissatisfaction  with 
the  reli^vin^  officer.  After  all  it  was  a 
sort  of  trial,  and  it  often  occurred  that 
when  there  had  been  a  trial  one  side 
was  not  satisfied  with  the  verdict. 

Mr.  BIGGAB  said,  he  thouj^ht  in  such 
a  case  it  would  be  very  difficult  for  a 
Commission  to  get  at  the  facts  of  the 
case,  as  they  would  not  know  what 
question  to  ask,  and  how  they  were  to 
find  out  what  it  was  desirable  to  know. 
Knowing  something  of  these  matters,  he 
was  clearly  of  opinion  that  a  great  deal 
of  mischief  arose  in  such  cases  from  the 
action  of  the  ex  officio  Guardians.  He 
contended  that  the  ratepayers  should 
select  persons  to  represent  them,  while 
ex  officio  Guardians  uiould  not  be  edlowed 
on  any  Board.  In  his  own  county  (Cavan) 
he  remembered  a  case  where  a  coal  con- 
tractor was  convicted  of  a  gross  fraud  in 
connection  with  his  dealings  with  the 
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voiUioiue.  An  inquiiy  was  ordered; 
but  tiie  «r  ofleio  GkuuNuanB  taking  his 
put  prerented  liiB  punishment.  He 
uoagnt  BOoh  prooee£ng8  ought  to  be 
pot  a  stop  to. 

Main  Qaeetion,  "That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the   Chair,"    put,  and 


SUPPLY— dVIL  SEBYICE  ESTIMATES. 
SuTFLT — comid&r&d  in  Oonunittee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Class  II. — Salahteh  ajtd  Expxnsbs  of 

CrviL  DXPABTMSNTS. 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
powd, 

"Hut  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £880,173,  he 
gnsted  to  Her  MijeBtv,  to  oomplete  the  sum 
mri— ijr  to  defimy  the  Charge  which  will  come 
ia  eoone  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
oafhe  Slat  day  of  liardh  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
aad  Expensea  of  the  Local  (Government  Board, 
fflndlng  Tariona   Grants   in  Aid   of   Local 


Mb.  OOOHBAN-PATEICK  said,  he 
lose  to  more  the  reduction  of  this  Vote 
by  £20,000,  part  of  the  sum  of  £139,500 
iriuch  was  allowed  for  medical  relief 

Cta  in  England.  He  was  sensible 
the  eonzse  he  was  taking  might,  at 
that  period  of  the  Session,  be  regarded 
as  Tai7  inoouTenient  and  unsatisfactory ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  it  was  the  only 
way  in  which  he  could  gi\re  public  ez- 
pession  to  the  very  widespread  feeling 
m  Seotlaad  that  in  this  matter  of  grants 
m  aid  of  medical  relief,  England  and 
Beodmd  were  placed  in  an  unfair  and 
"^fiim^^  position.  That  matter  had  been 
so  often  under  the  consideration  of  Par- 
Inment  that  it  would  not  be  necessary 
ftr  him  to  enter  into  details;  but  he 
asked  tlie  attention  of  the  Committee  for 
a  fbw  minatea  while  he  recalled  the  lead- 
iag  fliruumataneea  of  the  case,  and  the 
pwMitpliia  on  which  he  ventured  to  think 
Ikise  grants  ought  to  be  regulated.  The 
fteli  of  the  oaae  were  few,  and  the  prin- 
vplsB  were  simple.  When  in,  or  imme- 
Ss^  preoedingf  the  year  1845  the  at- 
talion  of  Parliament  and  the  country 
VBS  diieeted  to  the  question  of  the  Poor 
liw,  nothing  attracted  so  much  public 
^mf^fbt  as  the  question  of  medical 
nKMShe  state  of  matters  then  brought 
Isliglit-^he  deplorable  condition  of  the 
pMT  wiA  ngard  to  medical  relief— was 
"      mmmrtMB  at  the  present  day. 


and  constituted  a  disgrace  alike  to  civil- 
ization and  himianity.  Without  enter- 
ing into  particulars  with  regard  to  that 
point,  which  would  be  found  in  the  Ke- 
port  of  the  Commission  that  sat  at  the 
time  he  had  referred  to,  it  would  be 
enough  for  him  to  say  that  in  1848  the 
sum  of  £85,000  appeared  for  the  first 
time  in  the  Estimates  as  a  grant  in  aid 
of  medical  relief  to  the  poor.  Of  that 
sum,  £75,000  was  allocated  to  England 
and  Wales,  and  £10,000  to  ScoUjEmd; 
and  at  the  time  the  grant  was  made  it 
was  understood  that  the  latter  repre- 
sented one-fourth  part  of  the  total  sum 
necessary  to  put  the  grant  in  a  satisfac- 
tory position.  But  during  the  33  years 
which  had  elapsed,  although  the  amount 
allocated  to  England  and  Wales  had 
risen  to  the  alarming  sum  indicated  in 
the  Vote  before  the  Committee,  the 
amount  allocated  to  Scotland  remained 
the  same — namely,  £10,000.  Now,  he 
pointed  out  that  if  the  principle  of  a 
nzed  sum  being  given  to  Scotland  was 
a  right  one,  the  same  principle  ought  to 
be  applied  to  England  and  Wales.  On 
the  other  hand,  if  the  principle  applied 
to  the  latter  of  increasing  the  grants  in 
accordance  with  local  circumstances  and 
taxation  were  a  right  one,  then  he  failed 
to  see  any  reason  why  it  should  not  be 
applied  to  Scotland.  He  did  not  ask 
that  the  amount  nranted  to  England  and 
Wales  should  be  the  same  as  that 
grranted  to  Scotland,  but  that  these 
grants  should  stand  in  reasonable  and 
proper  proportion  to  each  other.  There 
were  several  bases  which  might  be  taken 
with  a  view  to  adjusting  that  proportion. 
First,  there  was  the  basis  of  population. 
And  it  would  be  seen  by  a  comparison  of 
the  population  of  England  and  Wales 
with  that  of  Scotland,  either  that  the 
grant  to  the  former  ought  to  be  reduced 
by  a  sum  larger  than  that  by  which  he 
was  now  moving  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote,  or  that  the  grant  to  Scotland  ought 
to  be  materially  increased.  Secondly, 
there  was  the  basis  of  property  and  pro- 
fits. But  with  regard  to  that  he  would 
remind  the  Committee  that  a  large 
portion  of  the  profits  returned  ^under 
the  head  of  England  and  Wales  really 
belonged  to  Scotland,  because  it  was  a 
fact  that  much  of  those  profits  belonged 
to  businesses  founded  and  managed  with 
Scotch  capital,  the  proprietors  of  which 
preferred  to  make  their  returns  in  Lon- 
don, Manchester,  and  other  large  cities. 
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However,  it  would  be  seen  that,  taking 
profits  as  a  basis  for  the  proportion,  the 
same  result  came  out.  Either  the  grant 
to  England  and  Wales  ought  to  be  re- 
duced, or  that  to  Scotland  increased. 
Again,  the  sum  paid  by  the  two  coun- 
tries respectively  into  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer might  be  taken  as  a  basis  of 
proportion ;  and  that  view  had  been  for- 
cibly urged  on  the  Committee  already 
upon  a  former  occasion  by  the  late  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Edinburgh  (Mr.  D. 
M'Laren),  who,  for  his  services  in  this 
and  other  matters,  deserved  the  thanks 
of  all  interested  in  the  subject.  Mr.  D. 
McLaren  laid  down  that,  according  to 
the  Eeturns  of  1 877,  the  amounts  actually 
paid  into  the  Imperial  Exchequer  for 
England  and  Scotland  respectively  were 
to  each  other  somewhere  in  the  propor- 
tion of  £61,000,000  to  £7,750,000; 
and  although  since  the  year  1877  there 
may  have  been  some  changes,  the  pro- 
portion remained  substantially  unal- 
tered. In  the  last  place  it  was  possible 
to  fix  the  proportion  of  the  grants  on 
the  basis  of  the  amounts  locally  raised 
for  medical  relief;  and  here  the  result 
came  out  even  better  than  in  the  other 
cases,  because  in  Scotland  the  total 
amount  raised  by  local  grants  for  medi- 
cal relief  was  four  times  as  much  as  was 
received  from  the  Imperial  Exchequer. 
Therefore,  he  submitted  that  whichever 
of  these  bases  was  taken,  a  sum  would 
be  brought  out  which  ought  to  be  de- 
ducted from  the  grant  to  England  and 
Wales,  or  paid  in  the  case  of  Scotland, 
considerably  greater  than  that  by  which 
he  was  moving  the  reduction  of  this 
Vote.  The  House  had  had  this  claim 
for  equalization  so  frequently  before  it 
that  he  and  his  hon.  Friends  were  pre- 
pared for  the  arguments  that  would  pro- 
bably be  urged  against  it.  One  of  these 
had  commonly  been,  that,  admitting  that 
this  medical  relief  grant  to  Scotland  was 
unfair  and  unjust,  other  grants  in  aid  of 
local  matters  were  in  excess  of  what  they 
ought  to  be.  In  respect  of  lunatics,  for 
instance,  Scotland  received  a  larger  sum 
than  was  strictly  proportionate  ;  but  to 
this  he  demurred. 

The  chairman  said,  he  must  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  this  was 
purely  an  English  Vote,  and  that  only  by 
way  of  illustration  could  the  hon.  Member 
refer  to  the  Scotch  question. 

Mb.    COCIIIIAN  -  PATRICK    sub- 
xnitted,  of  course,  to  the  ruling  of  the 

Mr,  Coehran-Patrieh 


Chairman.  He  waa  merely  about  to 
urge  that  the  argument  he  had  referred 
to  might  be  an  excellent  one  for  some 
purposes,  but  that  it  was  by  no  means 
applicable  to  the  case  of  medical  relief. 
Then  another  argument  was  that  the  cir- 
cumstances and  conditions  which  existed 
in  England  were  different  from  those  in 
other  parts  of  the  Empire.  But  he  was 
boimd  to  point  out  that,  with  respectto  the 
proportion  of  the  English  grant,  it  was 
regulated  by  the  proportion  paid  by  the 
locality.  That  sum  in  England  was  indi- 
cated by  the  Vote ;  but  in  Scotland  it  was 
four  times  in  excess  of  it,  and  Scotland, 
therefore,  stood  in  that  respect  in  a  better 
position.  Now,  while  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  say  of  the  system  of  grants  in 
aid  that  it  was  the  best  or  most  satisfac- 
tory that  could  be  devised,  still  it  was 
the  system  that  was  in  operation  at  the 
present  moment,  and  until  the  House 
and  the  country  had  before  them  the  de- 
tails of  any  future  measure  that  might 
be  brought  forward,  he  thought  he  was 
entitled  to  ask  that  the  same  principle 
should  be  applied  to  both  England  and 
Scotland.  He  hoped  that  the  reply  of 
the  Prime  Minister  would  not  be  put 
into  the  ordinary  official  and  stereotyped 
phrases  which  for  the  last  12  years  had 
been  so  often  heard  in  connection  with 
this  subject. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  a  sum,  not  oxcecding  £810,173,  be 
grantod  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complcto  the  snm 
necossary  to  defray  the  Charge  Wnich  will  oome 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  Slat  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaziei  : 
and  Expenses  of  the  Jjocal  Government  Board, 
including  various  Grants  in  Aid  of  Local  Taxa- 
tion. * ' —  ( J/r.  Cochran'Fatrick, ) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  hon. 
Member  in  his  concluding  remarks  had 
referred  specially  to  himself,  and  had 
made  an  appeal  which  he  was  perfeotly 
justified  in  making.  For  these  reasou 
it  might  be  convenient  that  he  should  at 
once  give  the  explanation  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  solicited.  He  mnst  aooom- 
pany  that  explanation,  in  some  degieei 
with  an  apology  to  the  KepreeentatiTeB 
of  Scotch  constituencies  for  his  havinff 
been  unable,  owing  to  what  he  wonla 
call  tlie  abnormal  circumstances  of  the 
Session,  to  take  any  steps  in  the  dive^ 
tion  indicated.  Had  the  oircumstanoei 
of  the  Session  been  of  a  normal  chazso- 
ter,  the  Government  would  have  had  ^ 
more  to  say,  and  more  to  propose,  in  this   i 
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mattor  ihttn  he  oould  now  suggest,  aa  he 
liad  nothing  to  propose  ezoept  &e  Votes 
Si  ihey  stood  before  the  Oommittee.    It 
miut  be  remembered  that  those  Votes 
were  prepared  and  agreed  to  by  Ihe  Trea- 
SDiy  at  least  seven  months  ago,  when  it 
was  impossible  for  them  to  anticipate 
the  state  of  things  experienced  during 
the  Session.     He  did  not  wish  to  enter 
upon  that  snbiect,  but  was  describing 
why  they  had  been  able  to  take  no  steps 
fat  the  rectification  of  this  particular 
anomaly.    He  would  not  foUow  the  hon. 
Member   through    the    details    of    his 
speech ;  but  he  might  say  that  the  sub- 
ject was  not  new  to  the  Gfovemment.  A 
great  number  of  Gentlemen  represent- 
mg  Scotch  counties   and  burghs  took 
mat  interest  in  this  matter,  and  had  on 
Sinner  oooasions  raised  and  gone  through 
the  whole  of  the  points  connected  with 
iL     The    Gtjyemment  certainly   quite 
agreed  that  one  of  two  things  must  be 
done.    Either  there  must  be  some  com- 
prshenaiTe  measure  which,  while  intro- 
dmnng  a  change  in  the  method  of  grant- 
ing BUDTentions  for  local  purposes,  would 
aMorb  that  and  other  questions  in  an 
extended  plan ;  or,  if  that  should  not 
be  the  case,  they  must  look  to  a  plan  of 
eqnaliaation,  such  as  that  suggested  by 
m  hon.  Member.    Of  those  two  plans 
he  would  greatly  prefer  the  former,  be- 
eanae  his  impression  was  that  it  would 
be  aocompamed  by  very  great  public  ad- 
Yaatagee,  and  by  sometMng  of  a  decen- 
tnHiing  process,  which  would  tend  to 
aa  enlargement  of  local  powers  that 
wbold  be  exceedingly  useful  in  fdl  the 
Ifarae  Eangdoms,  but  in  reg^ard  to  which 
flie  people  of  Scotland,  he  might  fairly 
msfj  were  not,  at  any  rate,  behind  those 
of  any  other  portion  of  the  United  King- 
dom in  their  capacity  for  administration. 
Any  plan  of  that  kind  would  probably 
k  not  only  a  fiscal  plan,  but  it  would 
lave  to  be  asaociatea  with  measures  for 
lia  complete  establishment  of  represen- 
tithpe  load  government  throughout  the 
nvntiy.  However,  he  entirely  agreed — 
•al  he  came  now  to  the  more  definite 
forfion  at  the  plan — that  if  they  could 
M  have  the  more  general  plans  there 
Uit  be  equaliaation  adaptable  to  this 
md  some  other  particular  Votes,  but 
te  adoption  must  be  immediate.    He 
AMBt  that  they  must  not  again  present 
He  Totee  in  the  ahape  in  which  they 
ivv  were.     To  that  proposition  he  quite 
%nid.    He  aooopted  much  of  what  had 


fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  on  this 
subject,  that  the  anomalies  were  too  con- 
siderable, and  that  public  opinion  had 
been  too  much  drawn  to  them  not  to 
allow  of  their  removing  of  a  great  deal 
of  the  substantial  dissatisfaction  which 
justifiably  existed  upon  this  subject.  He 
did  not  venture  to  look  with  any  confi- 
dence to  the  course  of  Business,  or  to 
the  proposals  which  it  might  be  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  make  in  the  next 
Session  of  Parliament.  That  would  be 
premature,  and  he  did  not  think  it 
would  be  wise  for  him  to  indulge  in 
prophecies  of  a  definite  character  ;  but, 
witn  the  feelings  the  Government  enter- 
tained, he  would  not  abandon  the  hope 
that  they  would  be  able  to  approach  this 
subject  with  the  more  comprehensive 
views  to  which  he  had  referred;  but 
should  they  not  be  able  to  approach  it 
with  those  more  comprehensive  views 
it  would  be  their  duty  no  longer  to  post- 
pone particular  equalizations,  but  to 
make  careful  examination  of  these  Votes, 
and  to  establish  real  and  substantial 
equality  in  the  treatment  of  the  two 
countries  North  and  South  of  the  Border. 
That,  he  believed,  was  what  the  hon. 
Member  expected  of  him ;  and  it;  was 
with  a  certain  amount  of  satisfaction  to 
himself  that  the  hon.  Member  and  his 
Colleagues  had,  in  his  position  as  a  Mem- 
ber representing  a  Scotch  constituency, 
an  additional  pledge,  if  such  were  re- 
quisite, that  he  was  in  earnest  in  the 
engagement  which  he  now  made. 

Mb,  COCHEAN  -  PATRICK  said, 
after  the  very  satisfactory  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister,  he  would  ask  leave  to  with- 
draw his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  said,  he  thought  the 
Committee  must  have  listened  with  the 
greatest  satisfaction  to  the  remarks  which 
had  fallen  from  the  Prime  Minister,  be- 
cause while  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site might  have  just  and  reasonable 
ground  for  complaint  with  regard  to  the 
grant  in  aid  of  medical  relief  for  Scot- 
land, English  Members  had  also  ground 
for  complaint  that  the  Vote  before  the 
Committee  had  increased  enormously 
year  by  year.  He  hoped,  after  the 
statement  of  the  Prime  Minister,  that 
hon.   Members  might,  upon  the    lines 
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indicated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
look  forward  to  thB  whole  question  of 
local  subventions  being  dealt  with. 

Sir  WALTEE  B.  BAETTELOT 
said,  ho  had  for  the  last  two  years 
called  the  attention  of  the  President  of 
the  Local  Q-overnment  Board  to  the 
subject  of  workhouse  schools.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  pauper  children  were 
not  receiving  the  education  which  they 
ought  to  have  under  the  present  system, 
and  he  had  always  urged  that  they 
should  be  allowed  to  go  to  the  schools 
in  the  district,  instead  of  remaining  in 
the  workhouse  schools.  He  was  glad  to 
hear  that  this  would  be  done  wherever 
it  was  practicable.  Hon.  Members  knew 
very  well  that  the  present  system  tended 
to  keep  children  as  paupers,  and  to  make 
them  feel  that  they  were  paupers,  while 
the  true  object  was  to  encourage  feel- 
ings of  an  opposite  kind,  and  to  teach 
them  that  they  must  hereafter  support 
themselves.  This  matter  was  one  which 
undoubtedly  ought  to  engage  the  atten- 
tion of  the  President  of  the  Local  Q-o- 
vernment Board ;  and  he  would  take 
the  opportunity  afforded  by  the  present 
Vote  of  asking  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  any  stops  had  been  taken 
to  secure  accommodation  for  children 
outside  the  workhouse  schools,  and  what 
arrangements  had  been  made  to  enable 
them  to  attend  the  schools  in  their  va- 
rious districts  and  localities  ? 

Mk.  DILIjWYN  pointed  out  that 
there  was  a  great  increase  in  this  Vote 
for  the  present  year.  The  Committee 
were  asked  to  vote  £2,949  more  than  in 
the  previous  Estimates  for  salaries  and 
wages,  £100  more  for  a  number  of 
smaller  items,  £650  additional  for  a 
national  vaccine  establishment,  £550  ex-> 
tra  for  incidental  expenses,  besides  £2,300 
additional  for  teachers  in  the  Poor  Law 
schools,  and  £4,300  for  Poor  Law  medi- 
cal officers.  These  items  made  up  a 
total  increase  amounting  to  the  very 
large  sum  of  £10,556,  concerning  which 
he  hoped  that  some  explanations  would 
be  forthcoming.  For  his  own  part,  he 
quite  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands)  in  saying  that 
ho  would  rather  see  the  people  them- 
selves manage  their  affairs  than  that 
they  should  be  managed  for  them  by 
central  offices ;  and  he  would  like  to  see 
the  central  departments  act  as  courts  of 
appeal,  instead  of,  as  was  too  often  the 
case,  courts  of  interference.    For  these 
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reasons  he  regarded  the  increased  ex- 
penditure of  this  Department  with 
jealousy,  and  trusted  the  right  hon. 
Q^ntleman  would  be  able  to  state  the 
reason  for  the  large  addition  to  the 
Vote  of  last  year. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  he  should 
like  to  supplement  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the  Member 
for  West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Bartte- 
lot)  with  reference  to  workhouse  schools. 
He  thought  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
was  justified  in  saying  that  this  was 
a  matter  which  ought  to  engage  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board.  But  he 
wished  also  to  say  a  word  or  two 
upon  a  matter  cognate  with  that  to 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  had 
referred.  Something  had  been  done  in 
recent  years  in  the  way  of  boarding  out 
pauper  children.  That  was  undoubtedly 
a  most  interesting  experiment;  but  it 
was  also  one  which  required  to  be  worked 
with  great  care  and  supervision.  The 
large  pauper  establishments  for  the 
education  of  children  in  London,  and 
which,  he  supposed,  also  existed  in  the 
large  Provincial  towns,  were,  he  thought, 
necessary  evils.  They  were  certainly  a 
step  in  advance  of  the  workhouse  schools 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  and  ffallant 
Baronet ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  did 
not  think  they  wei*e  as  entirely  free 
from  the  pauper  taint  as  they  ought  to 
be.  In  his  view,  the  better  system  would 
be  to  bring  up  the  children  entirely  out 
of  the  atmosphere  of  pauperTsm.  The 
boarding-out  system  he  had  alluded  to 
was  one  that  ought  to  be  closely  watched, 
in  order  that  it  might  not  degenerate 
into  a  system  of  farming  out,  which,  as 
the  Committee  were  well  aware,  was 
open  to  great  abuses.  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  state  how  far 
that  system  had  been  applied,  and  whe- 
ther he  could  see  his  way  to  extend  it 
in  the  urban  and  rural  districts  of  the 
country  ? 

Ma.  EAMSAY  said,  he  had  on  several 
occasions  drawn  attention  in  Committee 
of  Supply  to  the  subject  adverted  to  by 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  opposite 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot).  He  had  no 
wish  to  detain  the  Committee  by  discuss- 
ing the  merits  of  the  case,  but  would 
remark  that  the  grounds  on  which  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had  founded 
his  reasons  for  placing  pauper  children 
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Id  <A«r  dum  irorkhoiiM  adhoola  were 
nflUaBt  to  aitiefy  fhe  Oommittee  that 
tte  pment  mkrai  ought  to  be  bionght 
to  tn  end.  He  tnuted  that  an  em>rt 
voold  be  made  to  bring  about  a  proper 
^^■taiii  of  education  for  pauper  ehndren, 
and  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
ei^bin  whether  anj  progress  had  been 
Bue  in  that  direction  or  not.  This 
mbjeet  had  been  talked  about  for  many 

rn  paat ;  but  nothing  had  been  done 
the  way  of  carrying  out  the  views  of 
fhose  who  felt  that  the  education  of 
paaper  children  should  not  be  conducted 
m  establishments  specially  provided  for 
Asm,  where  they  became  a  sort  of  caste, 
hot  m  the  ordinary  elementary  schools, 
whsore  they  would  learn  to  depend  upon 
liisir  own  exertions  fbr  support,  and  not 
look  to  the  workhouse  as  their  home. 

lb.  T.  COLLINS  said,  it  was  only  to 
be  ezpeoted  that  there  should  be  an 
isBieaae  in  these  grants,  seeing  that, 
ining  the  last  decade,  the  population  of 
tte  ooimtry  had  increased  by  4,000,000. 
He  believM  eveiyone  would  a;gree  that, 
If  possible,  the  children  of  paupers 
Aoold  be  educated  in  the  nearest  ele- 
schocds. 
DODBON  said,  in  reply  to  the 
aad_gallaat  Baronet  opposite  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot),  that  it  was  the 
polifliy  of  the  Local  Qovemment  Board 
fa  enoourage  the  transfer  of  pauper 
sUldren  ftom  workhouse  schools  to  or- 
finaiy  elementary  schools.  The  number 
cff  those  transferred  in  this  way  was 
rtoadilj  inoreaBing,  and  he  mi^ht  add 
ftat  the  standards  were  now  assimilated 
hi  workhouse  schools  to  those  of  the 
SBhools  under  the  Privy  Council ;  while 
flu  mmber  of  childron  boarded  out 
under  the  system  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oxford  XTniversity 
(Kr.  J.  O.  Talbot)  was  between  700 
sad  800.  He  quite  agreed  with  the 
km.  Member,  and  the  authorities  were 
fuile  afire  to  the  fiust,  that  the  system 
of  boaording  out  required  that  great  care 
Aoold  be  exerdsed  to  prevent  its  de- 
^  into  one  of  farming.  His 
Frimd  the  Member  for  Swansea 
Ob.  IKnfmi)  had  drawn  attention  to  the 
■aeiae  oftiiB  Yote ;  and  with  regard  to 
ftati  he  was  afiraid  he  must  say  that,  un- 
kss  and  nntil  the  grant  in  aid  was  taken 
iihaad,  when  possibly  some  reduction 
wiffd  be  eflbeted,  the  increase  would 
'"^' no.  The  principal  heads  of  in- 
WSM  Choae  of  wages  and  salaries 
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in  connection  with  Poor  Law  schools 
and  infirmaries.  The  former  would  be 
accounted  for  by  the  fact  that  the 
teachers  were  of  a  higher  dass  than  for- 
merlv,  with  higher  certificates,  and  were 
entitled  to  higher  pay  in  consequence. 
Precisely  the  same  reasons  operated  in 
the  case  of  the  Vote  for  Medical  Officers, 
who  were,  year  by  year,  becoming  men 
of  a  higher  class,  and,  therefore,  entitled 
to  increased  pay.  To  a  certain  extent, 
the  growth  of  the  Vote  was  owing,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Knaresborouffh 
(Mr.  T.  Collins)  had  observed,  to  we 
growth  of  the  population. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHY  said,  the 
Vote  included  a  sum  of  £350  for  ana- 
lysis of  water.  He  thought  that  was 
one  of  the  most  important  subjects  that 
could  come  before  the  Local  Gbvem- 
ment  Board.  It  was  notorious  that  the 
water  supply  in  many  parts  of  London 
was  extremely  bad,  and  only  recently 
there  was  an  apprehension  that  the 
g^vest  consequences  would  result  from 
its  actually  ''  giving  out,"  to  adopt  an 
American  phrase.  There  was  a  very  good 
letter  in  the  newspapers  the  other  day 
upon  that  very  point,  m  which  it  was  sug- 
gested that  the  only  remedy  was  to  pro- 
vide a  continuous  supply.  Where  there 
was  a  large,  overcrowded  population, 
there  was  always  a  chance  or  neglect, 
and  the  present  system  of  providing  only 
an  intermittent  supply  worked  very 
badly,  and  might,  in  cases  of  extreme 
drought,  produce  highly  injurious  con- 
sequences. The  want  in  London  of  a 
continuous  supply  was  a  very  serious 
one.  Such  a  supply  was  given  in  a 
ffood  many  Northern  towns  of  the  King- 
dom, and  was  found  to  work  with  great 
satisfaction ;  and  he  certainly  failed  to 
see  why  a  supply  of  the  same  kind 
should  not  be  provided  in  London.  Of 
course,  it  would  involve  additional  ex- 
pense ;  but  in  a  city  like  London  that 
ought  not  to  be  a  matter  of  considera- 
tion. He  believed  that  the  Water  Scheme 
of  the  late  Covemment  included  a  pro- 
vision for  a  continuous  supply ;  and  he 
hoped,  now  that  they  were  under  a  Libe- 
ral Government,  that  there  would  be 
no  occasion  to  regret  that  the  policy  of 
the  late  Covemment  had  not  been  car- 
ried out.  He  trusted  to  hear  from 
the  President  of  the  Local  Oovemment 
Board  that  the  question  was  seriously 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  that  they  were  endeavouring 
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to  provide  some  means  for  seouring  a 
better,  a  more  regular,  and  in  every  way 
a  more  satisfactory,  supply  of  water  for 
the  inhabitants  of  Lonaon. 

Mr.  DODSON  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
has  called  attention  to  this  item,  which 
has  reference  solely  to  the  supply  of 
water  for  the  Metropolis.  The  Vote  is 
for  a  monthly  analysis  of  the  water  sup- 
plied by  various  Companies  in  different 
districts  of  the  Metropolis.  These  analy- 
ses are  published  monthly,  and  are  very 
valuable,  affording,  not  only  informa- 
tion to  the  householders  who  consume 
the  water,  but  also  to  the  different  Com- 
panies which  supply  it.  It  is  highly  de- 
sirable that  both  should  be  regularly 
informed  of  the  nature  and  condition 
of  the  water  supply.  With  regard  to 
the  intentions  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment as  to  legislation  on  the  subject,  I 
would  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  of 
what  I  said  the  other  night  in  answer 
to  a  question  that  was  put  to  me.  A 
Bill  on  this  subject  was  introduced  by 
the  late  Government,  and  it  was  only 
interrupted  by  the  Dissolution  of  Par- 
liament. That  BiU  was  in  the  hands  of 
the  Home  Office  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment; and  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
present  Home  Secretary,  when  -he  took 
Office,  found  the  subject  was  being  dealt 
with  there.  Accordingly,  it  was  taken 
up  by  him  last  Session,  and  he  had  a 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  subject. 
The  necessary  N'otices  were  given  in 
the  Autumn  for  the  introduction  of  a 
Bill  dealing  with  the  establishment  of 
a  Water  Trust  for  the  Metropolis  in  the 
present  Session  ;  but  a  Bill  of  that  kind 
necessarily  touches  very  large  pecuniary 
interests,  and  the  Government  felt  that 
it  was  undesirable  to  introduce  the  Bill 
unless  they  saw  a  reasonable  certainty 
of  being  able  to  carry  it  through.  The 
prospect  of  Business  this  Session,  I  regret 
to  say,  has  been  such  that  they  have  not 
felt  themselves  justified  in  the  circum- 
stances in  presenting  that  BiU  to  the 
House ;  but  I  can  assure  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home 
Secretary  has  not  lost  sight  of  the  subject. 

Mr.  DUCKHAM  said,  he  rose  to 
submit  the  Motion  which  stood  in  his 
name  in  regard  to  Vote  16 — namelv,  to 
move  that  the  Inspector's  salary,  and  the 
travelling,  personal,  and  incidental  ex- 
penses connected  with  highways  in  South 
Wales,  amounting  to  £844,  should  be 
disallowed.    The  Committee  would  re- 
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member  that  last  year  he  took  exoeption 
to  this  Vote.     He  felt  that  it  was  unjust 
to  the  taxpayers  of  England  that  uey 
should  have  to  pay  for  the  inspection  of 
roads  in  South  Wales,  whilst  the  rate- 
payers   throughout    the    Kingdom    in 
every  other  part  had  to  pay  for  the 
inspection   themselves.       There    might 
be  some  explanation  required  to  show 
why   this    anomalous   state    of   things 
existed.    It  would  be  in  the  recollection 
of  all  the  old  Members  of  the  House 
that  some  40  years  ago  there  was  a  very 
great  disturbance  in  South  Wales  in 
consequence  of   the    closeness    of    the 
different    toll-gates    on    the    turnpike 
roads.      That    dissatisfaction     resulted 
in  the  destruction  of  the  sates  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  Principality.  The  GK>- 
vemment  then  appointed  a  Commission 
to  inquire  into  the  whole  circumstances 
of  the  case.    That  Commission  reported 
in  favour  of  many  of  the  ffates  being 
removed,  also  in  favour  of    no  g^tes 
being  allowed  within  less  than  seven 
miles  of  each  other,  and  recommended 
that  a  Superintendent  of  Boads  should 
be  appointed  by  the  Government,  and 
that  the  sum  of  £225,000  be  advanced 
from  the  National  Excliequer  to  pay  off 
the    mortgages    upon    uiese    turnpike 
trusts.     That  sum  of  £225,000  was  to 
be  repaid  at  the  rate  of  £5   5«.  per 
cent,  the  repayment  to  extend  over  a 
period  of  30  years.    Sir  James  Graham, 
who  was  then  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,   recommended    the 
adoption  of  the  Beport  of  the  Commis- 
sion, and  the  result  was   that   an  Act 
of  Parliament  was  passed  appointing  a 
Superintendent  of  Roads.     The  money 
was  advanced,  and,  to  secure  its  repay- 
ment and  the  proper  maintenance  of  the 
roads,  the  Exchequer  had  to  pay  the 
annual  expenses  of  their  inspection.  But 
the  money  had  now  been  paid  off  for  up- 
wards of  five  years.  On  the  9th  of  March, 
1876,  the  final  balance  of  the  debt  due 
to  the  Public  Works   Loan   Commis- 
sioners was  reported  to  be  paid  at  onoe. 
Therefore,  it  appeared  to  him  that,  the 
money  having  been  refunded,  there  was 
no  necessity  for  the  continuance  of  an 
Inspector  at  the  expense  of  the  National 
Exchequer.    If  such  an  Inspector  was 
to   be  continued  in  South   Wales,  he 
thought  the  ratepavers  of  England  and 
of  North  Wales  had  a  right  to  complain, 
or  to  require  that  the  Inspectors  oftheir 
roads  should  be  appointed  by  the  Qi^ 
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vvrnment  and  paid  for  bj  the  National 
Eniheqaer.  Bither  one  ooorse  or  the 
other  BQonld  be  taken ;  and,  Uierefore,  he 
begged  to  move  that  the  allowance  of 
£844  for  the  inspection  of  the  South 
Wiles  roads  be  msoontinaedi  and  that 
die  Vote  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £844, 
that  being  the  amount  at  present  paid 
to  the  Inspector  of  Heads. 

Thb  OhAIBMAN  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  Question 
hsTing  been  put  from  the  Chair  to 
raduoe  the  whole  Vote  by  a  certain  sum, 
it  is  not  competent  now  to  moye  the 
ndnetion  of  tne  Vote  by  any  particular 
itsnia 

ICb.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOB  asked  if 
it  was  not  oompetent  to  moye  that  the 
Tote  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £844  ? 

The  OHAIBMAN:  It  is  perfectly 
competent  for  any  hon.  Member  to  make 
a  Motion  to  that  effect,  but  not  to  move 
that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by  a  specific 
item. 

Mb.  DUCEHAM  said,  that,  under 
Aese  oiroomstances,  he  would  moye  the 
rsduetion  of  the  Vote  by  that  particular 


The  OHAIBMAN :  By  what  amount? 
Mb.  DUCfKEEAM:    By  the  sum  of 

£o44a 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*^thMX  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £329,329,  be 
gnnted  to  Her  Miyeety,  to  complete  the  sum 
■eeesHoy  to  defray  the  Chmrge  which  will  come 
in  ooime  trf  payment  duing  the  year  ending  on 
tlw  Slst  day  of  Maxoh  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
c/t  the  Local  (Government  Board, 


fciAi^wip  Yaxioofl  Grants  in  aid  of  Local  Taxa- 


vaangym 
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Mb.  FUOH  said,  the  South  Wales 
Immpike  Act  provided  that  the  Superin- 
tsndent  should  be  appointed  and  paid 
bj  the  Secretary  of  State,  with  power 
to  remove  him  and  appoint  another  in 
his  stesidy  if  necessary.  The  further 
pnifisum  that  the  Act  should  expire  at 
ua  time  tiie  money  was  paid  off  was 
not  made.  He  thought  tnat  his  hon. 
Irisnd  the  Member  for  Herefordshire 
nir.  Dnckham)  was  in  error  as  to  the 
lite  on  which  the  money  was  paid  off. 
Ihe  whole,  he  thought,  had  not  been 
Siid  oflF  as  long  as  five  years  ago ;  but 
ubdiefBd  it  was  paid  off  now.  jPerhaps 
fti  gnmt  might  be  wholly  indefensible 
in  pnmdple ;  out,  looking  at  the  ciroum- 
Mmesa  as  they  stood,  he  thought  he 
riMRiId  be  ahle  to  show  the  Committee 
ttit  there  were  good  reasons  for  not 


withdrawing  the  grant  at  the  present 
moment,  even  if  they  had  power  to  do 
so  under  the  terms  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament,  which  he  doubted.  He 
understood  that  the  Government  were 
coming  forward  next  Session  with  a 
Bill  which  was  to  make  a  substantial 
contribution,  in  one  way  or  another, 
towards  the  expenses  of  main  roads. 
Whether  that  contribution  would  be 
made  in  the  shape  of  giving  up  a  certain 
portion  of  the  assessed  taxes,  or  in  what 
other  way,  he  was  not  able  to  say ;  but 
he  gathered  from  what  had  fallen  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  and 
also  from  the  Prime  Minister,  that  there 
were  good  grounds  for  expecting  a  mea- 
sure of  that  kind  next  Session.  H  that 
were  so,  it  was  not  improbable  that  Su- 
perintendents or  Inspectors  employed  by 
the  Government  would  be  required  in 
order  to  see  that  the  roads  were  kept  in 
proper  order.  What  had  occurred  in 
regard  to  the  county  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Duckham)  represented  (Here- 
fordshire) would  prove  his  case.  The 
roads  there,  formerly  maintained  as 
turnpike  roads,  had  been  made  over  to 
the  different  local  authorities,  and  the 
various  districts  were  now  required  to 
support  their  own  roads ;  and  in  conse- 
quence of  that  they  found  it  necessary 
to  employ  someone  to  superintend  and 
inspect  the  main  roads,  in  a  similar 
manner  to  the  officer  who,  in  this  case, 
was  paid  by  the  Government.  The 
only  difference  was  that  in  the  case  of 
South  Wales  the  inspection  of  the  roads 
waspaid  for  by  the  Government,  whilst 
in  Herefordshire  it  was  paid  for  by  the 
local  authorities  themselves.  No  doubt, 
that  appeared  a  hard  case;  but,  looking  at 
the  fact  that  the  whole  question  must 
necessarily  form  the  subject  of  legisla- 
tion next  year,  he  thought  the  best 
course  would  be  to  leave  the  matter 
alone  at  present.  He  might  remind  the 
Committee  that  in  the  early  part  of  the 
Session  he  had  a  Motion  on  the  Paper, 
asking  for  an  inquiry  into  the  manage- 
ment of  all  the  roads  in  South  Wales — 
highways  as  weU  as  turnpike  roads. 
He  had  no  doubt  that  inquiry  was 
urgently  needed.  He  believed  every 
hon.  Member  would  agree  with  him  that 
the  Highway  Act  at  present  in  force  in 
England  was  most  unsatisfactory.  There 
was  a  great  deal  to  be  said  both  for  tlie 
South  Wales  Turnpike  Act  and  also  for 
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the  South  Wales  Highway  Act ;  and  if 
an  inquiry  were  made  into  the  working 
of  these  Acts  it  would  be  of  assistance 
to  the  Local  Goyemment  Board  with  a 
view  to  legislation  next  Session  in 
regard  to  England.  Such  an  inquiry 
should  be  not  only  undertaken,  but 
should  be  complete;  and  he  believed 
it  would  be  found  that  a  great  deal 
of  injustice  was  produced  in  conse- 
quence of  the  existence,  at  the  present 
moment,  of  a  kind  of  dual  management. 
For  instance,  they  had  a  turnpike  road 
running  one  way,  and  a  highway  road 
running  alongside  of  it,  or  branching 
off  from  it.  The  turnpike  road  had  one 
set  of  clerks  and  trustees,  and  the  high- 
way road  had  another  set  of  officers 
altofi^ether.  In  the  interest  of  South 
Wales  and  the  country  at  lai^o  he  hoped 
the  President  of  the  Local  Goyemment 
Board  would  be  able  to  say  that  the 
Goyemment  proposed  to  initiate  an  in- 
quiry into  the  working  of  these  Acts 
during  the  coming  Becess. 

SiE  WALTER  B.  BABTTELOT  said, 
he  thought  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Herefordshire  (Mr.  Duckham)  had  done 
good  service  in  bringing  this  question 
before  the  Committee,  because  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  it  was  one  of 
those  matters  which  showed  the  unsatis- 
factory working  of  the  Highway  Act  as 
it  at  present  stood.  They  had  been  long 
promised  that  that  Act  should  be 
amended ;  and  he  ventured  to  hope  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  would  be 
able  to  do  something  in  that  direction 
in  another  year.  But,  assuming  that 
nothing  was  done,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Herefordshire  would 
then  be  able  to  come  with  far  greater 
force  and  ask  that  the  people  of  Eng- 
land should  have  the  same  advantages 
extended  to  them  as  were  now  given  to 
South  Wales,  and  that  their  Surveyors 
should  be  paid  in  the  same  way  as  the 
Surveyors  in  South  Wales  were  now 
paid.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
then  be  on  the  horns  of  a  dilemma.  It 
would  either  be  right  that  South  Wales 
should  have  this  privilege,  in  which 
case  it  would  be  right  also  that  it  should 
be  extended  all  over  England,  or  it 
ought  to  be  discontinued  in  South 
Wales.  The  question  was  one  which 
deserved  the  consideration  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  Many  promises  had 
been  made  that  assistance  should  be 

Mr.  Pugh 


given  to  the  oounty  rates  in  the  direc- 
tion of  highway  expenses. 

Mr.  DODSON:  I  hope  that  it  will  not 
be  necessary  to  enter  into  a  discuaaion 
of  the  Highway  Acts,  or  generally  as  to 
the  mode  of  maintaining  the  highwajrg. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  West 
Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  says 
that  I  may  be  placed  on  the  horns  of  a 
dilemma,   and  that  we  should    either 
provide  Inspectors  for  all  the  different 
counties  in  England,  or  withdraw  the 
Inspector  for  South  Wales.     The  hon. 
Member  for  Herefordshire  (Mr.  Duck- 
ham)  has  moved  a  reduction  of   the 
Vote ;  and,  on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  I  must  say  that  we  oannot 
assent  to  it.     In  the  first  place,  the 
Vote  is  for  the  salary  and  expenses  of  a 
gentleman  who  holds  the  post  of  In- 
spector during  the  present  year,   and 
who  has  been  hard  at  work  up  to  the 
present  time  in  the  discharge  of  his 
duties ;    and,    moreover,    if   we    were 
suddenly,   and  without   notice,  to  get 
rid  of  his  services,  the  county  authori- 
ties have  no  power  to  appoint  an  ^- 
spector  in  his  place.     Therefore,  it  is 
obvious  that,  for  the  present  year,  tiiis 
Vote  must  be  allowed  to  stand.    Mj  at- 
tention was  called  to  the  matter  last 
year,  I  think  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Uerefordshire.     [Mr.  Ditckham  :  Yes.] 
I  should  have  dealt  with  the  matter  this 
year,  but  for  the  oiroumstance  that  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  had 
been  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  whole 
subject  of  highways,  and  that  I  under- 
stood they  would  extend  their  inquizy 
to  the  South  Wales    district.     Under 
those  circumstances,  I  abstained  from 
making  any  proposal  to  the  House  this 
year.   I  understand  that  the  Lords  have 
taken  evidence  with  regard  to  South 
Wales,  and  I  think  that  next  year  one 
of  three  things  will  happen.    Either  the 
House  of  Lords  will  have  presented  to 
us  some  recommendation  on  the  subject, 
which  we  may  think  so  valuable  that  we 
may  adopt  it,  or  the  subject  of  highways 
in  England  may  be  legislated  for  gene- 
rally, in  which  case  this  South  Wales  dis- 
trict would  be  included  in  the  measure, 
or  the  House  of  Lords  will  not  offer  us 
any  suggestion  which  we  think  ought 
to  be  adopted,  or  we  may  find  ourselvee, 
from  the  circumstances  of  the  Session, 
unable  to  legislate  for  the  highways  of 
England  and  Wales  generally.    In  that 
case  it  would  become  ttie  duty  of  Uie 
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Qofonmettt  to  deal  with  South  Wales 
tj  itadf,  and  it  will  be  necessary  to 
niiMid  the  Soath  Wales  Aet  so  as  to 
eotHe  the  Ooontr  Boards  in  South 
Wiles  to  proride  &r  the  payment  of 
Asir  own  enensee. 

Mb.  DTJGKHAM  aooepted  the  ezpla- 
aatioin  of  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  the 
Brsindent  of  we  Looal  Goremment 
Board,  and,  at  the  same  time,  oonfessed 
fliat  he  was  disapjpointed  that  no  steps 
kad  been  takoi  in  the  matter.  He 
kad  hoped  that,  having  brought  the 
qoeitioin  elearly  before  the  Committee 
last  year,  eomething  might  have  been 
done  this  year  to  alter  the  position  of 
afliun.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cardigan- 
diiie  (Mr.  Piurh}  said  that  he  was  wrong 
khiadatea.  fie bdieved his  hon. Friend 
vaa  mistaken,  and  that,  on  inquiij,  he 
would  find  that  hia  dates  were  perfeotly 


Motion,  by  leave,  toith^iiwn, 

'   Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  rose  to 
sail  the  attention  of  the  F^:eaident  of  the 
Losal  Gknremment  Board  and  the  Oom- 
adttea  to  a  serions  ^evanoe  arising 
vadar  the  raesent  adnunistration  of  the 
Baor  Law  Department  of  the  Local  Oo- 
vwBment  Board.  He  had  intended  to 
mofe  the  omission  of  the  item  for  the 
lasnnnHnn  of  Workhouse  Schools ;  but 
as  Le  waa  now  too  late  to  do  that,  he 
wosJd  more  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by 
flu  aom  of  £500.  The  grievance  he  had 
to  lay  befine  the  Oommittee  arose  out  of 
tta  i«Miw>mi  in  which  the  Act  for  the 
tf*^'^  ot  pauper  Oatholio  children 
at  tlia  woskhouse  to  certified  Catholic 
fi^'wifa^  fitted  for  the  reception  of  such 
iUldzen,  was  carried  out.  Down  to  the 
ysar  1863  the  Catholic  pauper  children, 
tta  miaeriea  of  whose  parents  had  forced 
thsaa  to  go  into  tiiie  workhouse,  were 
koag^  ap  absolutely  as  Protestants. 
fhflva  waa  no  provision  made  whatever 
iDrthflir  transfer  to  any  schools  in  which 

&ooiild  be  brooght  up  in  the  Oa- 
nligion.  However,  in  the  year 
186S^  an  Aot  was  passed  enabling  Boards 
si  Qnardiana  to  transfer  to  certified  Ca- 
flfllie  aidioola  Oatholio  pauper  children ; 
Vat  aa  the  onus  of  doing  a  duty  of  that 
Had  was  thrown  on  tiheDoardsof  Ouar- 
fiaD%  Aa  Boarda  of  Guardians  through- 
tit  AMknd  were  rendered  arbitrary  in 
r  *»^j  wiOk  a  few  honourable 
'  lihAF  i*^  declined  to  avail 


themselves  of  the  powers  of  the  Act, 
the  result  being  that  nearly  all  the  Ca- 
tholic children  ware  still  kept  in  the 
workhouse  schools,  which  were,  to  all  in- 
tents and  purposes,  Protestant  schools. 
Upon  complaints  being  made,  a  further 
Act  was  passed  some  years  later,  by 
which  the  Jjocal  Government  Board  was 
empowered,  if  it  thought  fit,  to  transfer 
Oamolic  children  to  Catholic  schools. 
There  had  been  placed  in  his  hands 
proofs  of  the  manner  in  which  the  Local 
Government  Board  was  discharging  the 
dutv  laid  upon  it  by  the  Legislature.  He 
had  a  statement  made  by  the  Bev.  B. 
Wrigley,  of  Stratford,  respecting  the 
religious  education  of  CathdUic  children 
at  the  West  Ham  Union  Schools  from 
1874  to  1881.  These  children  were,  to 
a  very  large  extent,  of  Lish  extraction, 
and  the  I^dports  showed  how  they  were 
treated  in  tne  West  Ham  Union  Schools. 
He  found,  in  regard  to  the  opportuni- 
ties of  instruction  afforded  there,  that 
children  were  permitted  to  attend  Mass 
on  Sundays,  except  in  wet  weather,  or 
from  any  cause  such  as  the  prevalence  of 
small -pox,  or  any  other  epidemic  in 
consequence  of  wluch  it  was  considered 
necessary  to  prevent  them  from  attend- 
ing. Such  a  cause  was  considered  quite 
sufficient  to  prevent  Catholic  children 
from  going  out  of  the  workhouse  and 
attending  any  course  of  Catholic  reli- 
gious instruction.  The  result  was  that 
sometimes  for  a  period  of  two  months 
Catholic  children  in  the  West  Ham 
Workhouse  had  been  unable  to  attend 
Catholic  worship.  If  they  had  been  in 
the  Catholic  certified  schools,  means 
would  have  been  provided  for  them  to 
allow  them  to  attend  the  worship  pre- 
cribed  by  their  own  religion.  The  only 
opportunity  of  instruction  given  to  the 
Catholic  school  children  was  on  Wed- 
nesday, from  half-past  10  until  12  o'clock 
in  the  morning — only  an  hour  and  a- 
half  a  week.  No  Flayer  Books  were 
provided  by  the  Guardians  for  the  use  of 
the  children  on  week  days ;  but  on  Sun- 
days those  who  were  allowed  to  go  to 
church  were  supplied  by  the  Board 
with  Prayer  Books  for  their  use  during 
Divine  Service.  No  Catechisms  were 
provided  by  the  Guardians,  nor  was  the 
Catholic  priest  allowed  to  provide  them 
himself.  The  Catholic  priest  made  an 
application  to  the  Board  on  November 
29,  1879,  to  be  permitted  to  provide 
Oateohisma  for  the  use  of  the  Komao 
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Catholic  children  while  the  Protestant 
children  were  receiving  religious  instruc- 
tion; but  the  application  was  refused. 
All  Catholic  children  were  required  to  be 
present  at  prayers  daily.  The  priest 
objected  to  this;  and,  for  a  time,  his 
remonstrance  prevailed;  but  now  they 
were  all  obliged  to  assist  in  these 
prayers.  The  children  had  thus  only 
an  hour  and  a-half  during  the  entire 
week  for  religious  instruction,  and  they 
were  deprived  of  every  opportunity  of 
studying  their  own  religion  during  the 
rest  of  the  week  ;  and,  the  priest  being 
forbidden  to  provide  books  for  religious 
instruction  at  his  own  expense,  the  re- 
sult was  that  when  the  priest  met  his 
flock  on  the  Wednesday  for  an  hour  and 
a-half,  he  found  the  children  thoroughly 
imbued  with  those  anti-Catholic  pre- 
judices which  little  children,  mixing  all 
the  rest  of  the  week  with  Frotestemts, 
were  certain  to  imbibe.  The  most  obso- 
lete trash  of  bye-gone,  times,  so  far  as 
religious  prejudices  were  concerned,  and 
which  now  only  survived  in  the  lowest 
classes  of  society,  were  instilled  into 
the  minds  of  these  poor  children.  He 
might  add  that,  for  two  years  from  1874, 
the  Guardians  of  the  West  Ham  Union 
invented  the  most  peculiarly  ingenious 
system  of  religious  persecution  against 
these  poor  Catholic  children  that  it  was 
possible  to  devise ;  and  he  was  sure  that 
every  Member  of  the  House  would  be 
ashamed  to  think  that  any  body  of  Eng- 
lishmen could  be  guilty  of  such  petty  and 
wretched  intolerance.  From  May,  1875, 
down  to  the  year  1877,  an  alteration  was 
made  by  the  Ouardians  in  their  re- 
gulations, by  which  the  Roman  Catholic 
priest  was  only  allowed  one  hour  weekly 
— namely,  from  8  to  9  in  the  morning, 
for  the  instruction  of  Catholic  children, 
and  as  that  was  the  time  set  apart  in  the 
school  for  recreation,  these  poor  little 
children  had  the  alternative  given  to 
them  either  of  giving  up  their  recreation 
or  their  religious  instruction.  The  con- 
sequence was  that,  knowing  they  were 
shut  out  from  the  playground  when 
their  Frotestant  companions  were  enjoy- 
ing recreation,  they  bitterly  resented 
the  regulation,  and  if  they  came  in  at 
all,  they  came  in  as  mutineers,  full  of 
the  worst  feelings  towards  the  priest, 
whom  they  regarded  as  solely  to  blame. 
That  miserable  persecution  was  kept  up 
for  the  space  of  two  years,  and  even  now 
only  an  hour  and  a-half  was  given  in  the 
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whole  week  for  inetmoting  Oatholio 
children  in  their  religious  duties.  The 
result  was  that  these  children,  though 
still  on  the  books  as  Catholics,  were, 
without  exception,  anti-Catholio.  They 
refused  to  say  their  prayers  when  they 
camel^in  for  instruction,  or  to  answer 
any  questions  with  regaid  to  their  Cate- 
chism. They  were  deliberately  de- 
prived by  the  Guardians  of  the  Foor  of 
every  opportunity  of  being  brought  up 
in  the  religion  of  their  parents;  and 
they  were  exposed  durinp^  the  whole 
week  to  the  anti-Cathobo  influences 
which  were  brought  to  bear  against  them. 
The  consequence  was  that  although 
they  were  nominally  Catholics  until  they 
reached  14  years  of  age,  when  they 
attained  that  age  they  preferred  to  rank 
themselves  as  l^testants.  Every  e£Ebrt 
had  been  tried  to  remedy  this  grievance. 
Deputations  of  Catholic  ratepayers  had 
waited  on  the  Board  of  Guardians ;  but 
all  to  no  effect.  But  the  Local  Gtovem-, 
ment  Board  had  it  in  its  power  to  pro- 
vide  a  remedy.  It  was  empowerea  by 
the  Act  of  Farliament,  wherever  it 
thought  fit,  to  remove  Catholic  pauper 
children  tojcertified  Catholic  schools,  and 
there  were  abundant  schools  of  that 
character  provided  by  the  Catholics  all 
over  the  Kingdom  —  infant  aohoola, 
schools  for  children  of  more  matured 
years,  and  schools  in  which,  in  addition 
to  religious  instruction,  they  were  taught 
carpentry  and  many  oUier  useful  proNS- 
sions.  But  because  they  were  Catholics 
their  rights  were  destroyed,  and  their 
parents^  riehts  were  destroyed  in  their 
persons,  aU  because  the  Local  (Govern- 
ment Board  refused  to  exercise  the 
powers  conferred  upon  them  under  the 
Act.  Of  course,  l£e  words  of  the  Act 
said  that  the  Local  Government  Board 
were  only  to  exercise  this  power ''  if  thej 
thought  fit,"  and  this  latitude  had  been 
exercised  in  a  way  which  was  highly 
detrimental  to  the  interests  of  the  Catho- 
lic children.  The  same  complaint  might 
be  made  with  regard  to  the  district  school 
of  Forest  Gate,  in  Essex.  There  the 
children  were  allowed  to  go  to  Mass  on 
Sundays  according  to  a  general  rule; 
but,  for  religious  instruction,  the  priest 
was  only  allowed  to  visit  them  one  day 
in  the  week — on  Monday,  from  2  to  4 
P.M. — and  as  he  had  to  visit  first  the 
boys  over  seven  years  of  age,  and  then 
the  girls  over  seven  years  of  age,  there 
was  only  one  hour  fionr  religioiu  inatroe* 
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turn  to  any  angle  Oaiholio  child.  No 
Prayer  Books  or  Oatechisxns  were  fur- 
luahedy  and  those  which  were  famished 
hj  the  Oaiholio  clergy  were  soon  de- 
itroyed  or  lost.  The  children  Uiem- 
Mbes  said  that  they  were  torn  up  by 
their  Protestant  playmates.  In  Norem- 
ber,  1876,  an  apnlication  was  made  that 
Osteohisms  should  be  supplied  by  the 
Boman  Oatholio  priests  for  Uie  use  of 
the  children,  to  do  distributed  by  the 
tchoolmaster  and  mistress  to  the  ohil- 
drsn  at  stated  times,  when  Protestant 
children  were  receiying  their  religious 
instroction ;  but  the  appUoation  was  re- 
liised  by  the  Board.  With  regard  to 
leceiTing  the  Sacrament  and  the  admi- 
idftration  of  the  Eucharist,  it  was  the  law 
cf  the  Catholic  Church  that  the  Eucharist 
should  be  received  fasting.  That  ordi- 
nance differed  from  that  of  the  Protes- 
tant Communion.  An  application  was 
made  that  at  Easter  time,  when  all  Ca- 
tholios  were  bound  to  receive  Commu- 
mam,  a  certain  number  of  the  chil- 
dren should  be  permitted  to  fulfil  their 
Easter  duty.  It  was  necessair  that  in 
Oder  to  fiUfil  that  duty  they  should  go 
to  Communion  fasting  on  Easter  Sunday 
moniing;  but  the  Board  refused  to 
allow  the  privilege,  and  one  poor  little 
girl  who  tried  to  refrain  from  taking 
oraakfast,  so  that  she  might  fulfil  her 
dnty,  was  forbidden  by  the  schoolmis- 
tress, and  even  beaten  with  a  cane  until 
■he  did  eat  her  breakfast.  It  was  hu- 
miliating to  have  to  relate  to  the  House 
these  miserable  little  stories;  but  the 
lesolt  in  the  Forest  Gate  School  was  just 
the  same  as  in  the  West  Ham  Union 
SdiooL  The  promise  made  to  the  Boman 
Oitholics  of  the  country  was  being  kept 
to  the  ear,  and  broken  in  every  other 
There  were  not  sufficient  oppor- 


tamties  lor  bringing  up  Catholic  chil- 
dren in  the  religion  of  their  parents ;  and, 
ef  eoorae,  being  continually  in  contact 
with  ProtoetantiBm  of  .the  most  coercive 
ad  ignorant  kind,  and  being  constantly 
bnllied  by  Protestant  child^n — for  in 
Fonst  Gate  the  Catholic  community 
fleJy  munbared  90  out  of  650  children 
— «id  being  subjected  to  raillery  and 
iboee  of  every  description,  both  boys 
and  girls^  long  before  they  came  to  the 
M  when  thOT  could  decide  for  them- 
■Sfeswhat  reuffion  they  would  adopt, 
|Dt  ashamed  and  discontented  with  their 
vn  nligion,  and  represented  them- 
MinetoMfiroftestants.  Even  those  who 


attended  the  religious  instruction  pro- 
vided for  them  maintained  a  hostile  atti- 
tude during  the  religions  service,  and 
treated  it  with  contemptuous  derision. 
He  would  mention  only  one  case,  that  of 
a  girl  12  years  of  age,  who  was  sent  to 
the  school  by  the  Guardians  of  Whit&- 
ohapel.  She  had  been  well  instructed  in 
the  Catholic  school  in  Spitalfields ;  but 
after  a  very  short  experience  of  her  new 
abode,  she  found  that  she  did  not  dare 
make  the  sign  of  the  Cross,  even  when  the 
nuns  were  present.  She  found,  further, 
that  the  other  children  ridiculed  her  in  the 
dormitory  when  she  attempted  to  say  her 
Catholic  prayers  at  night,  and  that  she 
was  so  laughed  at  and  derided  that  she 
very  soon  abandoned  all  religious  ideas. 
The  general  result  was  that  these  chil- 
dren soon  picked  up  all  the  stupid 
stories  about  Catholicity  which  were  in 
stilled  into  their  ears,  and  when  brought 
up  for  Catholic  instruction  they  turned 
round  and  positively  insulted  the 
priest,  saying  that  the  Catholics  wor- 
shipped images,  that  they  adored  the 
Virgin,  and  making  use  of  all  the  other 
rubbish  which  in  bye-gone  days  had  been 
applied  to  the  Eoman  CathoHc  religion. 
With  regard  to  Forest  Gate,  he  had  with 
him  a  list  of  the  Catholic  children  who 
were  brought  up  under  these  anti-Ca- 
tholic influences,  and  he  found  they  in- 
cluded the  names  of  Barrys,  Sullivans, 
O'Connors,  and  others.  That  showed 
their  Irish  extraction.  They  were  evi- 
dently the  desolate  offspring  of  poor 
Irish  Catholic  parents  who  came  over 
here  under  the  tegiB  of  British  toleration, 
and  this  was  the  manner  in  which  they 
were  brought  to  deny  the  faith  of  their 
forefathers.  It  was  very  pitiful  and  very 
wretched,  and  if  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians had  any  idea  or  knowledge  of 
what  was  g^ing  on,  the  fact  that  they 
took  no  course  to  stop  such  a  system  of 
persecution  was  most  astounding.  At 
the  same  time,  it  must  not  be  forgotten 
that  the  Local  Government  Board  had 
the  power  to  transfer  these  children  to 
certified  Catholic  schools ;  and,  therefore, 
the  whole  responsibility  rested  upon  the 
Local  Government  Board.  Thousands 
of  applications  had  been  made  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  for  the  admis- 
sion of  pauper  Catholic  children  into 
certified  Catholic  schools  ;  but  they  had 
been  left  entirely  without  answer.  It 
could  only  be  said  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment  Board   that   the  steps  they  had 
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taken  oertainly  tended  to  nullify  the 
benefits  which  were  proposed  to  be  oon- 
ferred  upon  the  Oatholios  by  the  Aot  of 
the  Legislature.  When  an  application 
was  made  to  them  for  the  removal  of  a 
Catholic  child  to  a  Catholic  certified 
•school,  they  required  not  only  that  the 
child  should  have  been  entered  upon 
the  books  of  the  workhouse  as  a  Catho- 
lic, but  that  the  parents  should  also  be 
so  entered  upon  the  workhouse  books. 
Further,  they  insisted  upon  a  certificate 
of  the  child's  baptism ;  and  in  some 
cases  a  certificate  of  the  marriage  of  its 
parents.  If  the  parent  was  dead  then 
they  required  a  certificate  of  his  burial, 
and  so  forth.  These  regulations  inyolved 
an  enormous  amount  of  trouble  and  ex- 
pense, and  the  trouble  and  expense  were 
thrown  upon  the  Catholic  body  in  order 
to  satisfy  the  requirements  of  the  Local 
GK)vemment  Board.  It  was  the  only 
case  in  which  he  belieyed  such  exces- 
sive precautions  were  taken.  On  all 
ordinary  occasions  the  Register  of  the 
workhouse  was  allowed  to  be  proof,  and 
it  certainly  ought  to  be  idlowed  as  primd 
facie  proof,  pending  the  bringing  for- 
ward of  some  strong  case  to  show  that 
the  child  was  not  a  Catholic.  In  this 
case  these  requirements  were  enforced 
when  there  was  really  no  denial  what- 
ever of  the  Catholic  religion  of  the  child. 
The  religion  was  admitted  for  all  ordi- 
nary purposes;  but  whenever  it  was 
proposed  to  transfer  a  Boman  Catholic 
child  to  a  Catholic  certified  school  then 
all  the  ingenuity  of  red  tape  was  brought 
into  requisition,  and  oertinoate  upon  cer- 
tificate was  required  to  be  piled  up  be- 
fore the  Local  u^ovemment  Board  would 
consent  to  look  at  the  application.  For 
years  and  years  past,  to  all  intents  and 
purposes,  the  Local  Oovemment  Board 
had  declined  to  carry  out  the  will  of  the 
Legislature,  and  in  the  hands  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  the  Act  of 
Parliament  remained  a  dead  letter. 
Hundreds  and  thousands  of  applications 
had  been  left  altogether  unattended  to. 
The  list  of  Catholic  children,  who  be- 
tween 1871  and  1880  had  attained  the 
age  of  14,  and  had  received  nothing  but 
Protestant  education,  was  very  large. 
They  had  been  induced  to  give  up  uie 
religion  of  their  parents  rather  than 
struggle  with  the  school  authorities.  He 
had  given  an  idea  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  Local  Oovemment  Board  con- 
ffcnied  their  duties.  What  was  going  on 
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in  the  West  Ham  and  the  Forest  Gkte 
schools  was  going  on  in  scores  and  scores 
of  other  schools ;  indeed,  he  was  afraid 
that  the  same  thing  was  practised  in 
hundreds  of  Unions  throughout  the 
country.  Every  year  applications  were 
made  to  the  Local  Gbvemment  Board 
for  the  removal  of  these  onerous  restrio- 
tions  and  precautions  with  regard  to  the 
multiplication  of  certificates;  but  the 
Local  Gbvemment  Board,  relying  upon 
their  own  interpretation  of  the  words  of 
the  Act,  which  allowed  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  **  if  they  thought  fiit," 
to  transfer  the  children,  had  simply  not 
thought  fit,  and  had  left  the  Ca&olio 
children  without  Catholic  instruction  of 
an  adequate  kind,  keeping  them  in  a 
flagrantly  aggressive  anti-Catholic  at- 
mosphere under  the  influence  of  the 
worst  kind  of  proselytism.  Bv  this 
means  the  faith  of  these  poor  little  diil- 
dren  had  been  stolen  from  them  simplj 
because  they  were  the  children  of  poor 
paupers  whose  circumstanoes  had  plaoed 
them  under  the  Poor  Law  system  of 
tolerant  England.  In  formulating  this 
grievance  he  was  only  able  to  lay  the 
broad  facts  before  the  Committee.  Ho 
had  confined  himself  to  as  few  points  as 
he  thought  would  be  sufficient  to  estab- 
lish the  case.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  the  head  of  the  Local  Gtovem- 
ment  Board  desired  more  proof  he  would 
undertake  to  occupy  a  number  of  con- 
tinuous Sittings  of  that  House  with  the 
enumeration  of  cases  of  hardship  of  this 
kind  which  had  taken  place  all  over 
England.  In  conclusion,  he  would  say 
to  the  Members  of  the  House  that  it  was 
not  merely  the  grievance  and  the  injus- 
tice that  these  ^lildren  were  deprived  of 
the  Catholic  instruction  to  which  they 
had  a  right,  but  they  were  not  even 
brought  up  as  Christians,  because  while 
they  were  nominally  on  the  rolls  of  the 
workhouse  as  Catholics  they  were  really 
receiving  no  Catholic  instruction  what- 
ever, and  not  being  Protestants  thcjy 
received  no  Protestant  instruction,  al- 
though when  they  reached  the  age  of  14 
years  they  generally  declared  themselves 
to  be  memoers  of  the  Church  of  Ens^ 
land.  That  was  merely  the  formula 
adopted  for  showing  &at  they  had 
ceased  to  be  Catholics.  The  fact  of  the 
matter  was  that  these  childrai  were 
without  even  Ptotestant  Christian  eda- 
oation,  and  they  were  turned  oat  upon 
sodety  without  having  received  any  re- 
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IfponiiiiBfcraciionatall.  Theresoltwas 
duift  thej  were  constantly  found  in  the 
polioe  oonztSy  and  it  would  be  seen  from 
the  oases  that  oceurred  there  that  the 
mqor  part  of  them  were  of  Irish  eztrac- 
fioiL  The  reenlt  of  this  was  that  the 
Imh  nationality  suffered  the  blame  for 
the  misoonduot  of  these  children,  who, 
nsUr  oat  of  hatred  of  Catholicity,  had 
not  been  allowed  to  reoeiye  a  Catholic 
sdnoation,  and,  at  the  same  time,  had 
nodyed  no  moral  or  religious  instruc- 
tion whatever.  The  list  he  held  in  his 
hand  contained  the  names  of  hundreds 
who  had  been  deprived  of  every  kind  of 
ral^ooB  instmotion  and  turned  into  the 
ntter  of  sin  and  vice  because  the  Local 
Oovemment  Board,  in  99  cases  out  of 
100,  declined  to  cazi^out  the  munificent 
iatoitions  of  the  Legislature,  and  to 
place  these  children  in  a  position  in 
irikibh  they  could  receive  religious  and 
aoral  education.  It  had  been  suggested 
that  one  of  the  reasons  why  the  Local 
Qorenunent  Board  no  longer  attended 
to  the  applications  for  the  transfer  of 
Oafliolic  cnildren  was,  in  fact,  that  some 
of  the  officials  of  the  Local  Gbvemment 
Board  had  grown  weary  of  the  multipli- 
eatUm  of  applications.  These  applica- 
tiooaweie  originally  enforced  in  order 
to  prove  that  it  was  a  Catholic  child 
who  was  being  transferred;  but  the 
multiplicity  of  certificates  now  required 
to  be  produced  was  most  obstructive  to 
the  interest  of  the  Catholic  daimauts, 
and  it  tamed  out  to  be  extremely  worry- 
ing andonpleasant  to  the  Local  Oovern- 
Bsnt  Board  officials,  who,  in  the  first 
phoe,  had  insisted  upon  them.  In  point 
of  fiMt,  the  very  multiplicity  of  the  re- 
strictions  and  precautions  required  to 
be  obaerved  by  the  Catholic  body  had 
grown  diataateflil  to  the  Local  Gk)vem- 
BSDft  Boaidy  and  in  order  to  get  rid  of 
tte  bmden  they  refused  to  pi^  any  at- 
tBBtkm  to  the  applications.  He  could 
live  inatoacee  in  connection  with  schools 
m  the  Metropolis  to  justify  this  asser- 
tioiL  He  hoped  the  present  head  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  would  give 
ttoGbmmittee  some  assurance  that  he 
voald  take  ioimediate  steps  for  the 
taasAr,  ^nim  one  end  of  fhieland  to 
iaofliflri  ot  every  Catholic  child  in  re- 

Ci  to  whom  dne  application  was  made 
sash  tnaefer  so  aa  to  insure  that  he 
Aodd  be  brought  op  in  the  religion  to 
HU  he  bekm^ed.  No  daim  was  made 
vUdk  wonld   inToIre  any  increase  of 


money  or  increase  of  charge ;  in  fact,  he 
believed  there  would  be  a  saving ;  but,  at 
any,  rate  nothing  more  was  demanded  in 
any  case  than  that  the  child  should  receive 
as  much  as  a  scholar  would  cost  in  a  Pro- 
testant workhouse  school.  The  Catho- 
lics were  willing  to  take  the  children 
upon  any  terms  if  the  Guardians  would 
name  their  own  figure.  They  were 
anxious  to  stand  by  these  poor  little  ones 
and  obtain  for  them  a  moral  and  religious 
training,  and  that  freedom  and  liberty  of 
conscience  which  ought  to  be  respected 
in  such  poor  helpless  human  beings. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Member 
has  not  concluded  with  a  Motion. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  had  in- 
tended to  move  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote  by  £500. 

Mr.  MACFAELANE  said,  he  had 
no  desire  to  prolong  the  discussion ;  but 
the  subject  was  one  of  great  interest, 
and  he  had  been  for  some  years  a  Guar- 
dian in  the  parish  of  Marylebone.  Some 
time  ago  he  moved  for  a  Betum  for  the 
purpose  of  showing  the  cost  of  main- 
taining these  children  in  the  workhouse 
and  in  the  certified  Catholic  schools. 
He  believed  when  that  Betum  was  laid 
on  the  Table — and  he  was  surprised  that 
it  had  not  yet  been  produced,  as  it  was 
many  weeks  since  he  moved  for  it — that 
it  would  astonish'  some  hon.  Members  of 
that  House.  As  far  as  he  remembered, 
there  was  one  workhouse  in  London  in 
which  the  average  cost  of  each  child 
maintained  in  the  workhouse  was  very 
nearly  £60  a-year;  and  yet  the  same 
workhouse  authorities  would  only  allow 
a  starvation  price  to  a  certified  Catholic 
school.  There  was  a  school  in  the  East 
End  of  London  whore  a  large  number 
of  children  were  received.  It  received 
at  this  moment  a  very  large  number  of 
very  young  children,  and  the  sum  pcdd 
by  the  Guardians  was  not  sufficient  to 
give  them  bread  and  water.  The  conse- 
quence was  that  the  persons  in  charge  of 
these  children  were  continually  begging 
in  order  to  obtain  sufficient  means  to 
feed  the  children  without  coming  upon 
the  rates  of  the  Metropolis.  As  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Don- 
nell)  had  pointed  out,  the  Catholic  autho- 
rities were  willing  to  take  the  children 
for  nothing  sooner  than  their  fcdth  should 
be  perverted  in  the  workhouse  in  the 
manner  which  had  been  described ;  but 
he  was  sure  it  was  not  the  intention  of 
the  Legislature,  or  the  wish  of  the  Fte- 
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fiident  of  the  Local  Goyemment  Board, 
that  the  expense  should  be  entirely 
thrown  upon  the  Boman  Catholic  popu- 
lation in  order  to  save  the  Metropolitan 
rates.  When  the  Eetum  he  had  moved 
for  was  produced,  he  meant  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  use  the  legal 
powers  of  the  Board  as  far  as  possible  in 
requiring  Boards  of  Guardians  to  pay  the 
whole  expense  which  was  legitimately 
chargeable  upon  them,  and  to  compel 
the  Boards  of  Guardians  to  pay  for  each 
child  what  the  cost  of  its  maintenance 
would  be  in  the  workhouse.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Dungaryan  complained  that 
the  children  were  not  transferred,  and 
.he  thought  the  hon.  Member  had  made 
out  a  strong  case  against  the  authorities. 
He  did  not  see  why  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  should  allow  any  Catholic 
child  to  remain  in  a  workhouse  school 
at  all.  The  Board  had  absolute  power 
to  command  the  Guardians  to  transfer 
such  children;  but  nothing  except  the 
exercise  of  the  arbitrary  powers  pos- 
sessed by  the  Board  would  induce  the 
authorities  to  put  in  force  the  powers 
they  possessed.  It  had  been  a  g^eat 
scandal  and  a  shame  for  many  years. 
He  knew  a  workhouse  school  where  the 
Catholic  chaplain  had  to  trudge  two  or 
three  miles  two  or  three  days  a^week  in 
order  to  teach  the  children  who  were 
in  the  school,  and  who  the  Guardians 
refused  to  transfer.  The  Guardians 
thought  that  they  wore  doing  the  chap- 
lain a  great  favour  when  they  allowed 
him  to  go  in  and  give  the  children  two 
or  three  hours'  instruction  a  week  for 
nothing.  Such  was  the  extraordinarily 
perverted  view  they  took  of  their  duty 
m  the  matter.  They  seemed  to  have  no 
religious  ideas  in  the  matter  at  all,  nor 
to  desire  to  do  unto  these  children  as 
they  would  be  done  unto  themselves. 
Men  who  were  perfectly  fair  on  every 
other  subject  were  blinded  by  prejudice 
and  ignorance  when  this  question  of  re- 
ligion came  up.  He  had  no  doubt,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  had 
pointed  out,  that  the  result  was  most  in- 
jurious to  the  State,  because  the  effect 
was  to  turn  out  a  large  number  of  chil- 
dren who  were  neither  Catholics  nor  Pro- 
testants, but  who  were  simply  nothing 
more  than  half-educated  heathens. 

Mb.  HIBBEUT  said,  he  thought  the 
hon.  Member  for  Carlow  (Mr.  Macfar- 
lane)  was  in  error  in  supposinff  that  the 
Looal  Goyemment  Board  had  power  to 

Mr,  Maefarlam 


transfer  all  Boman  Catholic  children  to 
Roman  Catholic  schools.  They  had, 
however,  the  power  of  transferring  Bo- 
man Catholic  children  on  the  application 
of  certain  persons;  but  it  was  impos- 
sible for  them  to  override  the  wishes  and 
decisions  of  the  Guardians  in  respect  to 
Boman  Catholic  children.  He  did  not 
deny  that  there  existed  among  many 
Guardians  in  this  country  a  g^eat  amount 
of  prejudice,  and  even  intolerance,  with 
respect  to  this  question ;  but  the  Local 
Government  Board  would  be  glad  to  see 
all  these  cases  treated  in  a  broad  spirit, 
and,  as  far  as  possible,  in  the  spirit  of 
the  Act,  which  was  framed  so  as  to  do 
justice  to  the  Boman  Catholic  sentiments 
of  the  people.  He  denied  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dung^arvan 
(Mr.  O'Donnell)  that  there  was  a  great 
number  of  applications  for  the  transfer 
of  Boman  Catholic  children.  If  the  hon. 
Member  could  substantiate  what  he  had 
said  he  would  have  made  out  a  strong  case 
not  only  against  the  Boards  of  Guardians, 
but  also  against  the  Local  Government 
Board ;  but  he  thought  there  was  great 
exaggeration  in  the  hon.  Member's  re- 
mains. He  had  stated  that  from  1871 
to  September,  1880,  there  had  been 
hundreds,  and  almost  thousands,  of  cases 
in  which  application  had  been  made  for 
sending  Boman  Catholic  children  to  Bo- 
man Catholic  schools.  He  could  not  say 
what  took  place  between  1871  to  the 
time  when  the  present  Government  took 
Oifice ;  but  he  did  know  that  in  the  last 
16  months  there  had  not  been  before  the 
Local  Goyemment  Board  more  than  13 
or  14  such  applications.  He  quite  ad- 
mitted that  there  had  been  a  great 
amount  of  dissatisfaction  on  the  part  of 
the  dignitaries  of  the  Boman  Catholio 
Church  as  to  the  way  in  which  Boman 
Catholic  children  were  treated  at  Forest 
Gate  School  and  at  some  schools  in 
the  Metropolis.  [Mr.  Callak:  Every 
school.]  He  could  not  admit  that,  be- 
cause, m  a  recent  conversation  with  a 
very  high  dignitary  of  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholio Church,  that  gentleman  said  that 
with  respect  to  several  schools  there 
was  no  complcdnt  at  all.  [Mr.  Callak: 
Name,  name !  ]  The  conversation  was 
a  private  one,  and  therefore  he  did  not 
think  it  right  to  ffive  the  name. 

Mb.  CALL  An  rose  to  Order,  and 
protested  that  if  a  Boman  Catholic  dig- 
nitary was  to  be  referred  to  in  that  way 
his  name  ought  to  be  given. 
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Thb  OHATBMAN  ;    That  is  not  a 
qiuestion  of  Order. 

Mb.  HIBBEBT  said,  he  ahould  be 
g^  to  give  the  name  outside. 

Mb.  OALLAN  :  It  should  be  g^ven 
hers.    

Mb.  HIBBEBT,  resuming,  said,  that 
with  respect  to  some  of  the  cases  that 
hsd  been  brought  before  them,  the  Local 
GoTemment  Bioard  had  so  far  overridden 
the  wishes  and  decisions  of  the  Guar- 
dians as  to  recommend  that  children 
ihonld   be    sent    to    Boman    Catholic 
ichools;  and  in  other  cases  they  had 
recommended  the  transfer  of    Boman 
Catholio  schools.     In  some  cases  the 
Guardians  had  shown  that  eyery  arrange- 
ment was  made  for  the  religious  instruc- 
tion of  the  Boman  Oatholic  children,  that 
they  were  visited  by  Boman  Catholic 
priests,  and  were  able  to  attend  services 
m  their  own  churches;   and,   in  such 
esses,  if  the  Guardians  had  expressed  a 
decided  objection  to  those  children  being 
tnosferred,  the  Local  Government  Board 
kad  not  overridden  their  wishes  and  de- 
cisions.   For  himself,  if  he  found  in  any 
esse  that  the  children  were  being  treated 
ss  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  had 
stated,  he  should  consider  that  the  Local 
Government  Board  would  be  justified  in 
ovemding  the  decision  of  the  Guardians 
and  traasfezzing  the  children  to  Boman 
Ostholio  schools.    The  hon.  Member  for 
Ottlow  said  that  in  many  cases    the 
amount  paid  for  Boman  Catholic  chil- 
dien  was  very  low ;  but  he  (Mr.  Hibbert) 
bdieved  that  in  every  case  in  which  an 
order  had  been  issued  by  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  for  the  transfer  of  chil- 
dren they  had  required  payment  to  be 
made  equal  to  the  cost  of  the  education 
and   maintenance  of  the   children   in 
the  workhouse.    An  inadequate  amount 
misjit  have  been  paid  where  the  Board 
kaa  no  control;  and  they  had  no  con- 
tnil    when  the  Guardians  had   them- 
selvea  agreed  to  transfer  children.    In 
fliieli  eaaos  they  paid  what  they  liked ; 
Imt  he  thought  the  spirit  of  the  Act  was 
flhat  an  equal  amount  should  be  paid. 
Ihen,  again,  the  policy  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  at  all  events  since 
ke  had  been  there,  had  not  been  antago- 
ristic  to  the  Boman  Oatholic  children  or 
to  the  wishes  of  the  Boman  Catholics 
who  desired  to  protect  those  children. 
Bugr  had  deaized,  while,  of  course,  taking 
lotiee  of  the  wiahee  of  the  Guardians, 
ts  make  every  allowance  for  the  strong 


feeling  of  the  Boman  Catholics  them- 
selves. They  wished  to  do  fair  justice 
between  both  parties ;  and,  if  they  had 
any  leaning  at  all,  it  was  rather  to  carry 
out  the  desires  and  wishes  of  the  Boman 
Catholics. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  said,  he  could 
scarcely  think  the  answer  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  quite  satisfactory.  With  re- 
gard to  the  powers  of  the  Guardians, 
the  Act  declared  that  auy  Board  of 
Guardians  might  send  any  poor  children 
to  any  school  properly  certified  and  sup- 
ported wholly  or  in  part  by  voluntary 
subscriptions,  and  the  managers  of  which 
were  willing  to  receive  them,  and  might 
pay  for  the  maintenance  of  such  children 
a  sum  not  exceeding  the  total  sum  which 
would  have  been  charged  for  their  main- 
tenance in  the  workhouse.  And  the 
2Dd  section  of  the  Act  provided  that,  on 
the  application  of  the  parents  or  other 
persons  specified,  the  Guardians  might 
send  the  children  to  some  school.  There 
had  been  several  discussions  in  the 
House  as  to  the  difference  between 
*;may"  and  *' shall"  in  Acts  of  Par- 
liament, and  all  the  lawyers  had  agreed 
that  **may"  was  practically  ** shall;" 
and  ho,  therefore,  thought  the  Local 
Government  Board  should  regard  the 
word  **may"  in  this  case  as  ''shall." 
He  thought,  further,  that  the  Guardians 
ought  to  be  compelled  to  do  these  things, 
because  they  were  recruited  from  the 
ranks  of  the  shopkeepers  who  were  re- 
markable for  bigotry.  They  were  of  all 
classes  of  society  the  least  capable  of 
appreciating  the  fact  that,  as  a  govern- 
ing body,  they  had  nothing  to  do  with 
forcing  their  religion  on  anyone  else. 
The  Local  Government  Board  repre- 
sented a  higher  class  of  society  and  of 
feeling  on  religious  questions  than  the 
shopkeepers,  and  they  should  encourage 
religious  toleration.  He  did  not  think 
they  would  have  any  difficulty,  if  they 
took  strong  action  in  the  matter,  with  the 
conviction  that  they  had  the  moral  autho- 
rity of  Parliament  with  them ;  and  he 
hoped  they  would,  in  all  cases  which 
came  before  them,  interpret  the  clause 
to  mean  ''shall."  The  next  question 
was  as  to  expenses.  He  might  be  in- 
clined to  agree  that  the  Guardians  could 
not  be  asked  to  send  these  children  to 
Boman  Catholic  schools  if  they  caused 
greater  expense  than  they  would  at  the 
ordinary  Board  schools ;  but  there  was 
in  England  and  Scotland  a  Boman  Ca- 
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tholie  population,  wliich,  though  for  the 
most  part  poor,  had  been  generous  enough 
to  endow  a  certain  number  of  Boman 
Catholic  schools.  That  was  a  thing 
which,  as  a  matter  of  interest  and  of 
duty,  the  Oovemment  ought  to  en- 
courage. Then,  as  to  the  question  of 
facts,  as  between  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Hibbert),  the  hon.  Oentleman  said  there 
had  been  only  a  few  applications  to  the 
Local  Oovemment  Boara  during  his  pre- 
sence there.  Of  course,  that  statement 
would  go  forth  to  the  proper  authorities ; 
the  authorities  of  the  Catholic  Church 
would  be  able  to  see  whether  there  had 
been  sins  of  omission  in  this  matter,  and 
if  they  found  there  had  been,  their 
efforts  would  compensate  for  lost  time. 
He  wished  the  Local  OoTomment  Board 
also  to  consider  another  point.  The  hon. 
Oentleman  was  perfectly  correct  in  say- 
ing that  applications  should  precede 
directions  by  the  Board.  That  was  evi- 
dently the  intention  of  the  Act.  But  he 
found  in  the  Act  the  words  "  Ood-parent 
of  such  child ; "  and  as  a  large  number 
of  these  children  were  orphans,  he  thought 
it  would  be  well  if  the  Oovemment  would 
accept  applications  for  the  transfer  of 
ohildren  from  the  pastors  of  the  districts. 

Mb.  hibbert  :  They  do  that. 

Mb.  BIOOAE  urfi^ed  that  the  Local 
Government  Board  should  apply  a  little 
more  pressure  to  Boards  of  Guardians, 
in  order  to  turn  the  balance  in  favour  of 
Boman  Catholic  children.  He  did  not 
desire  to  see  them  act  unfairly  towards 
the  Guardians ;  but  when  it  was  found 
that  the  Guardians  were  disposed  to 
favour  Protestant  children,  he  thought 
the  Board  would  be  justified  in  acting 
determinately  against  the  Guardians. 
With  regard  to  the  religion  of  the 
pauper  cnildren,  he  knew  that  in  Bel- 
fast, which  was  a  very  non-Catholic 
place,  and  where  there  had  never  been 
more  than  one  Catholic  Guardian  on  the 
Board  at  any  time,  a  child  was  assumed 
to  belong  to  the  religpion  in  which  it  was 
entered  on  the  books  until  the  contrary 
was  proved,  and  the  result  was  that  in 
some  cases,  where  there  was  room  for 
controversy,  fights  of  words  took  place. 
The  Guardians  in  those  cases  gave  a 
decision  according  to  the  evidence ;  but, 
as  a  rule,  Uiey  tm^w  no  obstacle  in  the 
wa^  of  children  being  educated  in  the 
religion enteredin  the  books.  He  thought 
ttftt  in  Eng^d  the  statement  of  the 

Mr.  T.  P.  ffC^nar 


person  who  brought  a  ohild  to  the  work- 
nouse  as  to  the  religion  should  be  ac* 
cepted  as  sufficient,  without  the  registra- 
tion of  birth  or  of  baptism  being  re- 
quired. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
was  not  at  all  surprised  at  this  question 
having  been  raised,  for  there  was  a 
large  amount  of  needless  suffering  en- 
dured by  poor  people  in  London,  because 
they  dreaded  the  danger  of  having  their 
children  proselytized  u  sent  to  the  work- 
house. He  knew  of  numbers  of  children 
in  London  who  ought,  owing  to  the  con- 
dition of  their  parents,  to  be  in  some  insti- 
tution for  the  reb'ef  of  the  poor,  but  who, 
because  of  that  dread,  were  dragging  out 
a  miserable  existence  in  the  slums  and  pur- 
lieus, aided  by  such  charity  as  the  poor 
Roman  Catholics  could  afford.  He 
thought  the  words  of  the  clause  should 
be  mandatory  on  the  Guardians,  and 
that  was  the  interpretation  put  upon 
them  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Ripon  (Mr.  Gosohen)  when  he  was  Pm- 
sident  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
and  by  Lord  Devon.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld), 
when  he  was  at  that  Department,  said 
he  did  not  think  he  ouent  to  interfere 
with  the  Guardians  on  mat  matter,  and 
the  consequence  was  that  the  numerous 
applications  made  to  the  Guardians  and 
to  the  Local  Government  Board  were 
found  to  be  a  waste  of  time,  and  the 
great  body  of  poorer  Catholics  became 
despondent  ana  ceased  to  make  appli- 
cations. Of  late  the  applications  sent  to 
the  Board  had,  in  a  large  number  of 
cases,  been  treated  with  a  fairness  wbidh 
could  not  be  denied,  and  he  wished  to 
thank  the  President  of  the  Board  for 
that ;  but  he  hoped  that  an  assuranoe 
would  be  given  that  in  future  every  snoh 
application  would  be  treated  witii  the 
same  amount  of  fairness.  If  that  as- 
surance could  be  given  this  discussion 
would  not  have  been  thrown  away,  and 
would  be  agreeably  looked  back  to  by 
the  great  body  of  Catholics  throughout 
the  country.  He  did  not  blame  the 
Guardians  or  the  Government,  but  he 
thought  the  Catholio  bodies  were  to 
blame.  The  English  Catholics  were,  in 
matters  of  this  kmd,  more  apathetio  than 
any  other  body  in  the  country,  and  thej 
saw  injustice  inflicted  on  the  poorsr 
classes  of  their  co-relig^onists  in  Eng^ 
land  without  any  reasonable  effbrt  to 
put  an  end  to  it.    If  th^y  had  taken  tte 
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tomUe  whidi  other  Teligions  bodies  liad 

iAmk  to  woaie  vepreoentfttioii  on  Boards 

of  Onudiaas,  lie  was  satisfied  that  one- 

kilf  the  eompUdnts  that  were  beinff  oon- 

tmnidlT  dinned  into  the  ears   m  the 

Chthoho  Lnsh  Members  would  neyer  be 

hsard  at  ^.    When  he  iSrst  beoame  a 

Guardian  of  the  poor  in  London  he  found 

that  the  Catholios  in  the  workhouse  of 

the  Union  to  which  he  belonged  had  not 

bssQ  allowed  to  go  to  Mass  for  five 

months;  and  the  admission  of  a  priest 

was  so  arranged,  once  a  week,  that  it 

was  a  perfect  farce  fbr  him  to  pretend  to 

sdmiuster  to  the  religious  requirements 

of  tike  inmates.    There  were  no  Oatholic 

tnjBT  Books  issued  to  the    Oatholic 

paupers,  although  Prajer  Books  were 

npplied  to  the  Protestants,  and  many 

Oatnolio  children  were  being  sent  to 

(hflioilie  adhools.    Well,  he  haid  not  been 

OB  the  Board  a  week  before  the  Catholics 

wove  allowed  to  go  to  Mass,  and  he  had 

aotbeen  there  Tery  long  before  Prayer 

Bocks  were  issued  to  them,  and  before 

the  priest  was  permitted  to  attend  the 

paupers  at   reasonable  times.     Every 

isasonaUe  fkdlity  for  continuing  the 

oWsi?anoos  of  their  religion  which  he 

sodd  possibly  haTO  desired  was  granted 

to  tte  poor  OatholicSy  notwithstending 

that  he  was  but  one  Oatholic  agunst  19 

IVutsstantw  on  the   Board.     He  was 

bound  to  say  this — ^that  in  this  XTnion, 

vUdi,  before,  had  been  noted  for  its 

lifgntod  treatment  of  the  Oatholic  chil- 

diSB,  dizeetlT  there  was  a  Oatholic  on 

fta  Boaid  all  the  difficulties  disappeared. 

Qstholifls,  he  thought,  were  them- 

to  Uame  fbr  what  occurred  in  oon- 

wiih  Boards  of  Guardians.  They 

not  sttempt  to  obtain  representation 

m  fliem  as  they  might  and  ought  to  do. 

He  was  Teir  well  satisfied  wiui  the  de- 

Jaiifinnn  nf  the  riffht  hon.  Oentleman 

OEr.  Dodson) ;  and  no  sincerely  trusted 

Ihaft  after  to-night  the  grievances  under 

wUeh  OafholicB  had  suffered  in  this  re- 

ewetild  gradually  disappear.  But 
were  oertain  other  points  connected 
Wift  the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law 
he  would  venture  to  submit  to  the 
hon.  GFendeman,  and  they  were 
whksih  oame  under  the  item  re- 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 

gea  (Mr.  O'lXmnell).  .As  to  the  old 
Is  m  the  workhouses,  they  had  a 
1^  if  they  were  over  60  years  of  age 
Maarrie^  to  IiaTe separate  quarters ; 
iMb  ««  perfeetly  oertain  that  there 


was  not  a  single  workhouse  in  which  the 
poor  people  were  even  acquainted  with 
that  right.  He  remembered  when  he, 
very  rashly,  as  it  was  supposed,  asked 
the  poor  people  in  a  workhouse  he  was 
visiting  it  they  knew  of  the  existence  of 
this  right,  the  master  and  matron  and 
one  or  two  Guardians  with  him  expos- 
tulated, and  said  this  was  a  thing  which 
oiight  to  be  kept  from  the  knowledge  of 
the  poor  people,  because  it  would  be  such 
a  terrible  nuisance  to  have  them  in  the 
married  quarters.  Then,  as  to  the  little 
children  in  the  workhouses— children  who 
were  too  young  to  be  sent  to  school — 
their  condition  in  some  cases  was  most 
pitiable.  He  could  take  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  a  workhouse  in  Ix>ndon  in 
which  there  were  a  considerable  number 
— some  13  or  14 — little  children,  too 
young  to  be  sent  to  school,  who  never 
left  the  yard  in  which  they  were  cooped 
up.  The  yard  was  not  more  than  twice 
the  size  of  the  House  Table,  there  was 
nothing  to  break  the  monotony  of  the 
children's  lives,  the  toys  which  had  been 
given  to  amuse  them  beine  carefully 
packed  up  and  put  away  on  tne  top  of  a 
cupboard.  The  children  were  not  looked 
aftor  as  they  should  be,  and  the  conse- 
quence was  that  they  grew  up  deli- 
cate and  unhealthy  and  utterly  unfit 
to  bear  the  rough  life  that  was  inevit- 
ably their  lot.  Then  there  was  another 
thing  that  the  Inspectors  of  these  schools 
would  do  well  to  inquire  into.  There 
was  a  practice  amongst  bandmasters  of 
regiments  to  go  round  to  the  different 
workhouse  schools  belonging  to  the 
Metropolitan  district  for  the  purpose  of 
selecting  therefrom  for  enlistment  into 
the  Army  for  their  bands  the  most  pro- 
mising boys.  Some  of  these  boys  were 
induced  or  allowed  to  join  the  band  when 
they  were  very  young — eight  or  nine  or 
ten  years  of  age — at  a  time  when  they  had 
no  idea  what  enlistment  into  the  Army 
meant.  They  were  taken  into  the  band 
on  condition  that  they  would  afterwards 
go  into  the  Army,  and  this  was  done 
without  any  real  opportunity  being  af- 
forded to  the  relatives  of  the  boys  of 
expressing  their  wishes  on  the  subject. 
The  relatives — and  on  this  matter  he 
was  speaking  from  experience — were 
not  given  to  understand  that  the  law 
required  that  they  should  have  the 
power  of  going  before  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  and  expressing  their  desires 
and  wishes  as  to  the  employments  to 
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whioh  the  obildren  should  be  put.  The 
Inspectore  of  the  Department,  bethought, 
would  do  well  to  look  into  this  matter. 
He  wished  now  to  refer  for  a  moment 
to  an  obserration  which  fell  from  the 
Prime  Minister,  in  reply  to  an  hon. 
Member  sitting  near  him,  when  this 
Vote  first  came  on.  The  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  said  that  he  proposed  next  year 
to  bring  on  this  Vote  in  a  different  shape. 
He  had  gathered  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  it  was  his  intention  to 
recast  it.  He  would  point  out  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  was  desir- 
able that  it  should  be  considerably  modi- 
fied. As  would  be  apparent  to  every- 
one who  had  listened  to  the  debate  that 
evening,  the  Vote  was  of  a  very  hetero- 
geneous character.  The  discussion  com- 
menced with  some  observations  about 
medical  relief  in  Scotland,  then  it  went 
off  upon  the  analysis  of  water,  then 
they  heard  about  roads  in  Scotland,  and 
so  on.  Each  of  these  subjects  was  suffi- 
ciently important  to  occupy  a  separate 
Vote ;  and  he  would  venture  to  suggest 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge 
of  the  Vote  that  it  would  be  desirable, 
if  it  could  be  done,  to  split  it  up  into 
two  or  three  different  sub- Votes,  in  order 
that,  in  future,  there  might  be  some- 
thing more  like  logical  sequence  and 
consistency  in  it.  This  would  help  to 
give  hon.  Members  a  clearer  under- 
standing of  these  matters,  and,  pro- 
bably, to  economize  time. 

Mr.  BIGKjI^AE  said,  he  should  like  to 
ask  a  question  in  regard  to  this  Vote 
with  reference  to  the  payment  of  the 
analyst  of  water.  He  should  like  to 
ask  to  what  extent  analysts  were  em- 
ployed by  the  Department  ?  Personally, 
he  thought  it  would  be  very  desirable 
to  extend  the  system  of  analyzing.  Many 
articles  besides  water  should  be  analyzed 
by  some  analyst  who  should  be  more  or 
less  responsible.  The  matter,  he  (Mr. 
Biggar)  understood,  was  very  much,  if 
not  entirely,  in  the  hands  of  the  local 
authorities  at  present;  and  he  had  reason 
to  believe — in  fact,  he  knew — that  the 
local  authorities  neglected  their  duty  in 
the  most  flagrant  manner.  He  wished 
to  know  if  it  was  not  in  the  power  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  to  see  that 
the  local  authorities  employed  analysts, 
and  to  see  that  the  local  authorities 
made  the  analysts  do  their  duty,  with 
the  aid  either  of  the  police  or  the  officers 
of  health  in  certain  oistricts  ? 

Mr.  Arthur  0*  dmnor 


Mb.  DODSON  :  We  hare  no  power 
either  to  employ  analysts  or  to  compel 
others  to  employ  them. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  there  was  a  cer- 
tain amount  put  down  for  auditors' 
clerks.  How  was  it  that  the  auditors 
in  England  were  allowed  clerks,  when 
— according  to  the  Votes — none  were 
allowed  to  auditors  in  Ireland  ?  Every- 
body knew  that  the  work  auditors  had 
to  do  was  to  tot  up  accounts  and  check 
them,  and  unless  they  performed  the 
work  for  which  they  were  appointed  it 
was  no  use  having  them.  If  an  auditor 
threw  the  work  upon  another  person — 
upon  his  clerk — he  was  not  an  auditor 
at  all,  but  the  clerk  was  the  auditor. 
The  auditors  who  were  appointed  were, 
no  doubt,  very  experienced  men ;  but 
if  they  were  unable  to  do  the  work, 
other  auditors  should  be  employed  to 
assist  them.  Two  clerks  were  put  down 
at  salaries  of  £30  a-year.  Was  it  a 
fact  that  this  small  amount  was  paid  to 
men  whose  duty  it  was  to  check  thou- 
sands and  thousands  of  pounds  ?  If  so, 
it  was  a  most  unsatisfactory  state  of 
things.  He  could  speak  from  experience 
of  the  auditors  in  Ireland,  lliey  got 
through  their  work  in  a  most  consden- 
tious  manner,  and  spent  days  in  check- 
ing the  accounts  of  each  particular 
Union.  Did  the  English  auditors  do  the 
same? 

Mr.  DODSON:  The  reason  the 
auditors  are  allowed  clerks  to  assist 
them,  or  work  under  them,  is  that  the 
work  has,  of  late  years,  been  veiy 
largely  increased.  The  auditors  had| 
originally,  only  to  audit  the  Poor  Law 
Accounts ;  but  now  they  have  the  Sdiool 
Board,  Highway  and  Local  Board  Ac- 
counts to  g^  through.  Instead  of  em- 
ploying more  auditors,  it  has  been  found 
cheaper— and,  at  the  same  time,  to  work 
well — to  appoint  these  clerks. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that  surely  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  mean  to 
say  that  a  clerk  at  £60  a-year  should 
have  imposed  on  him  the  responsibility 
of  checking  accounts  amounting  to  hnn« 
dreds  of  thousands  of  pouncb  P  The 
thing  was  preposterous.  An  auditor 
who  went  into  a  town  might  be  veiy 
tired,  or  unwell,  and  the  whole  dulj 
might  be  thrown  upon  an  unfortunate 
clerk.  The  result  might  be  that  the 
ratepayers  were  not  protected ;  and  to 
tell  the  Committee  that  it  was  better  to 
have  these  clerks  than  proper,   ezp^^ 
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rienoed  auditors,  was  a  statement  to 
▼hich  he  oould  not  subsoribe.  If  the 
tnditoTB  in  England  required  clerks,  so 
did  the  auditors  in  Ireland,  owing  to 
their  duty  in  connection  with  the  f  oor 
Law  having  been  merged  into  that  in 
ooonection  with  the  Local  Ooyemment 
Board.  They  had  the  Town  Clerks' 
Aooounts  as  well  as  the  Poor  Law  Ac- 
ooonts  to  audit.  What  he  wanted  was 
t  satisfactory  assurance  that  these  clerks 
were  not  persons  on  whom  a  great  share 
of  the  work  of  auditing  was  thrown — 
that  they  had  not  cast  upon  them  the 
lesponsibility  of  asserting  that  the  ac- 
eoimts  of  the  Unions  and  Local  Boards 
were  correct. 

Hb.  DODSON  :  The  whole  responsi- 
bility of  the  work  rests  upon  the  auditor. 
I  haye  neyer  heard  of  responsibility  hay- 
ing bea:i  imposed  upon  tine  clerks. 

IfE.  ABTHITB  0^)ONNOE  said,  that 
in  the  matter  of  workhouse  administra- 
tion there  was  another  point  to  which  he 
wished  to  draw  attention — one  which, 
he  thought,  the  Inspectors  would  do  well 
to  tske  in  hand — namely,  the  treatment 
in  the  workhouse  of  the  insane  and  im- 
becile.   The  comments  of  the  Inspectors 
on  this  subject,  eyen  in  the  past,  had 
been  repeated  and  emphatic.    In  their 
Beports  8  and  4  they  said  they  had 
faqnently  found  it  necessary  to  order 
the  remoyal  of  decidedly  insane  patients, 
who  ought,  in  the  first  instance,  to  haye 
bad  the  benefit  of  the  silent  treatment. 
They  said,  also,  that  in  some  of  the 
Uttnr  workhouses  they  frequently  met 
witn  patients  suffering  from  long-stand- 
XBg  moLuieholia,  when  they  had  reason 
to  belieye  that  if  they  had  been  sub- 
jeoted  to  proper  treatment  at  first  it 
yonld  haye  resulted  in  their  being  cured. 
It  was  to  be  regretted,  they  said,  that 
idse  ideas  of  economy  should  be  allowed 
to  haye  weaght,  and  that  a  course  should 
he  pnxsaed  which  could  not  fail  to  be 
pnjodioial   to  the  patients,   and  ulti- 
mately lead  to  the  increase  of  the  num- 
bir  of  insane  dependent  on  the  rates. 
It  did  seem  to  be  a  terrible  thing  to 
Aink^-whaty  unquestionably,  was  the 
iBsn    fhnf  there  were  in  the  workhouses 
•(this  ooontry  a  number  of  cases  which, 
if  duj  had  been  only  taken  in  hand  pro- 

a"" '  t  snd  remored  to  places  where  they 
raoeiye  suitable  treatment  in  time, 
VDold  haye  been,  at  any  rate,  if  not 
•nsd,  at  least  greatly  relieved,  and 
)»oi^  baok  to  anoh  a  state  that  they 


could  haye  been  left  in  the  hands  of 
their  relatives  during  the  latter  days  of 
their  lives.  These  people,  being  placed 
in  the  workhouses — which  were,  pro- 
bably, the  very  worst  places  for  persons 
mentfiJly  afflicted — were  renderea  hope- 
lessly insane,  and  when  they  were  taken 
to  asylums  it  was  found  too  late  to  do 
anything  with  them.  The  Inspectors 
said  that  it  was  customary  to  send  to  the 
asylums  old,  chronic  cases,  because  the}' 
were  troublesome,  and  that  this  often 
occurred  where  there  were  no  special 
attendants  for  these  cases  in  the  work- 
houses. He  would  ask  the  Government 
to  see  that  the  Inspectors  further  in- 
quired into  this  matter  of  the  treatment 
of  the  insane.  Thev  would  be  astonished 
to  find  out  how  inadequate  were  the 
present  arrangements.  It  was  prin- 
cipally to  country  workhouses  that  ob- 
jection was  made.  The  Inspectors  went 
on  to  say  that,  as  to  the  management  of 
workhouses,  although  the  standard  was 
higher  than  it  was  some  years  ago,  yet, 
in  many  of  the  establishments,  the  treat- 
ment provided  for  imbecile  paupers  was 
open  to  g^ave  objection.  They  found  a 
want  of  supervision  for  epileptic  cases, 
especially  when  the  number  of  those 
cases  was  lai'ge. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £8,105,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary'  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31  st  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  the  Commissioners 
in  Lunacy  in  England." 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  lie 
wished  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  one  or  two  very  simple  facts  in 
connection  with  this  Vote,  and  the  first 
was  as  to  the  population  and  the  num- 
ber of  lunatics.  In  the  year  1859,  when 
the  population  was  19,500,000,  the  num- 
ber of  private  lunatics  was  4,900,  and 
the  number  of  pauper  lunatics  31,000. 
In  the  year  1880,  when  the  population 
had  risen  from  19,500,000  to  25,500,000, 
the  private  lunatics  had  risen  fjrom  4,900 
to  7,600,  and  the  paupers  had  increased 
from  31,000  to  63,000,  so  that  where 
the  population  had  increased  30  per  cent 
and  the  private  lunatics  had  increased 
considerably  the  number  of  pauper 
lunatics  had  more  than  doubled.     That 
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was  one  fact  wbioli  be  wished  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to.  The 
other  fact  was  this.  He  knew  a  case 
where  a  man,  through  reverses  of  for- 
tune, distress,  and  poverty,  was,  for  a 
time,  out  of  his  mind.  He  was  treated 
as  a  pauper  lunatic.  He  was  a  man  of 
considerable  intelligence,  and  well  edu- 
cated and  quite  able  to  take  stock,  from 
time  to  time,  of  his  own  condition,  and 
to  appreciate  his  own  advance  towards 
recovery,  and  also  to  appreciate  the 
things  he  saw  in  the  workhouse.  This 
man,  whilst  he  was  there,  found  that  the 
alleged  pauper  lunatics  were  remarkable 
for  two  things,  and  two  things  only — 
namely,  they  were  incorrigibly  idle,  and 
they  all  had  good  appetites.  When  this 
man  was  within  a  week  or  two  of  his 
discharge,  the  inmates  learnt  that  the 
Inspectors  were  coming  round.  Some 
48  hours  before  the  advent  of  the  In- 
spectors, a  number  of  patients,  who,  up 
to  that  time,  had  appeared  remarkably 
well,  evinced  signs  of  unrest,  which  went 
on  increasing  as  the  hours  advanced. 
The  evening  before  the  Inspectors  came 
they  would  insist  on  dressing  themselves 
up  in  feathers  and  cutting  all  sorts  of 
antics.  On  the  morning  of  the  Inspec- 
tors' visit  they  all  refused  ]to  eat  their 
breakfast,  ana  made  use  of  every  sign 
that  their  ingenuity  could  devise  to  in- 
duce every  casual  onlooker  to  believe 
that  they  were  seriously  affected  men- 
tally. The  Inspectors  came,  the  visit 
passed  over,  the  feathers  were  dropped, 
and  the  appetites  revived.  The  man 
had  not  spoken  of  all,  but  of  a  very 
large  proportion  of  the  cases.  Well, 
this  little  story,  he  thought,  would 
account,  to  a  great  extent,  for  the  enor- 
mous increase  in  the  number  of  pauper 
lunatics.  There  were  a  large  number  of 
people  in  the  pauper  lunatic  asylum  who 
ought  not  to  be  there,  and  who  knew 
perfectly  well  that  they  ought  not  to  be 
there;  but  the  Government  gave  4«. 
a- week  for  every  pauper  in  the  Asylums, 
and  it  answered  the  purposes  of  the 
Guardians  to  transfer  people  who  were 
a  little  troublesome  in  the  workhouses 
to  those  places.  It  would  be  well  if  the 
Government  would  carefully  consider 
what  steps  should  be  taken  to  meet  this 
action  on  the  part  of  the  Boards  of 
Guardians.  He  must  say  he  was  not 
prepared  to  suggest  any ;  but  it  was  not 
nis  business  to  do  so.  But  probably  the 
Government  might  be  able  to  find  time 

Jfr.  Arthwr  (yCmnor 


to  bring  about  a  thorongh  overhauling 
of  the  pauper  lunatic  asylums,  and  an 
investigation  into  the  majority  of  doubt- 
ful cases — cases  which  were  just  suffi- 
ciently demonstrative  to  secure  the  keep- 
ing up  of  a  staff  which  would  not  other- 
wise be  required,  and  which  gave  that 
staff  very  little  work  to  do.  There  was 
another  question,  as  to  the  classification 
of  lunatics  in  the  workhouses ;  but  that 
was  a  point  on  which  he  had  already 
ventured  to  offer  some  remarks  on  a 
previous  Vote,  and  he  would  not  detain 
the  Committee  on  it.  However,  there 
was  one  thing  he  had  noticed  on  visiting 
more  than  one  pauper  lunatic  asylum, 
and  it  must  have  struck  everybody,  no 
matter  how  casual  their  visit,  and  that 
was  the  utter  want  of  occupation  for  the 
great  majority  of  inmates.  If  there  was 
one  thing  more  than  another  oalonlated 
to  help  the  restoration  to  a  proper  state 
of  mind  of  a  patient  who  had  been 
suffering  under  mental  aberration  or 
melancholia,  it  was  occupation.  But  the 
great  majority  of  persons  in  pauper 
lunatic  asylums  were  absolutely  with- 
out anything  but  the  merest  show  of 
occupation  ;  and  he  was  convinced 
that  the  life  they  led  in  these  Asylums 
helped  to  confirm  and  render  incurable 
any  mental  affliction  from  which  thej 
suffered.  He  was  speaking  only  of  the 
slighter  cases.  Then,  as  to  the  treat- 
ment of  persons  who  were  really  fit  sub- 
jects for  treatment  at  the  hands  of  medi- 
cal men  who  dealt  with  oases  of  insanity. 
With  respect  to  Colney  Hatch  Asylum, 
the  District  Visitors  reported  that  the 
complaints  of  unnecessary  detention  were 
unusually  numerous,  and  there  were  also 
very  many  complaints  from  both  male  uid 
female  patients  that  access  to  the  medi- 
cal staff  was  practically  denied.  Some 
of  the  patients  knew  &e  Chairman  of 
the  Visiting  Committee  by  sight,  and 
also  the  medical  staff;  but  the  patients 
were  counted  in  wards  periodicdly,  bat 
had  no  opportunity  of  making  com- 
plaints. Then,  again,  the  Visitors  called 
attention  to  the  method  of  keeping  the 
case-book  in  this  Asylum,  which  was 
certainly  open  to  grave  objections.  jHie 
Act — 16  ft  17  Vict, — required  that  the 
case -book  should  be  regularly  laid  be- 
fore the  Visitors  for  inspection ;  but  the 
Visitors  found  that  the  entries  as  to  the 
admission  of  patients  were  made  on  loose 
slips  of  paper,  to  be  copied  into  the  book 
when  time  would  permit,  perhaps  alter 
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the  dubharge  or  death  of  fhe  patient. 
The  Yisiton  reported  that  in  reg^ard  to 
&e  oaae-book  tne  Act  was  not  oomplied 
with,  and  he  would  like  to  know  what 
AeHome  Seoretazy  thought  of  Directors 
who  permitted  euoh  a  system  as  that. 
Bat  it  was  not  so  much  a  question  of 
eonect  record  in  each  case,  or  of  the 
vombers  of  patients  who  were  unable  to 
make  complaints,  but  as  to  the  treatment 
of  the  patients. 

Tbb  OHATRMAN  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  cannot  discuss  pauper  lunatics  gene- 
nlly  under  this  Vote.  The  proper  time 
will  be  on  Vote  4,  Glass  YI.,  where  there 
k  a  necial  Vote  for  pauper  lunatics. 

Mr.  ABTHUB  O^NNOB  said,  he 
was  showing  why  the  Committee  should 
not  vote  this  money  for  the  Lunacy  Com- 
nifli0ner8y  who,  he  thought,  had  not 
done  their  duty,  for  if  they  had,  the 
l^BitorB  would  not  have  had  to  report 
flisse  shortcomings.  They  further  re- 
ported that,  being  present  in  the  women's 
diniDDg-room  during  dinner,  they  were 
nmewliat  surprised  at  seeing  many  rats 
sporting  about  in  the  hall. 

Tbb  GHAIBMAN :  That  subject  does 
lot  properly  come  under  the  Vote  for  the 
Lonagr  Commissioners.  The  subject  the 
km.  Member  is  referring  to  will  pro- 
periy  oome  under  Vote  4  of  Glass  Yl. 

lb.  ABTHUB  O'GONNOB  remarked 
flwt  the  first  item  in  this  Yote  was  the 
■daiy  of  the  Lunacy  Gommissioners  ; 
lady  with  all  deference  to  the  Chair, 
he  thought  he  was  entitled  to  question 
die  right  of  the  Gommissioners  to  have 
Aia  £1,600. 

Tn  GHAIBMAN:  I  have  already 
iafionned  the  hon.  G^entleman  that  the 
diseusion  as  to  particular  asylums  comes 
OB  on  another  Yote,  and  cannot  be  taken 


I.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOB  said,  he 
should  not  discuss  particular  asylums ; 
bat  he  was  endeavouring  to  show  why 
die  Gommissioners,  for  whom  pay  was 
hsra  ohaived,  ought  not  to  have  their 
pay  woted  without,  at  any  rate,  some 
aiplanation  of  their  apparent  shortcom- 
iin.  That  was  his  idea  in  bringing 
Mbce  the  Committee  what  he  believed 
to  be  Uemiahes  in  the  work  of  the  Com- 
■HBoneroL  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
OoauBiaacmers  ought  to  insist,  for  in- 
rineey  on  reasonable  occupation  being 

Kto  persons  committed  to  their  care. 
t  their  bnsineBe  to  see  that  the  in- 
Mtos  el  flie  asjlmns  had  every  reason- 

TQL  OOLXIV'      [thibd  sebies.] 


able  facility  at  their  disposal  for  the  re- 
covery of  their  proper  mental  condition ; 
but  that  was  not  done.     In  one  asylum 
he  found  that  five  men  out  of  seven 
had  reasonable  and  healthy  occupation ; 
in  another,  only  one  in  four.     In  one 
asyslum  six  in  ten  were  healthily  occu- 
pied ;  but  in  another,  only  a  short  way 
ofi;  only  one  in  three.     But  as  he  failed 
to  convince  the  Chairman  of  the  pro- 
priety of  the  grounds  upon  which  he  made 
these  remarks,  he  would  quit  that  sub- 
ject altogether,  and  say  a  few  words 
upon  the  personal  duties  of  the  Commis- 
sioners. There  were  two  or  three  things 
upon  which  they  would  do  well  to  fur- 
nish information  in  their  next  Beport. 
It  was  impossible,  on  an  examination  of 
the  tables  and  statements  g^ven,  to  ar- 
rive at  any  reliable  conclusion  as  to  the 
rate  of  mortality  in  the  asylums,   al- 
though that  was  a  very  important  mat- 
ter.    The  Metropolitan  Asylums  Board 
furnished  complete  details  as  to  the  rate 
of  mortality  in  the  asylums  under  their 
control,  and  ho  would  suggest  that  the 
Home    Secretary    should    require    the 
Commissioners    in    Lunacy  to  furnish 
similar    information.      He  thought  he 
had  shown  very  good  ground  for  the 
conclusion  that  the  Commissioners  had 
not  justified  the  remuneration  charged 
in  this  Yote,  and  he  should  therefore 
move   to  reduce  the  amount   by  £500 
each,  or  £3,000.     But  as  half  the  year 
had  elapsed,  there  remained  only  half 
the  financial  year,  he  would  now  move 
to  reduce  the  salaries  by  £250  each,  or 
£1,500  altogether. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  Tluit  a  sum,  not  oxceeding  £6,695,  be 
granted  to  Her  Mujeuty,  to  comploto  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  IVIarch  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  the  Commis- 
sioners in  Lunacy  in  England." — (Mr,  Arthur 
O'Connor.) 

Sir  ^VILLIAM  HAROOURT :  The 
course  taken  by  the  hon.  Member  is  a 
somewhat  singular  one.  The  Lunacy 
Commissioners  have  hitherto  been  trusted 
largely  by  the  country,  and,  as  far  as  I 
know,  they  have  had  general  confidence. 
But  now  the  hon.  Member  comes  for- 
ward with  a  series  of  charges  against 
them  of  which  no  Notice  is  given,  and 
to  which,  therefore,  it  is  difficult  for 
anyone  on  their  behalf  to  make  any 
response.    Every  one   of    the    matters 
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touohed   upon  by  the  hon.  Member  is 
a  subject  whicli  might  occupy  the  at- 
tention of  a  Select  Committee;  and  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  view  now  taken  of 
the  manner  of  dealing  with  the  Esti- 
mates is  upon  every  Vote  to  enter  upon 
matters  with  which  it  is  impossible  to 
deal  in  Committee  of  Supply.    The  hon. 
Member  has  challenged  the  whole  treat- 
ment of  the  lunatics  of  England  ;  but  is 
it  common  sense  or  reasonable  that  such 
a  matter  should  be  gone  into  upon  this 
Vote,  when  the  matter  is  one    which 
could  not  be  dealt  with  except  by  hear- 
ing witnesses?    This  matter  has  been 
dealt  with  in  a  proper   manner  by  a 
Committee  of  this  House  so  lately  as 
1878.     Within  three  years  the  whole  of 
this  matter  has  been  investigated  in  the 
only   possible  way  —  by  a  Committee 
which  went  carefully  into  it  day  after 
day,   and  took  evidence ;    and  which, 
while    suggesting    that  certain   minor 
matters   should  be    attended    to,    pro- 
nounced strongly  in  favour  of  the  man- 
ner in  which  tne  Lunacy  Laws  had  been 
administered.     I  venture  to  say  that  is 
the  only  complete  answer  to  the  charges 
made  by  the  hon.  Member.     This  House 
in  Committee  of  Supply  is  wholly  in- 
capable of  discussing  this  question.     It 
has  not  the  material,  and  it  would  be  a 
waste  of  time  to  try  to  arrive  at  any 
conclusioD.     How  are  you  to  ascertain 
what  is  the  cause  of  the  increased  num- 
ber of  lunatics  ?    It  is  suggested  that 
there  are  persons  in  these  asylums  who 
ought  not  to  be  there ;  but  the  Commit- 
tee repudiated  such  a  suggestion.     It  is 
also  suggested  that  local  authorities  de- 
sire to  fill  the  asylums  with  people  who 
ought  not  to  be  there  ;  but  their  object 
is  to  decrease  the  number  of  inmates. 
With  regard  to  the  Visitors  having  seen 
rats  at  Colney  Hatch,  I  have  read  that 
in  the  houses  of  some  of  us — who  are 
not  lunatics,  nor  Liinatio  Commissioners 
— there  are  rats ;  and  that  is  hardly  to 
be  the  foundation  of  a  charge  that  these 
Commissioners  are  not  competent  for 
their  duties.     The  hon.  Member  pro- 
poses to  diminish  the  Vote  which  has 
for  many   years  been  g^ven  for  these 
men,  who  have  rendered  public  service ; 
but  to  do  that  without  any  foundation 
for   the  charges    made    against    them 
seems  to  me  most  unreasonable,  and  I 
must  protest  against  the  raising  of  ques- 
tions, of  which  I  do  not  dispute  the  im- 
portance, but  with  which  it  is  utterly 

Sir  William  Harcwrt 


impossible  for  the  Committee  of  Supply 
to  deal.  If  the  hon.  Member  is  ms- 
satisfied,  let  him  ask  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee; and  if  it  appeared  that  since 
the  last  Committee  sat  any  material 
circumstances  had  arisen  to  lead  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  lunatics  had  not 
been  properly  treated,  I  would  do  any- 
thing I  could  to  assist  him.  But  it  is 
unreasonable  on  the  2nd  of  August  to 
raise  a  question  with  which  this  Mouse 
cannot  deal  in  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  said,  he  rose  imme- 
diately after  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary,  because  he  wished 
to  say  that  he  was  not  surprised  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  have  ex- 
pressed the  opinion  he  had  done  as  to 
the  irrelevant  nature  of  the  criticisms 
upon  the  Vote  to  which  they  had  just 
been  listening.  As  an  indepenaent 
Member,  acting  with  other  independent 
Members,  he  felt  very  strongly  indeed 
that  the  action  of  the  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply was,  to  a  great  extent,  nullified  by 
the  course  taken  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Queen's  County  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Con- 
nor). He  (Mr.  Rylands)  would  cer- 
tainly not  assist  in  delaying  the  Yote 
further. 

Mb.  J.  COWEN  said,  he  thought  it 
was  only  fair  in  extenuation  of  the  course 
pursued  by  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  to  say  that  hon. 
Members  were  placed  at  great  disadvan- 
tage in  criticizing  the  Estimates,  owing 
to  the  inconvenient  time  and  manner  in 
which  they  were  brought  forward.  At 
the  same  time,  he  thought  there  was 
much  force  in  what  had  been  said  by 
the  Home  Secretary,  and  he  was  of  opi- 
nion that  the  accusations  made  against 
the  Inspectors  of  Lunatic  Asylums  were 
not  at  all  borne  out  by  the  facts.  Still, 
the  subject  was  one  well  worthy  of  eon- 
sideration. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £22,640,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Chcu*ge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Sakriet 
and  Expenses  of  the  Mint,  including  the  Ex- 
penses of  the  Coinage.** 

Mb.  RTLANDS  said,  he  rose  for  the 
purpose  of  calling  attention  to  an  item 
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to  wldoh  he  liad  directed  attention  last 
jear — ^namelY,  the  Charge  proposed  for 
lapplyuig  nlver  to  the  Colonies.  The 
Churge  was  for  package,  freight,  and 
eunage  of  silver  for  the  Colonies. 
While  he  did  not  object,  in  any  way,  to 
the  practice  of  providing  coinage  for  the 
Odkmieey  he  cud  object  to  any  charge 
beinff  made  under  a  Treasury  Warrant, 
whim  had  the  e£fect  of  imposing  the 
cost  of  providing  the  coinage  upon  the 
Exchequer  of  tbis  country.  The  Trea- 
suy,  under  a  Warrant  dated  June  14, 
1871,  declared  that  all  the  expenses 
dumld  be  paid  by  the  Colonies ;  but  that 
ammgement  was  altered  in  1878,  and 
moe  that  year  there  had  been  a  Vote 
&r  the  freight  and  paokaffe  of  bronze 
ind  silver  coin.  He  wished  to  point  out 
to  the  Committee  that  there  was  no  jus- 
tification for  giving  that  advantage  to 
the  Colonies,  because  we  were  allowing  a 
naej  large  amount  of  coin  to  be  held  by 
the  Melbourne  and  Sydney  Mints.  He 
believed  that  the  amount  in  1870 
xeached  £187,000,  and,  in  addition,  this 
ooontry  took  back  worn  coin  to  a  veiy 
large  amount.  He  found  that  in  1880 
the  amount  of  worn  silver  coin  received 
from  Ihe  Sydney  and  Melbourne  Mints 
naehed  no  less  than  £87,614,  and  upon 
it  thflore  was  a  loss  of  from  12  to  14  per 
cent  So  that  in  addition  to  this  heavy 
loH  upon  worn  silver,  they  were  paying 
an  the  ezpensee  of  freight  and  packing. 
And  while  they  were  giving  tnese  ad- 
vantagee  to  the  Colonies,  advantages 
whichy  he  thought,  they  had  no  right  to 
nceive,  it  appeared  nom  last  year's 
halawM^  sheet,  that  there  had  been  no 
leas  than  £7,600  loss  upon  the  trans- 
aetiona  of  the  Mint  during  the  last  year. 
He  would  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote 
by  the  sum  of  £2,000,  which  was  the  cost 
of  packinff  and  freight,  for  the  supply  of 
■Iver  and  bronse  coin  to  the  Colomes. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

•*TbMt  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £20,640,  be 
gmited  to  Her  Majertv,  to  complete  the  sum 
irrffiij  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
beome  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending 
the  3lBt  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
^^KpameB  of  tbe  Mint,  including  the  Ex- 
of  Ccdxiage."— (ifr.  Myland$.) 


loBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
■id,  the  ebBTge  for  the  freight  of  silver 
Miost  the  Colonies  was  only  made  in 
HBeue  of  Imperial  coin  sent  there.  In 
ttecaae  of  CtoJonial  coin  taken  by  the 
Ibt^  the  tmght  was  indaded  in  the 


charge ;  but  it  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  -there  was  a  considerable  profit 
realized  from  the  Imperial  silver  coin 
sent  to  the  Colonies.  It  was  true  that 
they  had,  by  the  arrangements  now  in 
force,  undertaken  to  recall  their  old  and 
damaged  coin,  and  pay  all  expenses ; 
but  under  ordinary  circumstances,  even 
when  silver  was  at  its  normal  value, 
there  was  a  substantial  profit  upon  the 
coinage.  He  did  not  think  that  they 
could  insist  upon  the  Colony  using  our 
silver  coinage  and,  at  the  same  time, 
charge  them  with  the  expense  of  export- 
ing it.  Silver  was  now  veir  much 
cheaper  than  it  used  to  be,  and  the  profit 
accordingly  was  much  larger. 

Ma.  EYLANDS  said,  that  what  the 
noble  Lord  was  stating  was  entirely 
contradicted  by  the  balance  sheet  of  the 
Mint.  If  he  would  look  at  the  Eeport 
of  the  Mint,  the  noble  Lord  would  find 
that  there  was  an  absolute  balance  of 
loss,  without  any  charge  upon  the  fixed 
amount  of  capital  employed,  of  £7,658 
upon  the  year. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  that  loss  was  incurred  in  con- 
nection with  the  g^ld  coinage,  in  regard 
to  which  no  charge  was  made.  It  was 
somewhat  curious,  but  it  was  neverthe- 
less the  fact,  that  the  amount  of  coin 
called  in  bore  inversely  to  the  prosperity 
of  the  country.  At  times  of  prosperity, 
there  was  a  greater  demand  for  coin, 
and  it  was  not  paid  into  the  Bank,  and 
did  not  go  to  the  Mint  to  be  re-coined. 
The  charge  for  re-coining  old  silver  was 
heaviest  at  a  time  when  there  was  not  so 
much  coin  required  for  the  use  of  the 
country.  The  result  was,  that  in  the 
year  1872,  when  the  country  was  at  the 
height  of  its  prosperity,  the  profit  to  the 
Mint  was  £98,000 ;  and  at  that  time  the 
Mint  was  sending  out  large  quantities  of 
new  silver  upon  which  it  obtained  a 
profit,  while,  at  the  same  time,  there 
was  a  very  small  amount  of  old  silver 
paid  in.  The  profit  continued  for  two 
or  three  years,  and  it  was  not  until 
1876  that  it  became  materially  reduced. 
In  1 877  the  profit  was  only  £22,000,  and 
last  year  £12,858.  But  in  the  silver 
coinage  sent  out  to  the  Colonies  there 
was  still  a  profit,  and  a  substantial  one. 
He  did  not  think  that  they  should  insist 
upon  the  Colonies  using  our  silver  coin- 
age, and  then  place  them  at  the  disad- 
vantage of  making  them  pay  for  the 
carriage  of  it. 
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Mb.  HEALY  complained  that  the 
Vote  induded  a  sum  of  £5  for  an  Easter 
offering  to  the  Vicar  of  St.  Botolph's 
Without,  AldgatC;  and  another  to  the 
Sexton  of  the  Tower.  He  wished  to 
know  what  these  charges  meant  ? 

Lord  FEEDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  Mint  was  an  old  establish- 
ment, and  these  were  old  charges  which 
had  always  been  paid  by  the  Mint. 

Question  put,  and  negativsd. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
was  sorry  that  he  did  not  see  in  his  place 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
because  he  would  have  suggested  to  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  that  he  should 
move  again  what  he  had  once  moved 
before,  and  what  he  (Mr.  O'Connor),  in 
the  absence  of  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man, would  venture  to  move  now — 
namely,  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by 
the  sum  of  £2,000,  being  the  amount 
charged  for  freight  and  packing  the  sup- 
plies of  silver  and  bronze  com  to  the 
Colonies. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  said,  he  had  abeady 
moved  the  Amendment,  and  it  had  been 
negatived. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
had  not  understood  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  to  move  the  omission  of  this 
particular  item. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  should  certainly 
feel  inclined,  unless  the  noble  Lord  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  in- 
formed the  Committee  that  he  would; 
look  into  the  items  he  had  called  at- 
tention to  and  g^ve  an  explanation  of' 
them  next  year,  to  move  the  omission  of 
the  sum  charged  for  an  Easter  offering 
to  the  Vicar  of  St.  Botolph.  They  might 
as  well  be  asked  to  vote  an  Easter  offer- 
ing to  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbuxy  or 
Cardinal  Manning. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  would  give  an  explanation  of 
that  item  upon  the  Report. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
did  not  understand  the  course  taken  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  Only  the 
other  night  they  voted  in  favour  of  a 
proposal  which  they  had  strenuously 
opposed  when  in  Opposition;  and  now 
there  was  another  instance  of  a  similar 
character.  The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  in  former  years  had  taken  ex- 
ception to  this  very  item,  and  the  hon. 
Member   for  Burnley  (Mr.   Bylands), 


having  put  down  a  Motion  for  the 
reduction  of  the  Vote,  certainly  had 
moved  it,  but  immediately  afterwards 
withdrew  it. 

Mr.  RYLANDS :  That  is  altogether 
a  false  statement. 

The  chairman  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  would  withdraw  the  ex« 
pression  which  he  had  used,  and  which 
was  quite  irregular. 

Mr.  RYLANDS :  I  will  withdraw  it 
at  once,  and  substitute  ''inaccurate 
statement."  I  did  not  withdraw  the 
Motion  for  a  reduction  of  the  Vote,  and 
if  the  hon.  Member  had  been  in  his 
place  at  the  time,  he  might  have  voted 
for  it. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  objected 
to  the  tone  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands)  chose  to  adopt, 
and  which  was  hardly  Parliamentary. 
It  was  quite  certain  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  disinclined  now  to  do  that  which 
he  and  those  who  acted  with  him  alwajrs 
did  when  in  Opposition — ^namely,  carry 
their  Motion  to  a  division.  It  was  a 
perfect  farce  to  allow  a  charge  of  this 
kind  to  be  passed  quietly  over  when  the 
Liberals  were  in  power,  and  to  be  vehe- 
mently opposed  when  ^ey  happened  to 
be  out  of  Office.  He  would,  therefore, 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  the 
sum  of  £1,000. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Eor  what  pur- 
pose does  the  hon.  Member  propose  to 
reduce  the  Vote  by  £1,000? 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  For  the 
expense  of  freight  and  packing. 

The  chairman  :  That  has  been 
done  already,  and  cannot  be  repeated. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
did  not  repeat  the  Amendment  which 
had  been  moved  by  the  hon.  Meinber 
for  Burnley,  but  he  asked  for  a  smaller 
reduction  than  that  which  had  already 
been  proposed  and  negatived.  He 
thought  he  was  fully  in  Order  in  making 
that  proposition. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  not  in  Order  in  moving  the  re- 
duction of  the  Vote  upon  an  item  which 
has  already  been  disposed  of. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  OTIONNOR  said,  he 
wanted  clearly  to  understand  that  rul- 
ing. A  Motion  having  been  made  for 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  a  certain 
sum,  and  that  Motion  having  been  ne- 
gatived, was  it  not  competent  for  him 
to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  % 
smaller  sum  ? 
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Tkb  OHATRMAN  :  I  dedine  to  be 
questioned  by  the  hon.  Member  as  to 
mj  ruling.  I  have  raled|on  this  occasion 
tkal  a  Motion  having  been  made  on  this 
particular  subject,  and  having  been  ne- 
ntived,  the  Motion  just  proposed  by 
mo  hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County 
oaanot  be  moved. 

Mb  ABTHUB  O'GONNOB  said,  he 
Beraly  aaked  for  information.  [  Crie$  of 
"Older!"] 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(4.)  £10,142,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
tibe  Nati(Hial  Debt  Office. 

Mb.  ABTHUB  O'GONNOB  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary  to  the  Treasury  a  question 
with  regard  to  this  Vote.  It  contained 
an  item  for  the  Pensions  Oommutation 
Board.  He  wished  to  know  whether  all 
flis  expenses  connected  with  the  Oom- 
mutation Board  were  stated  on  page  1 23, 
or  whether  there  were  any  other  ex- 
psBses  connected  with  the  Board  ?  He 
would  also  be  glad  to  elicit  from  the 
km.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands) 
whettier  he  intended  to  proceed  with  the 
Notioe  he  had  given  to  move  the  re- 
dnotion  of  the  vote  by  the  sum  of 
f  1,000? 

LoBD  FEtEDEBIOK  OAVENDISH 
stated  that  all  the  expenses  connected 
with  the  Commutation  Board  were  in- 
dnded  in  the  Vote. 

Yote  agreed  to. 

(5.)  £17,438,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Patent  Office. 

Mb.  HINDE  PALMEB  said,  he  had 
OB  several  occasions  when  this  Vote  had 
been  before  the  Committee  called  at- 
tsnikm  to  the  present  state  of  the 
Bafeant  Museum  at  South  Kensington. 
At  present  the  condition  of  that  Mu- 
nam  was  dispaoeful,  and  the  arrange- 
ments and  dimensions  of  the  Museum 
toot  oimtaining  the  collection  of  Patents 
toot  objeota  wUohhad  made  the  country 
munent,  was  altogether  unworthy  of 
tte  Nation.  The  condition  of  the  Pa- 
tent Mneenm  had  become  a  bye-word 
to  evaiy  foreigner  who  visited  this 
oomtrr.  There  was  scarcely  any  arrange- 
■eat  for  enabling  visitors  to  inspect  the 
MuBBom  and  see  the  models  contained 
ia  it.  The  Muaeum  should  be  of  a  most 
instimjCiiii  oharaoter,  for  the  purpose  of 
JBsnkstiiin  tscihni^  education ;  but  Be- 
jQitoliad  been  made  year  after  year 


condemning  the  arrangements.  He  held 
in  his  hands  a.  Beport  presented  1 0  years 
ago,  and  almost  every  year  since  a  simi- 
lar Beport  had  been  made  by  the  Patent 
Office  Commissioners.  The  Beport  10 
years  ago  was  to  this  effect,  that  it  was 
intended  to  make  the  Patent  Office  Mu- 
seum an  historical  and  educational  insti- 
tution for  the  benefit  and  instruction  of 
skilled  workmen  employed  in  the  manu- 
factories of  the  country  —  a  class  who 
largely  contributed  to  the  surplus  funds 
of  the  Patent  Office.  The  Beport  went 
on  to  say  that  the  Conmiissioners  were  in 
the  possession  of  a  large  number  of  valu- 
able models  which  were  retained  in  pack- 
ing cases  for  the  reason  that  no  room  could 
be  found  for  them  in  the  Museum  at  South 
Kensington.  This  statement  had  been 
repeated  year  after  year,  and,  notwith- 
standing, the  Museum  still  remained  in 
its  present  disgraceful  position.  He  had 
on  former  occasions,  and  in  former  Par- 
liaments, obtained  from  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner of  Works  a  promise  that  this 
Museum  should  be  really  made  an 
efficient  one.  But  from  that  time  to  this 
nothing  had  been  done  to  improve  the 
condition  of  the  Museum,  and  it  was 
made  a  bye-word  and  a  reproach  by 
every  foreign  visitor  to  the  country.  In 
America  the  Patent  Museum  was  one  of 
the  best  institutions  of  the  country,  and 
one  of  which  America  was  naturally 

Eroud.  And  in  Paris  there  was  a  most 
eautiful  Museum  of  Patent  Inventions 
— the  Muiee  dee  Arts  et  Metiers — where 
all  the  inventions  were  arranged  in  a 
manner  that  enabled  every  visitor  to  see 
at  once  whether  any  invention  he  was 
contemplating  had  been  anticipated,  and 
he  was  thus  saved  the  unnecessary  ex- 
pense of  taking  out  a  patent,  which  was 
very  important  and  material  to  him. 
Both  in  America  and  in  Paris  the  Patent 
Museums  were  kept  up  in  a  manner 
which  did  credit  to  those  countries.  The 
difficulty  in  this  country,  he  was  told, 
was  this,  that  there  were  not  sufficient 
funds  to  enable  the  Qovemment  to  pro- 
ceed to  the  construction  of  a  Patent 
Museum.  That,  however,  could  hardly 
be  correct,  and  to  show  that  there  was 
no  foundation  for  such  a  statement  he 
would  call  attention  to  the  amount  of  the 
fees  paid  upon  Patents.  There  was  a 
surplus  fund  derivable  from  fees  paid 
for  Patents  for  inventions  every  year 
of  nearly  £150,000.  That,  as  they 
all  kneW)  was  carried  to   the  Consoli- 
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dated  Fund,  and  the  surplus  fees  paid 
in  this  way  had  accumulaj^  year  after 
year  until  they  now  amounted  to  nearly 
£2,000,000.  Therefore,  he  did  not 
see  why  they  should  be  told  that  an  In- 
stitution in  which,  as  the  Iteport  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Patents  informed  them, 
the  working  men  of  the  country  were  so 
greatly  interested,  on  the  ground  of  the 
encouragement  it  would  afford  to  inven- 
tions—  that  such  an  Institution  could 
not  be  provided  because  there  were  no 
funds  that  could  be  utilized  in  construct- 
ing it.  He  would  not  take  up  the  time 
of  the  Committee  further  than  by  saying 
this,  as  he  now  saw  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  in  his  place,  and  as  he 
knew  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  took 
great  interest  in  the  question  of  Patents 
for  inventions,  he  hoped  to  hear  from 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  that  he  was 
fully  impressed  with  the  necessity  of  not 
allowing  the  question  to  remain  in  abey- 
ance year  after  year,  but  that  something 
would  at  once  be  done  to  put  the  Mu- 
seum upon  a  proper  footing.  He  might 
add  that,  in  the  Eeport  he  had  quoted, 
a  very  eligible  site  was  recommended 
by  the  Commission — namely,  the  site  of 
Fife  House,  at  the  back  of  the  present 
Board  of  Trade  Offices,  in  Whitehall  Gar- 
dens. He  believed  that  this  site  was  very 
much  in  the  same  condition  that  it  was 
a  year  ago  when  this  Eeport  was  made, 
and  he  should  have  been  glad  to  have 
put  a  question  to  the  Chief  Commissioner 
of  Works  upon  the  subject,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  been  in  his  place. 
He  agreed  with  the  Patent  Commis- 
sioners that  the  site  of  Fife  House  might 
be  rendered  available ;  but  under  no  cir- 
cumstances should  the  Patent  Museum 
be  allowed  to  remain  in  the  condition  in 
which  it  now  was  any  longer.  Seeing 
the  large  amount  of  the  funds  con- 
tributed for  the  Patent  Office  from  the 
fees  paid  by  inventors,  it  was,  he 
thought,  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
provide,  as  in  the  case  of  America  and 
France,  an  Institution  which  should  not 
only  be  useful,  but  should  reflect  credit 
upon  the  country. 

Sir  HENEY  HOLLAND  said,  that 
before  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  answered  the  question  put  to  him, 
he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  able  to  give  an  assurance 
that  the;  whole  question  of  the  Patent 
Office  would  be  considered  during  the 
BecesB.    He  knew  that  a  debate  had 

M-,  Hinde  Palmer 


already  taken  place  upon  the  Bill  in- 
troduced by  the  hon.  Member  for  Glas- 
gow (Mr.  Anderson),  and  he  was  sorry 
the  hon.  Member  was  unable  to  press 
forward  that  Bill  to  its  final  stage.  It 
had  been  impossible  for  any  private 
Member  to  obtain  this  Session  the 
necessary  opportunities  for  pressing 
forward  a  measure  of  that  kind;  but 
the  debate  which  had  already  taken 
place  must  have  shown  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  how  much 
importance  was  attached  to  the  question, 
ana  the  great  amount  of  interest  that 
was  felt  in  it  in  the  country.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  able 
to  g^ve  the  Committee  an  assurance 
that  the  whole  question  would  receive 
careful  consideration  during  the  Be- 
cess. 

Mk.  WAETON  said,  he  had  nothing 
to  state  in  reference  to  the  Patent  Office ; 
but  he  wished  to  call  attention  to  the 
peculiar  way  in  which  the  accounts  in- 
cluded in  the  present  Vote  were  made 
out.  He  thou^t  that,  considering  the 
very  great  importance  of  knowing  what 
the  salaries,  wages,  and  allowances 
were,  they  should  have  some  further 
information  than  was  contained  in  a 
total  lump  sum.  He  thought  it  would 
be  better  to  g^ve  the  items  connected 
with  each  respective  department.  There 
were  three  departments  included  in  this 
Vote — the  Patent  Museum,  the  Designs 
Eegistry,  and  the  Trade  Mark  Bch 
gistry,  all  of  them  important  depart- 
ments. He  had  no  desire  to  carp  at 
the  expenditure,  or  to  criticize  it  at 
all ;  but  it  would  seem  that  there  had 
been  a  very  considerable  increase  in  the 
amount  of  charge.  He  wanted  to  know 
whether  there  had  been  an  increase  or 
not,  and  it  had  taken  a  lons^  time  to 
find  where  the  increase  was ;  ultimately, 
it  turned  out  that  it  was  in  the  cost  of 
the  special  Indexing  staff.  There  had 
been  a  total  increase  of  about  £2,600,  and 
out  of  that  sum  no  less  than  £1,760  was 
due  to  this  one  item.  But  in  consequence 
of  the  way  in  which  the  accounts  were 
tabulated  there  was  nothing  to  catch 
the  eye  in  any  particular  item.  He 
thought  that  all  important  branches  of 
expenditure  should  be  distinctly  stated 
and  added  up ;  and  he  would  suegest  that, 
in  future,  this  account  should  be  broken 
up  into  tiie  expenditure  of  the  various 
departments,  and  that  proper  totals 
should  be  given. 
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Ms.  ABTHUB  O'OONNOB  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  a  rexy  great  pity  that  all 
the  ezpenditure  in  oonneotion  with  the 
Patent  Office  should  ffo  to  one  central 
aBtabliahment  in  London.    When  they 
eoDsidered  the  difficulties  which  had  to 
be  surmounted  in  introducing  any  prac- 
tical improrements  in  Patent  machinery, 
it  was  quite  plain  that  no  mere  casual 
obeerrer  in  visiting  the  South  Kensing- 
•ton  Museum  would  'be  hkely  to  gather 
idesa  that  would  be  useful  to  him  in  the 
dsfdopment  and  improvement  of  any 
existing  machinery  or  appliances  that 
were  used  for  superseding  labour  and 
sbnplifying  mechanical  power.      Such 
appliances     required     a    considerable 
■mount  of  technical  knowledge  in  order 
to  enable  a  man  to  understand  them  and 
io  appreciate  the  machineiy,  which  was 
BOW  tuned  to  so  many  useful  purposes. 
There   were  dotted    over    the  face  of 
England — ^he  was  sorry  he  could  not 
mj  the  same  of  Ireland — a  nimiber  of 
eentres  of  industry  which  made  use  in 
Aflir  peculiar  occupations  of  diflPerent 
-kinds  of  appliances.  It  therefore  seemed 
to  him  that  it  would  be  a  public  benefit 
if  the  Institution  at  South  Kensington 
were  either  duplicated  or  broken  up. 
If  it  could  be  duplicated,  one  model 
might  be  kept  at  head-quarters,  and 
another  kept  at  those  different  centres 
of  industry  which  possessed  a  technical 
sehcol,  to   render  such    appliances  of 
general  advantage.    For  instance,  the 
maehineiy   used  in   the   cotton   trade 
might  be  sent  to  Manchester ;  at  Shef- 
fieia  there  might  be  a  Museum  giving 
modda  of  appSances  connected  with  the 
trade  in  steel ;  and  so  on  throughout 
the  country.    He  believed  that  at  Ports- 
mouth there  already  existed  a  School  of 
Naval    Architecture,  or  something    of 
that  kind,  which  was  of  great  use  to 
tihose  who  were  learning  that  branch  of 
industry.    He  should  like  to  obtain  from 
the  Government  some  expression  of  their 
views  as  to  the  establishment  of  local 
Mosenms  of  a  special  character  in  con- 
BflOtio&  with  the  principal  industries  in 
Kiglandy  and  whether  they  proposed  to 
Mnfinn4*  the  Patent  Museum  at  South 
Kansuigton  as  the  only  place  where  the 
>FUents  at  the  countiy  could    be    in- 
Bseted.    Certainly,  in  its  present  posi- 
tea  it  was  almost  wholly  useless,  and 
those  who  weore  interested   in  Patents 
ioc  inventioiiB  aeldom  had  access  to  it. 
-SWce  was  ana  other  point  upon  which 


he  wished  to  ask  a  question — namely^ 
in  regard  to  the  police.  He  was  glad 
to  see  that  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  was  now  in  his  place.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  recollect 
that  there  was  a  time  when  he  had 
questioned  the  late  Government  as  to 
whether  the  police  employed  at  the 
South  Kensington  Museum  also  received 
police  pay,  together  with  the  allowance 
they  drew  from  the  Patent  Office.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  recollect 
that,  on  a  former  occasion,  he  opposed 
the  Vote  ;  and  ho  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  he  would  go  with 
him  into  the  Lobby  against  it  on  the 
present  occasion  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  he  did 
not  think  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Queen's  County  had  properly  repre- 
sented the  course  he  (Mr.  Chamberla;in) 
had  taken  on  the  occasion  referred  to. 
[Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  said  it  was  re- 
ported in  Hansard,]  He  thought  not, 
as  the  hon.  Member  had  represented 
the  matter.  He  had  certainly  misun- 
derstood the  question  which  he  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  had  raised.  What  he  was 
anxious  to  ascertain  was  whether  the 
police,  while  being  paid  out  of  the  Na- 
tional funds,  were  simply  performing 
Metropolitan  duties.  Ho  was  answered 
at  the  time  that  the  services  paid  for  in 
the  Vote  were  services  wholly  performed 
in  connection  with  the  National  Museum, 
and  as  such  were  properly  chargeable 
upon  the  Estimates.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr. 
Warton)  had  raised  a  question  which 
was  worth  considering,  and  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
would  endeavour  in  the  future  prepara- 
tion of  the  Estimates  to  g^ve  the  total 
amount  under  different  heads,  as  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  suggested. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  was  per- 
fectly correct  in  saying  that  the  main 
increase  in  the  Vote  was  owing  to  the 
addition  made  in  the  Indexing  staff. 
On  former  occasions  great  importance 
had  been  attached  to  the  rapid  prepara- 
tion of  Indexes,  and,  at  the  suggestion  of 
the  Master  of  the  Bolls,  the  work  was 
being  rapidly  proceeded  with.  That,  he 
thought,  would  account  for  the  increase 
in  the  present  year.  In  answer  to  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Midhurst 
(Sir  Henry  Holland),  he  might  say  that 
the  whole  question  of  the  Patent  Law 
would  undoubtedly  receive  the  careful 
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consideration  of  the  GoTemment  daring 
the  Eecess,  and  ho  hoped  that  it  would 
be  his  duty  next  Session  to  bring  in  aBill 
dealing  with  the  subject  in  the  spirit  of 
the  remarks  which  he  had  made  on  a 
recent  occasion.  He  now  came  to  the 
important  question  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.Hinde  Palmer) 
—  namely,  the  question  of  Patent 
Museums.  There  was  no  doubt  that  the 
Museum  at  South  Kensing^n  was  not 
altogether  in  a  satisfactory  condition. 
It  was  so  small  that  the  inventions  at 
present  sent  there  could  not  be  properly 
exhibited,  and  there  was  no  room  for 
any  further  extension.  He  did  not 
think,  however,  that  the  reason  why 
better  provision  had  not  been  made  was 
that  which  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  supposed.  At  all  events,  he  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  did  not  pretend  to  say 
that  it  was  to  be  excused  on  the  g^und 
of  lack  of  funds,  although  he  might  say 
that  the  question  of  funds  was  one  of 
very  considerable  importance.  He  had 
no  doubt  that  if  they  were  to  establish 
a  Museum  on  an  efficient  scale,  so  as  to 
give  anything^  like  a  complete  representa- 
tion of  English  inventions,  it  would  in- 
volve the  expenditure  of  a  very  large 
sum  indeed,  probably  something  like 
£500,000.  It  was  no  auswer  to  say  that 
the  money  could  be  provided  out  of  the 
fees  paid  upon  patents.  Of  course,  that 
was  one  source  of  income  ;  but  it  went 
to  the  reduction  of  taxation  generally. 
If  the  fees  paid  to  the  Patent  Office 
were  devoted  for  the  building  of  a 
Museum,  it  would  be  necessary  to  in- 
crease tiaation  in  some  other  du'ection. 
He  fMr.  Chamberlain)  was  personally 
mucn  interested  in  the  matter,  and  he 
spoke  with  some  practical  experience, 
both  of  patents  and  inventions.  At  the 
same  time,  he  must  confess  that  if  he 
had  a  sum  of  £500,000  to  deal  with,  he 
would  be  able  to  use  it  with  greater  ad- 
vantage generally  than  in  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Patent  Museum.  The  Com- 
mittee must  consider,  in  the  first  place, 
what  the  object  of  the  Patent  Museum 
was  to  be.  Was  it  to  be  merely  a 
Museum  of  archsdological  and  historical 
curiosities  ?  He  did  not  depreciate  the 
importance  of  such  a  collection;  but 
they  had  the  nucleus  of  one  in  the  pre- 
sent Museum.  For  instance,  it  con- 
tained an  illustration  of  the  invention  of 
the  steam-enffine ;  and  specimens  were 
given  from  me  time  of  the" Socket " 


Mr,  Chamb&rlain 


down  to  the  present  time.  No  doubt 
such  a  Museum  was  amusing,  and,  to  a 
certain  extent,  highly  instructive;  but 
he  did  not  think  that  such  a  Museum 
would  justify  the  enormous  expenditure 
to  which  he  had  referred,  nor  did  he 
think  that  that  was  in  the  mind  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  because  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  said  something 
about  the  advanti^  the  Museum  woula 
be  to  inventors.  It  would  be  of  no  ad- 
vantage to  see  such  inventions  aa  the 
"Bodcet"  steam-engine,  which  had 
been  long  superseded  by  other  inven- 
tions. In  order  that  an  inventor  should 
derive  real  advantage,  he  must  have 
every  important  step  in  every  important 
invention  fully  represented,  and  that,  he 
believed,  would  be  found  to  be  a  diffi- 
culty of  first-class  magnitude.  His  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  spoke  as  if  the  prc^ 
blem  had  been  settled  in  the  United 
States.  He  could  assure  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  that  that  was  not  the 
case.  A  few  years  ago,  when  a  great 
part  of  the  Patent  Museum  of  Washing- 
ton was  burned  down,  and  a  large  ou- 
lection  of  inventions  was  burned  with 
the  building,  there  was  a  general  sense 
of  relief  and  satisfaction,  because  the 
collection  had  already    outg^wn  any 

Eossibilil^  of  useM  reference.  It  had 
een  laid  down  previously  in  America 
that  a  model  of  every  invention  should 
be  deposited  ;  and,  consequently,  the 
Museum  was,  theoretically,  at  all  events, 
a  Museum  which  contained  every  inven- 
tion upon  every  subject.  But  he  had 
seen  a  Eeport  from  the  curator  of  a 
Museum  in  Washins^n  to  the  effect 
that  if  the  rate  of  increase  continued 
there  was  no  building  in  the  United 
States,  and  no  town  in  the  United 
States,  in  point  of  fact,  whose  area 
would  be  sufficient  to  contain  the  models 
deposited.  It  was  found,  therefore,  that 
if  a  Museum  was  to  be  of  any  value  at 
all  there  must  be  a  careful  selection; 
and,  latterly,  in  the  United  States  the 
authorities  had  attempted  to  make  such 
a  selection.  He  was  told  only  the  other 
day  by  a  gentleman  who  had  recently 
returned  £rom  the  United  States,  that 
the  collection  there  was  so  large  that 
there  was  no  possibility  of  adequate  ex- 
hibition, and  if  anyone  wanted  to  see  a 
E articular  model,  it  had  to  be  hunted  up 
y  communication  with  the  Curators  at 
a  considerable  loss  of  time,  because  tke 
person  who  desired  to  see  it  fooad  itim- 
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possible  to  discover  it  for  himself,  owing 
to  the  want  of  room  now  existing  for 
szhibition.  He  did  not  say  that  that 
difflonlty  was  absolutely  inBormount- 
aUe ;  but  it  showed  the  necessity  of  con- 
fining themselves  to  a  satisfactory  and 
vssfiil  selection.  But  then  arose  the 
difficulty — who  could  tell  what  wore 
Qiefnl  inventions  and  what  were  not  ? 
Who  could  tell  which  of  the  present  in- 
Tsntions  would  be  most  useful  in  assist- 
ing further  inventions?  Yet  this  was 
what  they  wanted  in  a  Patent  Museum— 
namely,  that  an  inventor  should  be  able 
to  go  diere  and  gather  useful  hints  and 
nggestions.  It  was  absolutely  impos- 
abio  for  the  best  expert  to  decide  be- 
fimhand  what  invention  should  come 
under  the  head  of  the  best  inven- 
tions. He  was  not  now  discussing  the 
qosstion  thoroughly,  but  he  was 
Qolv  dealing  with  such  points  as 
liad  been  suggested  by  the  remarks 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  He 
^Aoed  these  observations  before  the 
Oommittee  in  order  to  show  the  diffi- 
eoltiee  which  surrounded  the  question. 
At  the  same  time,  he  would  assure  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  that  during  the 
Hscoss,  when  the  other  questions  con- 
nected with  the  Patent  Office  were  con- 
sidered, the  question  of  a  public  Patent 
Museum  and  a  public  selection  of  useful 
inventions  would  also  receive  careful 


Mb.  DILLWTN  said,  he  was  glad  to 
have  heard  the  remarks  of  his  right  hon. 
Mend.  He  agreed  with  every  word  his 
2%lit  hon.  Friend  had  said.  He  thought 
it  would  be  absurd  to  provide  an  Institu- 
tioa  that  should  contain  all  the  inven- 
tiona  of  the  country.  It  was  a  kind  of 
Bjth  which  was  never  likely  to  be  ful- 
fUad.  All  that  was  necessary  for  any 
uafiil  purpose  was  to  give  a  good  col- 
leetion  of  drawings  and  specifications. 
Tbary  would  be  far  more  useful  to  in- 
TSBtora  than  any  Museum  of  the  kind 
saggwted.  His  right  hon.  Friend  said 
tte  probable  expense  of  a  Patent 
MMenm  would  be  £500,000.  Now,  he 
(Mr.  Dillimi)  did  not  believe  they  would 
git  a  lite  K»r  such  a  sum,  and  the  total 
would  be  infinitely  more.  The  ex- 
of  an  adequate  site  would  be 
They  all  knew  what  the 
sort  of  land  in  London  was,  and  he  was 
that  the  mere  purchase  of  the 
fnr  snch  a  pnzpoee  would  cover  the 
lAob  son  Bi«Dtioiied  by  his  right  hon. 


Friend.  He  had  been  very  glad  to  hear 
the  remarks  made  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  and  he  hoped  they  would  tend 
to  dissipate  the  expectations  entertained 
by  some  persons,  that  the  Government 
contemplated  entering  upon  this  gigantic 
and  useless  expenditure. 

Me.  E.  COLLINS  said,  he  did  not 
think  that  the  remarks  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Lincoln 
(Mr.  Hinde  Palmer)  had  been  altogether 
fairly  treated.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had  directed  attention  specially 
to  the  Museum  at  South  Kensington, 
and  the  tendency  of  his  remarks  was  to 
show  that  that  Museum  was  by  no  means 
sufficient  for  the  requirements  of  the 
country.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  not  attempted  to  shadow  forth  the 
extensive  scheme  alluded  to  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  DiUwyn). 
The  views  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Lincoln  were  moderate,  and  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  only  wished  to 
direct  the  attention  of  the  Goveiimient 
to  the  insufficiency  of  the  existing  Mu- 
seum, with  the  view  of  endeavouring  to 
induce  them  to  give  the  subject  more 
consideration  than  it  had  yet  received. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  pointed 
out  to  the  Committee  that  the  sum  de- 
rived from  Patent  Fees  now  amounted 
to  £  1 50,000  a-year.  The  exact  sum  was 
£144,000.  That  was  a  very  large  sum  ; 
and  when  it  was  borne  in  mind  that  the 
accumulation  of  the  surplus  fees  amounted 
to  £2,000,000,  it  might  naturally  be 
thought  that  a  revenue  so  large  and 
constantly  accumulating  would  be  suffi- 
cient to  make  provision  for  the  proper 
collection  and  exhibition  of  models. 

Mb.  CEAIG  said,  he  had  no  doubt 
that  an  exhibition  of  drawings  and 
specifications  would  be  useful,  but  they 
would  not  supersede  the  exhibition  of 
models.  A  Model  Museum  must  be 
of  great  utility.  Let  the  Committee 
consider  for  a  moment  what  the  effect 
would  have  been  upon  a  mind  such  as 
that  of  George  Stephenson,  if  he  could 
have  been  brought  in  contact  with  a 
Model  Museum.  The  exhibition  of 
models  enabled  a  man  with  an  inventive 
genius  to  mature  his  own  inventions, 
and  thus  confer  great  benefit  upon  the 
general  public,  and  every  man  who  was 
acquainted  with  the  subject  must  at  once 
see  that  it  was  most  desirable  to  have  a 
better  building  than  that  which  now 


627 


Supply — Civil 


(COMMONS) 


Service  Sstimuidi. 


628 


existed  at  South  KensiDgton.  If  the 
arrangements  wore  more  complete  many 
persons  would  come  up  from  the  country 
for  the  purpose  of  visiting  the  Museum 
— persons  who  were  accustomed  in  their 
daily  occupation  to  see  machinery  at 
work,  and  persons  whose  ideas  would 
be  sharpened  by  an  inspection  of  the 
inventions  of  others.  He  thought  it  was 
incumbent  upon  the  Government  of  the 
country,  which  depended  so  much  upon 
manufacturing  and  mining  industries, 
to  improve,  as  far  as  possible,  the  tools 
with  which  the  people  worked,  so  that 
in  the  end  they  might  cheapen  the  cost 
of  production.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  referred  to  the  Patent  Museum  in 
America.  There  was  no  doubt  that  that 
was  a  very  clumsy  and  heterogeneous 
collection,  which  there  was  no  necessity 
for  imitating.  "What  he  would  advise 
was  that  the  classifications  pursued  in 
the  present  building  should  be  con- 
tinued, but  that  the  evils  into  which  the 
Americans  had  fallen  should  be  avoided, 
and  we  should  soon  2)ossess  a  collection 
of  models  worthy  of  the  greatest  manu- 
facturing country  in  the  world.  At  the 
same  time,  while  keeping  up  the  intelli- 
gence of  our  inventors,  and  assisting  the 
commercial  well-being  of  the  country, 
such  a  Museum  would  afiford  the  greatest 
assistance  to  inventors  in  seeing  whether 
the  invention  that  was  engaging  their 
attention  was  already  in  existence  or 
not.  He  believed  that  the  idea  of  estab- 
lishing a  Patent  Museum  would  be  most 
popular,  and  that  if  it  were  carried  out 
it  would  in  many  respects  be  a  most 
instructive  Institution  for  giving  expres- 
sion to  the  inventive  genius  of  the  coun- 
try. He  trusted,  therefore,  that  the 
question  would  receive  the  attention 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
promised  to  devote  to  it. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  was  probably  right 
as  to  the  effect  of  his  previous  speech. 
The  question  then  asked  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  whether  the  police 
who  were  paid  out  of  the  Vote  performed 
duties  exclusively  for  the  Museum,  and 
were  paid  for  the  duties  so  performed, 
or  wnether  they  received  their  police 
pay  in  addition  ?  That  was  a  question 
which  he  (Mr.  O'Connor)  would  like  to 
have  answered.    The  right  hon.  Ghentle- 
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man  seemed  to  be  satisfied  upon  the 
point  now ;  and  he  hoped,  therefore, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
inform  the  Committee  whether  the  police- 
men on  duty  at  South  Kensington  were 
paid  as  members  of  the  Police  Force  over 
and  above  the  money  they  drew  from 
the  Vote. 

Mr.  CHAMBEELAIN  said,  he  spoke 
from  recollection.  The  hon.  Member 
seemed  to  be  speaking  from  a  book ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  was  quite 
certain  that  his  recollection  was  accu- 
rate. He  had  been  anxious  to  know 
whether  the  policemen  who  were  paid 
out  of  the  National  funds  were  doing 
Metropolitan  work,  in  which  case  he 
thought  they  ought  to  be  paid  out  of 
the  Metropolitan  funds,  and  not  out  of 
the  National  Exchequer.  He  was  an- 
swered at  the  time,  and  he  believed 
that  it  was  the  fact  that  they  were  doing 
National  work.  Therefore,  he  had  no 
objection  to  the  Vote. 

Me.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  asked  if 
they  also  received  pay  as  policemen  ? 

Lord  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH : 
They  are  amply  paid  by  the  Treasury, 
and  they  receive  no  pay  from  the  Police. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(6.)  £14,277,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Paymaster  General's  Office. 

Mr.  S.  LEIGHTON  said,  he  had  a 
Eesolution  on  the  Paper  in  regard  to 
this  Vote,  which  he  regretted  to  have 
to  bring  forward  as  it  might  have  the 
appearance  of  wasting  the  time  of  the 
Committee.  This,  however,  was  not  his 
fault,  but  was  the  fault  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury ;  and  when  he  stated  the  pre- 
cise position  of  the  matter  he  believed 
that  the  Committee  would  see  that  there 
was  a  good  deal  to  be  said  upon  it.  The 
Vote  about  to  be  taken  was  for  the  Pay- 
master General's  Office.  The  Paymaster 
General  was  the  banker  to  the  Suitors 
in  Chancery,  and  as  their  banker  he  had 
something  like  a  sum  of  £60,000,000  in 
his  possession.  A  portion  of  that  money 
consisted  of  unclaimed  funds,  or  dor- 
mant funds.  Several  Acts  had  been 
passed  directing  that  proper  particulars 
should  be  given  to  Suitors  in  respect  of 
this  unclaimed  money,  in  order  that  they 
might  claim  their  own.  These  Acts  of 
Parliament  had  been  violated,  and  on 
account  of  the  violation  of  them,  he 
intended  to  move  the  reduction  of  the 
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Yotebythe  Bum  of  £500.  One  Act  of 
PnHament  diTected  that  every  informa- 
ten  ihonld  be  g^veo  to  tlis  Suitors  in 
t^ud  to  this  unclaimed  money,  and 
tut  erery  three  Tears  there  ehoidd  be 

■  lilt  of  names  publiahed.  Now,  in  the 
int  place,  a  list  had  not  been  published 
vnrj  three  Tears.  A  list  ought  to 
Ixrebeen  pablishadia  1876,  1879,  and 
uotber  would  be  due  in  1882;  but,  as 

■  matter  of  fact,  only  one  had  been 
published  in  1877,  and  another  a  few 
months  ago.  In  the  next  place,  the  Act 
ef  Parliament  laid  down  that  tha  list 
■honld  be  alphabetical,  and  it  was  not 
slphabetioal.  He  would  take,  for  in- 
nnce,  the  letter  "A,"  and  he  found 
■n  mXrj  to  this  effect — 

"Ez  parte  Communon  for  eiecntiDg  the 
flSee  ol  Lord  High  Admiral  of  the  L'nited 
Essdom  of  Gnat  Britnia  uid  Ireland.  Tht 
Mcosnt  of  MaiuEeld,  Harper,  &c,  iniuilB." 

It  was  impossible  for  Suitors  to  find 
out  their  claims  under  such  conditions. 
It  mig^t  naturally  be  supposed  that  the 
&alt  was  with  the  Paymaster  Qeneral 
aad  with  his  officials ;  out  the  fault  did 
not  rest  with  him.  It  rested  with  the 
noble  Lord  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
IVeaBory  and  the  CommiBsionere  of  the 
Tteasary.  He  found  that  the  Paymaster 
Qeoeral  had  written  a  letter  to  the  Trea- 
•uiTDponthe  Bubjeot  only  last  year,  in 
which  be  said^ 
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.  ety'iTreuury u^Dthsincomplctt- 
saa  of  the  aadit,  and  the  laadeqaacy  of  my 
dtf  erCD  tor  tho  irork  now  undcrt^cn,  and 
*— ■*-"*'y  faUinc  more  and  more  into  nrrcur, 
taTe  not  raoeiTed  an;  reaponaa,  and  I  have  &c- 
cariinK^  addwwod  a  farther  letter  to  the  Com- 

Bot   there   waa   another    letter    eren 


"  I  will  not  ba  held  reaponnble  for  tho  po»- 
bli  ceowqneneea  which  may  reanlt  from  the 
ssMaant  npcrrioon  of  pecimiarr  tnutBactiona 
'   phA   maputnda    ouleM   I    hSTO   further 


Lirt  year  the  noble  Lord  the  Financial 
BtmtaiT  to  the  Treasury  said  he  would 
pre  ad£tioiiAl  clerka ;  but  he  now  pro- 
land  actually  to  reduce  the  Tote  by 
HOO.  The  noble  Lord  had  said  on 
■•  oeouion  that  if  he  (Mr.  S.  Leigh- 
fco)  WOltld  show  him  reasons  for  the 
|rfJ!nififtn  of  cdearer  lists,  he  would 
MNde  to  liU  propoeal.  He  thought  it 
VMnnlianl  uiAt  Uu  noble  Lord  should 


require  a  reason  for  doing  what  common 
honesty  would  suggest.  Hemightalmost 
tell  the  Gloyernment  to  remember  the 
Commandment — "Thoushalt  not  steal." 
He  would  point  out  that  the  other  Public 
Offices,  when  they  had  money  belonging 
to  the  public  in  their  hands,  had  alwaj^ 
given  the  information  forwhich  he  asked. 
The  India  Office,  the  War  Office,  the 
Courts  of  Law,  all  published  details  of 
money  in  their  possession,  which  be- 
longed to  others. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  trusted  to  the 
hon.  Member  being  correct  in  stating 
that  the  Vote  he  refers  to  came  under 
the  head  of  the  Paymaster  General ;  but 
I  find  that  the  Vote  comes  under  the 
Chancery  Pay  Office,  Class  III,  Vote  4  ; 
therefore,  the  hon.  Member  is  clearly 
out  of  Order. 

Ma.  g.  L£iaHTON  said,  if  the 
Chairman  had  made  that  observation 
earlier  he  would  have  been  saved  some 
trouble.  He  would  renew  his  Motion 
at  the  proper  time. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

^7.)  £6,243,  to  complete  tho  sum  for 
the  Public  Works  Loan  Commission. 

Mn.  ABTHUE  O'CONNOE  said,  on 
this  Vote  he  wished  to  call  attention  to 
the  West  India  Islands  Belief  Commis- 
raon.  He  was  under  the  impression 
that  that  Commission  did  not  exist,  and 
the  noble  Lord  the  Financial  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  would  be  able  to  tell 
him  whether  his  imiiroasion  was  correct 
or  not.  Ho  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  be- 
lieved that  the  Commtseion  was  put  au 
end  to  before  the  commencement  of  the 
period  for  which  this  Vote  was  taken ; 
therefore,  it  seemed  to  him  to  be  asking 
for  a  Vote  which  did  not  exist,  and 
which  had  not  existed  during  the  proper 
financial  period.  This  Belief  Commission 
was  to  the  West  India  Islands  very  much 
what  the  Public  Works  Loan  Commission 
was  to  the  United  Kingdom,  and  its 
history  it  would  bo  very  useful  to  re- 
member when  they  came  to  consider  tho 
value  of  tho  Public  Works  Loan  Com- 
mission in  this  country.  There  was  al- 
ways tills  great  danger,  of  tho  money 
advanced  by  the  Loan  CommisBionera 
not  being  very  well  looked  after — that 
was  to  say,  the  appropriation  of  it.  He 
found  in  the  Report  of  tho  Public  Ac- 
counts Commissioner  on  this  Vote  ques- 
tions and  answers  to  the  following  etfect. 
It  was  asked  whether  it  was  intended 
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that  the  necessary  statements  should  be 
furnished  with  reference  to  the  West 
India  Islands  Belief  Commission  Ac- 
count ?  And  the  reply  was — 

**  Certainly;  and  it  might  he  mentioned  to 
the  Committee  that  the  work  that  the  country  \ 
had  undertaken  as  to  these  loans  involved  a ' 
very  conKiderahlo  amount  of  lahour.  The  ac- 
counts of  the  loans  in  arrcar  had  not  been 
examined  for  a  long  period,  and  to  clear  up 
doubtful  cases  extending  over  many  years  would 
entail  a  largo  amount  of  correspondence  and 
trouble.  Two  Acts  had  been  passed  which  had  | 
cleared  off  couHidcrable  items  of  those  arrears ;  i 
but,  of  course,  the  Treasury  had  felt  bound  in 
no  case  to  suggest  a  remission  or  composition  of 
the  loan  until  they  were  thoroughly  satisfied 
that  there  was  no  possible  moans  of  recovering 
the  amount  due.  The  Treasury  had  now  the 
West  India  Islands  Relief  Commission  under 
their  consideration,  and  had  been  in  communi- 
cation with  the  Commissioners  on  the  subject  of 
their  loans.  The  Treasury  had  been  instructed 
to  offer  certain  terms  to  certain  creditors,  and 
had  further  given  instructions  that  proceedings 
should  be  taken  against  them  where  the  debts 
were  not  cleared  up.  The  difficulty  which  arose 
as  to  these  loans  was  that  they  were  advanced,  in 
most  instances,  to  indiWduals.  As  soon  as  each 
of  the  branches  of  the  Commission  had  finished 
its  labours,  the  consent  of  Parliament  would  bo 
asked  to  such  remissions  of  loans  as  might  be 
considered  necessary," 

That  was  the  effect  of  the  answer  given 
before  the  Public  Accounts  Commis- 
sioner. As  he  had  said,  the  West  India 
Islands  Belief  Commission  had  ceased  to 
exist ;  but  the  Public  Works  Loan  Com- 
mission still  continued,  and  the  way  it 
did  its  work  was  very  much  the  same  as 
the  way  in  which  the  West  India  Islands 
Belief  Commission  had  done  theirs.  The 
Board  was  simply  a  lending  Board,  and 
the  duty  of  looking  after  the  appropria- 
tion of  the  money  fell  upon  the  Local 
Government  Board,  which  body  had  only 
a  limited  power  of  following  the  expen- 
diture. An  Act  was  passed  two  years 
ago  enabling  them  to  do  what  ought  to 
have  been  done  from  the  beginning, 
and  the  consequence  of  the  delay  had 
been  that  a  large  amount  of  money  had 
been  mis-spent,  and  a  great  deal  lost  be- 
yond recovery,  especially  in  connection 
with  the  different  narbours  of  the  coun- 
try. He  would  not  go  into  details  with 
regard  to  the  harbours,  which  were  re- 
ferred to  at  length  in  the  Beport  of  the  ' 
Loans  Board  for  1879-80.  Beference  | 
was  there  made  to  harbours  both  in  ! 
Ireland  and  in  England.  In  the  case  of  • 
one  harbour  in  Wexford,  the  whole 
amount  of  money  voted  had  never  been  I 
issued  to  the  Harbour  Commissioners; 
yet,  in  the  Beport  of  the  Public  Loans 

Mr.  Arthur  ffCmn^r 


Board,  he  found  the  harbour  people  put 
down  as  debtors  for  a  certain  amount  of 
money.  It  struck  him  as  a  strange 
thing,  if  these  Commissioners  were  to 
receive  a  certain  amount  of  money  on 
account  of  harbour  works,  that  they 
should  be  put  down  as  being  in  arrear 
with  their  repayment  of  principal  and  in* 
terest  when  the  total  amount  of  principal 
had  not  yet  been  advanced.  Perhaps 
the  noble  Lord  would  g^ve  him  some 
explanation  upon  this  point  ?  Another 
thing  he  wished  to  ask  was  what  was 
proposed  to  be  done  with  reference  to 
the  loans  to  Harwich  Harbour — whe- 
ther the  Government  proposed  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  wipe  off  the  loans,  as  loans  in 
the  case  of  the  West  India  Islands  Belief 
Commission  had  been  cleared  away  ? 

LoKD  FBEDEBICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  with  regard  to  the  last  question,  it 
would  more  properly  rise  on  Class  I.  in 
connection  with  the  Harbour  Votes.  The 
Treasury  hoped  to  receive  back  a  por- 
tion of  their  money,  and,  therefore,  mey 
did  not  expect  to  have  to  wipe  off  the 
debt.  As  to  the  other  harbour  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member,  the  transaction 
occurred  before  his  (Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish's)  time  at  the  Treasury.  It 
had  never  been  brought  before  him; 
but  if  the  hon.  Member  desired  it  he 
would  make  inquiries  and  fi^ve  him  an 
answer  upon  Beport.  With  remrd  to 
the  BepoA  of  the  Controller  and  Auditor 
General  with  reference  to  the  audit  of 
these  accounts,  he  was  happy  to  be  able 
to  inform  the  hon.  Member  that  the  audit 
was  now  more  complete  and  fuller  than 
it  used  to  be,  and  they  might  expect 
satisfactory  results  from  the  alteration. 
With  regiurd  to  the  West  India  Islands 
Belief  Commission,  the  Treasury  had 
deemed  it  advisable,  in  the  public  in- 
terest, to  bring  it  to  a  termination  some 
time  ago. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(8.)  £11,567,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Beeord  Office. 

Mr.  J.  COWEN  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  delay  the  Committee  by  any  lengthened 
observations ;  but  he  wished  to  call  the 
noble  Lord's  attention  to  the  question 
of  the  publication  of  the  documents 
issued  by  this  Office,  which  documents 
were  of  great  value.  He  desired  to  ask 
if  some  bietter  facilities  could  not  be 
given  to  the  public  for  obtaining  pos- 
session of  the  very  valuable  books  which 
were  issued  here  from  time  to  time? 
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8ui  B.  ABSHETON  0B088 :  I  am 
alcaid  the  Financial  Secreiaa^  will  think 
this  matter  is  a  hobby  of  mine,  because 
I  have  ao  often  brought  it  before  the 
Hooae.    Hitherto  I  have  been  satisfied 
with  the  answer  he  has  been  able  to 
giTe  me  with  regard  to  the  course  he  has 
taken ;  but  I  cannot  too  strongly  press 
upon  the  Gh>Temment,  now  they  nave 
accumulated  this  great  mass  of  public 
information  in  the  Becord  Office,  that 
ereiy  precaution  should  be  taken  to  pre- 
■erre  the    documents  from  fire.    One 
point  I  am  particularly  anxious  to  put 
befSore  the  noble  Lord  on  this  question, 
tnd  it  ia  this,  that  I  am  afraid  the  re- 
ktions  between  the  Becord  Office  and 
the  gentleman  who  has  control  over  the 
Metropolitan  Fire    Brigade  under  the 
mperintendance    of   the    Metropolitan 
houd  of  Works,  are  not  as  satisfactory 
•I  tiie^  ahoold  be.    I  think  in  a  matter 
of  this  kind,  he  who  is  looked  to  for 
keeping  all  the  fires  in  the  Metropolis 
down  uould  be  one  of  the  parties  con- 
nlted  in  the  matter  of  the  safe-keeping 
of  the  documents  in  the  Public  Becord 
Office.    As  I  am  informed,  the  gentle- 
man in  charge  of  the  Fire  Office  has 
■ever  been  consulted  in  any  shape  with 
ngaid  to  the  records.  The  Becoid  Office 
ii  entirely  in  different  hands,  and  this 
gentleman    knows  nothing  about    the 
arann  to  be  taken  should  a  fire  break 
eat   there.     He   and   his  men    would 
hare  everything  to  learn ;  and  I  really 
would  impress  upon  the  Government 
how  desirable  it  is  that  Captain  Shaw, 
one  of  the  most  valuable  officers  we 
have   in    this   particular   department, 
ilioald  be  placed  in  the  closest  connec- 
tion with  the  Becord  Office,  and  should 
be  oonaulted  about  protecting  it  from 

Mb.   HEALY  said,   that  before  the 
aohle  Lord  rose,  he  wished  to  draw  his 
ittention  to  another  point,  and,  perhaps, 
if  he  was  not  able  to  give  an  answer  off- 
hand, he  would  make  a  point  of  inquir- 
ias  into  the   matter,  and    giving  full 
iwwmation  on  Beport.    What  he  (Mr. 
Eoaly)  wished  to  know  was  what  the 
Soveniment  intended  to  do  in  the  case 
«f  the  old  Irish  manuscripts  in  Italy 
nd  Switzerland,  which  the  Italian  and 
SviM   anthoritiea   had    very    liberally 
And  to  give  up,    on  being  assured 
ftetttiei  would  be  placed  in  safe-keep- 
iaii  oiuer  in  this  country  or  Ireland  ? 
Ha  did  aot  know  whether  the  question 


I  properly  arose  under  this  Vote  ;  but  it 
was  a  fact  that  very  valuable  Irish  manu- 
scripts were  in  the  Library  at  Borne 
and  in  the  Libraries  of  some  of  the  Swifis 
towns;  and  they  were  considered  of 
comparatively  little  value  in  these  foreign 
countries.  The  foreign  Governments 
would  be  willing  to  give  them  up  to  the 
custody  of  such  a  body  as  the  Boyal 
Hibernian  Academy.  What  he  wished 
to  know  was  whether  the  keepers  of  the 
Italian  and  Swiss  Libraries  had  put 
themselves  into  communication  with  the 
Government  on  this  matter  ?  The  sub- 
ject was  one  of  national  interest  in  Ire- 
land, and  he  trusted  the  Government 
would  g^ve  it  the  consideration  it  de- 
served. 

Lord  FBEDEBICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  it  had  not  been  brought  to  his 
knowledge  that  any  offer  of  manuscripts 
had  been  made  to  any  Department  of 
the  State  by  any  Italian  or  Swiss  offi- 
cials ;  but  he  would  make  inquiries  into 
the  subject  without  delay. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  did  not  mean  to 
say  that  communications  had  passed ; 
it  was  more  in  the  shape  of  an  under- 
standing between  the  officials  of  the  two 
countries. 

Lord  FBEDEBICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  would  inquire  whether  the  mat- 
ter had  ever  been  under  consideration  ; 
if  it  had,  at  any  rate  it  had  not  come 
under  his  notice.  As  to  the  important 
question  raised  concerning  fires^  he  fully 
concurred  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross)  as  to  the 
extreme  importance,  not  only  of  the 
Public  Becord  Office,  but  of  every  Office 
of  the  State,  taking  the  best  precautions 
against  the  outbreak  of  fire.  Whether 
or  not  the  best  arrangement  would  be  to 
make  the  Chief  Officer  of  the  Metropolitan 
Fire  Brigade  responsible  for  the  docu- 
ments in  the  different  Departments  of 
the  Government,  he  was  not  at  present 
prepared  to  state ;  but  ho  could  promise 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  matter 
would  be  considered.  With  regard  to 
the  question  put  to  him  by  the  hon. 
Member  on  that  (the  Ministerial)  side 
of  the  House  (Mr.  J.  Cowen)  as  to  the 
facilities  to  the  public  for  obtaining 
copies  of  historical  documents,  ho  would 
inquire  whether  these  facilities  could  be 
extended,  and  whether  a  list  could  be 
prepared  of  all  the  publications  which 
could  be  procured  in  the  Office.  The 
sale  price  of  these  documents  was  always 
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limited  to  the  cost  of  printing  and  paper, 
no  charge  being  made  in  respect  of  edit- 
ing or  preparing,  or  what  he  might  call 
the  mental  work  in  connection  with  the 
records.  He  did  not  know  whether  fur- 
ther facilities  could  be  given ;  but,  if 
they  could,  he  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  as  to  the  importance  of  render- 
ing these  documents  as  accessible  as 
possible  to  the  public. 

Mr.  EYLANDS  said,  he  would  Hke 
to  suggest  that  copies  of  the  records 
should  be  sent  to  the  Libraries  of  the 
various  Provincial  towns  in  the  country 
where  Libraries  had  been  established  by 
Act  of  Parliament,  and  were,  therefore, 
of  a  permanent  cliaracter.  It  was  a  very 
small  thing  to  ask,  and  this  was  not  the 
first  time  he  had  ventured  to  make  the 
request.  Considering  the  large  Votes  of 
money  that  Public  Institutions  obtained 
in  London,  it  was  a  very  small  thing  to 
ask  that  the  local  Libraries  should  have 
copies  of  the  Hecord  publications  pre- 
sented to  them.  Perhaps  the  noble  Lord 
would  undertake  that  the  matter  should 
be  considered  by  the  Government  ? 

Mr.  TORRENS  considered  the  obser- 
vations of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
(Mr.  Healy)  were  very  important,  and 
deserved  the  careful  consideration  of  the 
Government.  He  (Mr.  Torrens)  had  not 
been  aware  of  the  possibility  of  their 
being  able  to  obtain  these  documents 
from  foreign  Governments;  but  he 
might  Tnention  to  the  Committee  a 
matter  which  was  within  his  own  know- 
ledge. A  valuable  document  connected 
with  Irish  history  had  been  allowed  to 
pass  out  of  this  country  merely  owing  to 
the  parsimony  of  those  entrusted  with 
the  purchase  of  such  things.  The  docu- 
ment in  question  had  been  offered  over 
and  over  again  to  public  bodies  in  Great 
Britain,  including  the  British  Museum 
and  the  Record  Office.  Terms  had  not 
been  come  to,  and  at  last  it  had  gone  to 
Washington,  and  was  nowin  the  Museum 
of  the  American  Capital.  The  sugges- 
tion which  had  been  thrown  out  was 
very  well  worth  the  consideration  of  the 
Government;  and  he  hoped  such  in- 
stances as  that  to  which  he  referred 
might  not  occur  again.     He  would  sug- 

gest  to  the  authorities  of  the  Record 
ffice,  as  well  as  to  those  of  the  British 
Museum,  that  it  would  be  desirable  in  the 
existing  advanced  state  of  science  that 
they  should  altogether  dispense  with  the 
dangerous  system  of  art&cial  lighting 

li^rd  Frederick  Cavmdiih 


which  was  now  adopted.  He  had  been 
struck,  both  at  the  Record  Office  and 
the  British  Museum,  with  the  danger 
arising  from  the  use  of  gas,  and  it  ap- 
pearea  to  him  strongly  desirable  that 
this  mode  of  lighting  should  not  be  ap- 
plied to  either  of  tnese  places.  There 
were  no  buildings  in  which  a  safe  light 
was  more  essential  than  these  reposi- 
tories of  ancient  records  and  public 
documents.  Therefore,  he  hoped  before 
the  Vote  came  on  next  year  that  some- 
thing would  be  done  in  the  direction  of 
adopting  a  new  method  of  lighting. 

Mr.  FINIGAN  said,  he  wished  to 
make  an  observation  on  a  matter  which 
he  considered  deserved  the  serious  atten- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord.  He  wished  to 
ask  whether  the  work  of  investigating 
documents  in  the  archives  of  Venice  was 
commenced  in  1862 ;  and  whether  when 
it  was  entered  into  it  was  not  declared 
that  it  would  last  13  years,  and  that  the 
total  cost  would  not  exceed  £5,000? 
Was  it  not  a  fact  that  this  sum  had  been 
exceeded  by  £1,699  ?  He  should  like 
to  know  how  this  expenditure  was  g^ing 
on,  and  whether  the  Government  pro- 
posed keeping  to  their  original  intention 
or  varying  from  that?  H  it  intended 
departing  from  its  original  intention,  he 
should  like  to  know  whether  it  was  in- 
tended to  ask  for  further  powers  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  thought  that  the  further  powers 
necessary  were  taken  when  the  Esti- 
mates were  passed.  He  believed  the 
result  of  the  investigations  in  the  Vene- 
tian archives  had  been  of  almost  un- 
rivalled interest.  The  documents  ob- 
tained had  been  of  enormous  value,  and 
he  believed  that  already,  in  all,  115 
volumes  of  transcripts  had  been  received 
in  the  Public  Record  Office  in  this  way. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  hon. 
Member  or  the  Committee  desired  that 
this  work  should  cease. 

Mr.  J.  COWEN  wished  to  point  out 
that  the  documents  which  had  been  ob- 
tained in  Venice  had  a  special  reference 
to  the  matter  the  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford (Mr.  Healy)  had  mentioned.  These 
documents  distinctly  referred  to  Irish 
history. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(9.)  £22,943,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Registrar  General's  Office,  England. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  with 
regard  to  the  Report  of  tiie  Registrar 
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QiDiRil  for  'Ensland,  he  would  ask 
^yto  it  wonU.  not  be  poseible  to 
viikftit  a  little  more  complete  on  a  very 
ntarosting  point  ?  He  noticed  on  page 
146  ol  the  last  Report  that  the  record  of 
Tkdent  deaths  allowed  that  there  were 
oflumiidde  cases  206  males  and  168 
fBmaleB  in  the  year,  making  a  total  of 
I74|  or  more  than  one  a-day.  Of  suicides 
ftere  were — ^males  1,299,  females  465, 
gbing  a  total  of  1,764 ;  that  was  to  say, 
83  BoieideB  every  week  in  England.  That 
VM  a  vexy  interesting  statement,  but  it 
lid  not  include  executions,  which  were 
o?er  and  above  these  figures.  These 
Igiues  included  91  murders  of  males 
and  110  of  females,  115  cases  of  man- 
daughter  of  males  and  58  of  females. 
The  jBgnres  were  simply  appalling ;  and 
to  those  hon.  Members  who  came  from  a 
Bition  not  given  to  habits  of  this  kind 
it  was  enough  to  make  them  feel  nervous 
to  know  that  this  was  the  state  of  things 
in  the  country  in  which  they  were 
dUiged  to  Uve,  at  any  rate,  six  months 
in  me  year.  He  had  endeavoured  to 
■ieertain  from  the  Eegistrar  Qeneral 
how  many  oases  had  been  brought  to 
jnitioe;   but  he  did  not  find  that  the 


materials  were  supplied.  He 
bdieved^  however,  that  60  per  cent  of 
tte  eaaes  of  murder  and  manslaughter 
were  not  brought  to  justice.  But  the 
Bepatrar  OenmJ,  as  he  had  said,  did 
not  appear  to  give  information  on  that 
■ibject.  He  md  not  know  whether  it 
was  in  his  province  to  do  so ;  but  if  he 
mold  famish  the  details,  it  would  make 
UsBeportmore  complete  and  interest- 
ing. 

Yote  agreed  to. 

(10.)  £295,000,  to  complete  the  sum 
hr  Btitionerj  and  Printing. 

Bin  WALTER  B.  BABTTELOT  re- 

aarked,  that  this  was  always  a  heavy 

Yole  and  badly  arranged ;  but  he  was 

bound  to  say  that  it  was  this  year  very 

KDch  better  framed  than  formerly.  There 

woe,  however,  many  items  with  respect 

tD  which  the  Oommittee  still  stooa  in 

seed  of   more    particular  information. 

Vat  instance,   there  was   a  charge  of 

£60,755  for  the  War  Office,  of  which 

flo  particulars  were  given,  the  amount 

bsiDjg  simply  put  down  as  a  lump  sum. 

Boo.  Members  would  see  that  this  was 

aveij  large  item,  and  he  thought  the 

QooBnittae  might  very  properly  ask  that 

Mtaftortiier  inlbrmation  shoiUdbe  given 


with  respect  to  it  than  appeared  on  the 
face  of  the  Estimate.  The  want  of  par- 
ticulars was  not  only  apparent  in  the 
case  of  the  War  Office,  but  there  were 
several  Departments  for  which  a  charge 
was  made  in  the  same  way,  and  about 
which  much  more  detailed  information 
was  desirable.  He  had  no  wish  to  delay 
the  Yote,  but  simply  rose  to  ask  tho 
noble  Lord  the  Financial  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  to  g^ve  instructions  that  in 
future  further  information  should  bo 
furnished  with  respect  to  the  charges  for 
the  various  Departments. 

Lord  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  should  be  happy  to  see  further 
information  given  upon  the  subject  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
opposite,  if  it  could  be  done  without 
overloading  the  Estimates.  He  was  sure 
that  hon.  Members  would  ag^ee  that 
while  every  possible  information  should 
be  given,  it  was  by  no  means  desirable 
that  the  volume  of  the  Estimates  should 
be  made  more  bulky  than  at  present. 

An  hon.  Member  said,  he  thought 
there  ought  to  be  no  difficulty  in  arrang- 
ing for  more  information  of  a  necessary 
kind,  seeing  that  so  much  was  given 
that  was  quite  useless. 

Mb.  J.  COWEN  said,  that  this  Vote 
was  one  of  the  heaviest  in  the  Estimates, 
and  required  careful  consideration.  He 
believed  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Midhurst  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
had  on  a  previous  occasion  suggested 
that  a  Committee  should  be  appointed 
for  the  purpose  of  investigating  the 
whole  of  this  question ;  and  he  thought, 
if  that  were  done,  it  would  have  the  effect 
both  of  simplifying  the  form  and  re- 
ducing the  amount  of  the  Vote.  It  was 
difficiHt  for  anyone  at  that  time  to  enter 
into  an  elaborate  examination  of  these 
charges,  and  he  certainly  had  no  wish  to 
do  so  ;  but  anyone  practically  acquainted 
with  the  matter  would  perceive  at  once 
that  on  several  items  a  considerable 
amount  could  be  saved.  A  good  deal 
of  the  paper  used  in  the  Department  was 
of  a  kind  that  in  the  course  of  a  few 
years  would  be  found  to  be  useless, 
while  the  printing  would  be  unreadable, 
because  the  ink  on  tho  paper  would  dis- 
appear. The  question,  therefore,  was 
one  which  required  consideration.  To 
spend  money  on  paper  that  would  not 
be  permanent  involved  a  distinct  loss  to 
tho  nation,  and  he  thought  these  con- 
siderations were  such,  as  amongst  others. 
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xnight  fairly  justify  the  Goyemment  in 
acting  upon  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Midhurst  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee.  With  regard  to 
the  Foreign  Office  papers,  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  thebetterolass  of  printing 
in  connection  with  them  meant  higher 
wages,  and  this  would  account  for  the 
increase  under  that  head.  And  not  only 
was  the  printing  costly,  but  it  was  badly 
done.  As  a  practical  printer,  he  was  pre- 
pared to  say  that  some  of  the  Government 
work  was  printed  upon  paper  and  with 
ink  that,  in  the  course  of  time,  would 
fade,  'and  the  reports  become  wholly 
illegible. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  this  subject  had  been  under 
most  careful  consideration  for  several 
years.  With  respect  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee,  he  would  remind 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  New- 
castle that  a  Joint  Committee  of  the  two 
Houses  had  been  recently  sitting  to  in- 
quire into  the  question  of  Parliamentary 
printing.  The  investigation  of  that  Com- 
mittee would  undoubtedly  embrace  the 
points  raised  by  his  hon.  Friend,  and  in 
the  meantime  he  could  assure  him  that 
every  effort  had  been  made  to  keep  the 
expenditure  under  this  Vote  within  proper 
bounds. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  for  some 
information  with  regard  to  the  charge 
upon  page  146  for  the  Gazettes  of 
London,  Edinburgh,  and  Dublin.  He 
would  like  to  know  what  became  of  the 
£32,000  profit  arising  from  these  publi- 
cations? Because,  if  it  went  to  the 
printer,  he  was  at  a  lossNio  understand 
why  the  money  paid  to  the  printer  for 
the  publication  of  the  Gazettes  was  in- 
cluded in  the  account  which  resulted  in 
this  profit  being  shown.  On  the  other 
hand,  he  did  not  see  why  it  should  be 
credited  to  the  printer,  because  the  esti- 
mated extra  receipts  amounted  to  only 
£4,690.  Under  the  circumstances,  it 
was  difficult  to  see  what  became  of  this 
large  sum  of  £32,000.  There  was  another 
point  to  which  he  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  noble  Lord.  Of  late 
years  the  Stationery  Office  had  obtained 
power  to  extend  its  operations  to  India  ; 
and  ho  understood  that  the  Cfidcutta 
tradesmen  had  made  representations  to 
the  Government  upon  this  subject.  They 
protested  against  the  recent  Order  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  direoting  the  Sta- 

Mr.  J.  Cowen 


tionery  Department  to  obtain  ite  sup- 
plies in  England  instead  of  in  India  as 
heretofore,  and  they  described  it  as  un- 
just towards  India,  and  inconsistent  with 
the  late  resolution  of  the  Government, 
to  encourage  private  trade  by  purchasing 
its  stores  as  far  as  possible  in  the  Indian 
market.  The  Order  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  had  been  made  apparently  in 
ignorance  of  the  fact  that  the  system  of 
buying  Government  stationery  in  India 
had  for  some  time  worked  well,  and 
effected  a  large  saving.  He  must  say 
that,  on  the  face  of  it,  the  representation 
of  the  Calcutta  Trades  Association  was 
a  reasonable  one,  and  if  it  was  a  fact 
that  the  system  of  supplying  the  sta- 
tionery from  the  Indian  market  had  re- 
sulted in  a  saving,  as  oojnpared  with  the 
system  of  supply  from  this  country,  it 
would  be  very  difficult  to  justify  the 
alteration  made  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  transferring  the  business  to  England. 
There  was  another  point  arising  on  this 
Vote  to  which  the  noble  Lord  some 
months  ago  promised  his  attention — 
namely,  the  amount  of  money  paid  for 
printing  in  the  Foreign  Office,  the  autho- 
rities at  which  Department  had  a  special 
printing  office  under  their  \K)ntrol.  He 
had  pointed  out  on  a  previous  oooasion 
that  the  rates  of  payment  for  work  done 
in  that  Department  were  various,  and  in 
many  cases  above  the  rates  at  which  the 
work  could  be  done  by  the  Stationery 
Office.  He  was  certain  that  the  Con- 
troller of  the  Stationery  Department  had 
made  representations  as  to  the  waste  of 
money  which  took  place  in  the  Foreign 
Office  in  connection  with  printing ;  and 
ho  believed  the  noble  Lord  had  stated 
that  tlie  matter  should  be  inquired  into, 
and  the  resolution  arrived  at  stated  to 
the  Committee. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  the  explanation  of  the  point 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County 
with  regard  to  the  publication  of  the 
Gazettes  was  that  the  money  was  paid  in 
stamps  and  not  in  cash,  and  did  not, 
therefore,  appear  in  the  actual  receipts 
paid  into  the  Exchequer.  With  reg^ard 
to  the  Foreign  Office  printing,  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  had  stated  that  the  ques- 
tion was  under  the  careful  consideration 
of  the  Foreign  Office;  but  it  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that,  although  the  print- 
ing done  at  the  Office  related  to  matters 
that  were  confidential,  there  were  wom% 
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daises  of  work  of  a  more  strioflj  oon- 
fidential  character  than  others;  and  it 
would,  he  thought,  be  verr  questionable 
eecmomy  to  risk  publicity  by  an  attempt 
to  get  the  printing  executed  at  a  smaller 
toi.  Nerertheless,  every  endeavour 
voold  be  made  to  see  if  anything  could 
be  saved  in  the  Department  in  ques- 
tknu 

IfE.  ABTHUB  ABNOLD  asked  for 
n  explanation  with  respect  to  the  in- 
craaee  of  £10,000  for  printinjff,  bind- 
iBg,  Ac.,  for  the  two  Houses  of  Parlia- 
flunt. 

LoBD  FBEDEBICE  0AYENDI8H 
audy  he  hoped  that  before  long  the  Be- 
ratof  the  Joint  Oommittee  of  the  two 
Hboaes  upon  the  subject  of  Parlia- 
■SBlary  printing  would  be  in  the  hands 
tfhoQ.  Members.  Although  the  arrange- 
Bsats  with  regard  to  stationery  were  not 
nder  his  direction,  the  whole  question 
vas  leoeivlng  the  attention  of  the  Go- 

VHBIIieilt. 

Ifa.  HEALY  wished  to  ask  the  noble 

Lord  a  question  with  regard  to  the  in- 

wase  of  £1,000  ujpon  the  amount  paid 

lost  jfear  to  Mr.  Hansard  in  respect  of 

Bwhamflntaty  Beporting — an  increase 

vhidi  he  was'  glad  to  see,  and  about 

vhidi  he  would  simply  inquire  whether 

it  was  to  become  apermanent  charge  in 

the  Botimates?    He  observed,  also,  a 

ofcaige  for  a  number  of  copies  of  the 

Debates  purchased  from  Mr.  Hansard, 

Md  prosmned  that  these  were  distributed 

aiwujMt  the  various  Public  Offices.  Per- 

;  haps  the  noUe  Lord  would  afford  some 

I  gUlanstion  upon  these  points  f  The  noble 

>:  Load  would  be  aware  of  the  great  inte- 

nat  taken  by  the  public  in  the  Irish 

Land  Question,  and  that  a  laree  demand 

tad  been  created  for  copies  of  the  Irish 

Imad  Bill ;  and  he  wished  to  call  the 

•tteaticm  of  the  noble  Lord  to  the  fact 

what  he  might  call  fancy  prices 

being  eharged  for  them.  He  would 

suggest  that,  as  in  the  case  of 

Parlisnuentary  Papers,  the  price 

AdoU  be  stated  on  the  face  of  the  Bills 

boiMe  Parliament,   so    that  no  extra 

aUkt  be  exacted  from  the  public.    Then 

mtregurd  to  the  charge  for  The  Dybiin 

9m$U§.    It  was  well  known  that  this 

.  VM  mbliahed  on  Saturdays,  and  that  it 

I  W  Dssn  enacted  by  statute  that  pro- 

■  daaialions  ot  Irish  towns  and  districts 

ft  Aaald  appear  in  that  Oaxetie.  But,  upon 

ft  i  meant  occasion,   when  the  Gity   of 

ft  DahBa  was  proclaimed — an  event  fol- 

IGL,  OOIiZiy-     [tszud  bebies.] 
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lowed  by  the  arrest  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Tipperary  (Mr.  Dillon)— 7%*  Dublin 
Gazette  was  not  obtainable  on  the  Satur- 
day, but  was  kept  back  from  the  public 
until  midnight  on  Sunday.  Now  it  was 
something  in  the  nature  of  a  public 
scandal,  and  one  which  called  for  the 
notice  of  the  Committee,  that  The  Oautte 
office,  which  had  only  to  do  the  cut-and- 
dried  work  of  publication,  should  play 
into  the  hands  of  the  authorities  of 
Dublin  Castle,  by  delaying  the  publica- 
tion of  this  official  record,  in  order  to 
prevent  the  citizens  of  Dublin  being 
made  aware  of  the  fact  that  their  city 
was  proclaimed.  That  act  might  be 
held  to  be  illegal ;  and  it  might  eveA 
foUow  that  because  The  Gazette  was 
issued  on  Sunday  the  proclamation  was 
illeg^  also,  and  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Gl^pperary  was  now  lying  in  Kil- 
mainham  under  illeg^  dureeee.  He 
trusted  the  noble  Lord  would  make  a 
statement  on  this  subject  on  Beport. 

Mr.  LABOUGHERE  pointed  out  that 
the  printing  of  the  House  of  Commons 
cost  more  than  that  of  the  House  of 
Lords.  Confidential  printing,  conducted 
at  the  Foreign  Office,  was  charged  26 
per  cent  more  for  than  when  it  was  done 
elsewhere.  He  also  wished  topoint  out 
that  every  Member  of  that  House  re- 
ceived a  ton  weight  of  Blue  Books  every 
year.  Within  the  last  six  years  £55,000 
had  been  saved  in  the  expenditure  on 
the  Stationery  Office,  and  he  believed 
that  a  further  sum  of  £10,000  per 
annum  might  be  saved  in  that  Depart- 
ment. 

Mb.  J.  CO  WEN  said,  he  thought  the 
increased  expenditure  with  regard  to 
Mr.  Hansard's  reports  was  fully  ac- 
counted for  by  the  increased  amount  of 
work  done,  and  that  the  additional  sum 
paid  to  that  gentleman  only  compen- 
sated, and  no  more  than  compensated, 
for  the  additional  labour  thrown  upon 
him.  He  thought  that  the  House  would 
be  compelled  very  shortly  to  face  the 
fact  that  either  it  must  abandon  Mr. 
Hansard's  reports  or  pay  him  a  larger 
sum  of  money,  or  that  it  must  adopt  some 
system  of  official  reporting.  Mr.  Han- 
sard's reports  were  admirably  done,  and 
the  books  were  exceedingly  well  printed, 
and  ho  believed  their  value  was  in  no 
way  repaid  by  the  amount  of  this  grant. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  late  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  made  an  ex- 
cellent bargain  with  Mr.  Hansard,  inas- 
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much  as  the  payment  did  not  at  all  oome 
up  to  the  expenditure  incurred  by  that 
gentleman. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Newcastle  (Mr.  Cowen)  had  explained 
the  real  reason  of  the  increased  payment 
to  Mr.  Hansard,  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  had  re- 
ferred. Representations  had  been  made 
to  him  (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish),  at 
the  time  the  Estimates  were  being  framed, 
that,  owing  to  the  increased  length  of  the 
Session,  the  arrangements  which  were 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
(tjir  StaffordNorthcote)  withMr.  Hansard 
had  not  been  at  all  profitable  to  that 
gentleman — in  fact,  that  the  arrange- 
ment caused  Mr.  Hansard  extreme 
anxiety.  Mr.  Hansard  had  told  him — and 
he  had  proved  himself  a  true  prophet — 
that,  long  as  previous  Sessions  had  been, 
he  expected  that  this  Session  would  be 
longer,  and  he  had  urged  that  he  could 
not  undertake  the  reporting  of  this  Ses- 
sion unless  an  addition  were  made  to  his 
usual  remuneration.  It  was  in  conse- 
quence of  those  representations  that  he 
(Lord  Frederick  Cavendish)  had  agreed 
to  place  in  the  Estimates  of  the  present 
year  an  additional  sum  of  £1,000.  With 
respect  to  the  suggestion  that  the  cost 
of  Bills  introduced  into  that  House 
should  be  printed  on  the  face  of  the 
Bills,  he  regarded  it  as  a  very  good  one, 
and  would  inquire  whether  uiere  was 
any  good  reason  why  it  should  not  be 
adopted.  Then,  with  regard  to  the  pub- 
lication of  The  Dublin  Gazette  on  Sun- 
day  

Mr.  healy  :  It  was  delivered  on 
Sunday.  There  is  no  evidence  as  to 
when  it  was  published. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
thought  it  was  quite  conceivable  that 
circumstances  might  arise  which  would 
delay  the  publication  of  The  Gazette,  and 
render  it  necessary  even  to  infringe  upon 
the  sanctity  of  the  Sunday  by  the  de- 
livery of  the  paper  on  that  day.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  had  asked  him  whether 
any  further  reform  could  be  effected  in 
this  Department.  But  he  would  remind 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  Treasury  had 
a  most  limited  control  over  Parliamen- 
tary printing,  which  rested  with  Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mb.  HEALY  wished  to  give  Notice 
that  he  should  again  call  attention  to 

Jlr.  J,  Cowen 


the  subject  of  The  Dublin  OmtHie.  He 
regarded  the  circumstance  to  which  he 
had  referred  as  raising  a  very  important 
political  question.  With  regard  to  the 
item  for  reporting,  he  wished  to  know 
whether  it  was  intended  that  the  extra 
g^antof  £1,000  would  become  a  perma- 
nent charge?  In  asking  that,  he  did 
not  wish  to  detract  from  the  value  of 
Mr.  Hansard's  reports. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
thought  this  would  depend  upon  whe- 
ther they  were  always  to  have  such  long 
Sessions.  He  believed  the  original  pro- 
posal would  have  been  sufficient  for  an 
ordinary  Session;  but  if  they  were 
always  going  to  have  Sessions  of  seven 
or  eight  months'  duration,  although  he 
was  not  able  to  say  exactly  what  would 
be  done,  the  arrangement  would  require 
to  be  reconsidered. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(11.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro« 

posed, 

*'That  a  Bum,  not  exceeding  £13,196,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  Bam 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  pa3rment  during  the  year  en^ng 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  Her  Majesty's 
Woods,  r'orests,  and  Land  Hovenucs,  and  of  the 
Office  of  Land  Revenue  Records  and  InroU 
ments." 

Mb.  PUGH  said,  in  rising  to  move 
the  reduction  of  this  Vote  by  the  sum  of 
£2,000,  he  should  confine  himself  to  mat- 
ters  that  were  of  general  interest  alike  to 
the  people  of  England  and  Wales.  He 
had  endeavoured  to  get  an  opportunity  to 
bring  this  question  of  drown  Lands  be- 
fore the  House  in  another  form,  but  had 
failed  in  his  endeavour,  although  he 
could  assure  the  Committee  that  tms  was 
owing  to  no  fault  of  his  own.  He  was 
extremely  sorry  that  he  had  not  been 
successfid,  because  there  were  manj 
things  that  he  desired  to  lay  before  the 
House  which  he  did  not  think  it  would 
be  right  for  him  to  bring  at  length  under 
the  notice  of  the  Committee  upon  the 
Estimates.  For  the  latter  reason  he 
should  be  very  brief  in  his  observations* 
A  Betum  had  been  issued  in  the  begin- 
ning of  the  year  on  the  Motion  of  the  hoo. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Hadnorshir* 
(Sir  Hichard  Ghreen  Price),  which  showed 
the  area  of  the  unsold  Crown  Landa  in 
Wales  to  be  85,000  aores,  and  the  profit 
derived  from  them,  in  the  way  of  rent^ 
to  be  nil.    The  Betom  went  on  to  81/ 
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ihat  ■Uhoagli  no  profit  was  reoelTed  from 
this  Bonroe,  there  were  profits  reoeiyed 
from  other  sourcee — ^namely,  the  profits 
of  mines,  rents  for  sporting,  estrays,  &c. 
Now,  with  regard  to  the  mines  he  con- 
tended that  they  should  be  managed  in 
the  way  that  wonld  develop  them  most 
for  the  good  of  the  country;  but  his 
charge  against  the  Department  with  re- 
ference to  the  management  of  mines  was 
that  their  policy  tended  to  retard  the 
development  of  the  mines,  and  so  do  a 
veiy  serious  injury  to  the  people  and 
to  the  oountry.  The  terms  demanded 
1^  the  Goomiissioners  of  Woods  and 
^oreats  were  such  as  the  Committee 
wonld  see  at  once  no  private  individual 
wonld  insert  in  his  lease.  It  was 
required  that  on  every  transfer  of  any 
mine  there  should  be  payable  to  the 
Gommisaioners  of  Woods  and  Forests  not 
only  a  quarter  of  the  profits,  but  one- 
fourth  of  the  nominal  profit  on  the  sale 
of  the  mine.  The  only  reason  given  for 
that  provision  was  that  it  put  a  stop  to 
■pemuation  in  mines.  But  a  moment's 
oonsideration  of  this  matter  would  show 
that  the  effect  was  in  the  contrary  direc- 
tion, because  it  was  no  hardship  to  speou- 
hton  who  received  cash  for  their  shares 
to  pay  over  one-fourth  of  the  money  to 
theCommiasioners  of  Woods  and  Forests. 
The  effect,  however,  would  be  very  dif- 
farsnt  in  tiie  case  of  a  man  who  had  dis- 
covered a  good  mine,  and  who  agp:eed 
to  take  no  cash  at  all,  but  only  paid- 
up  shares.  Supposing  he  was  willing 
to  sell  for  £1,000  over  and  above  his 
-vxpmueBf  the  transaction  could  not  be 
~  out  unless  he  could  and  would  find 


£860  in  cash  to  pay  to  the  Commissioners 
of  Woods  and  Forests.  He  maintained 
that  a  provision  of  that  sort  was  calcu- 
lated to  retard  the  development  of  the 
Binioff  reaouroes  of  the  country.  More- 
Ofv,  he  had  known  instances  in  which 
hs  bdiered  that  simply  in  consequence 
cf  the  outrageous  provisions  made  by 
flw  Oommiaaioners,  mines  had  been 
rtoopedy  and  a  large  number  of  miners 
had  Deen  thrown  out  of  work,  and  any- 
saa  living  in  the  neighbourhood  of  mines 
wonUL  understand  the  friU  significance  of 
fta*  Cut.  Not  only  were  there  lead 
I  in  Cardiganshire,  which,  to  a  large 
fc,  for  this  cause  remained  unde- 
vdopadf  but  there  were  also  eold  mines 
ia  asrionethshire,  from  which  it  was  a 
te  that  the  Gommissioners  of  Woods 
Tftissis  had  in  -one  year  received 


no  less  a  sum  than  £2,000.  Here,  again, 
great  complaint  was  made  of  the  conduct 
of  the  Commissioners;  but  he  should 
not  trouble  the  Committee  with  the  de- 
tails, further  than  by  pointing  out  that 
the  practice  appeared  to  be  to  deal  with 
gola  and  lead  mines  in  the  same  arbitrary 
and  inconsiderate  manner.  Now,  his 
proposal  was  to  relieve  the  Department 
of  all  trouble  and  responsibility  with 
regard  to  the  soil  and  surface  of  these 
85,000  acres  of  land,  an  arrangement 
that  would  allow  for  the  reduction  of 
the  establishment  to  about  the  extent 
represented  by  the  sum  by  which  he 
moved  the  reauction  of  this  Yote.  He 
contended  that  the  present  system  of 
control  could  not  be  maintained  with 
advantage  to  the  country;  and  he  be- 
lieved that  if  the  full  Return  asked  for, 
showing  the  receipts  and  expenditure, 
had  been   granted,  it  would  have  ap- 

E eared  that  a  large  sum  of  money  was 
eing  paid  for  no  useful  purpose  what- 
ever. He  challenged  the  noble  Lord 
in  charge  of  the  Estimates  to  .say  what 
the  rents  for  sporting  amounted  to. 
As  far  as  his  own  experience  went  the 
Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests 
occasionally  got  an  English  gentleman  to 
take  a  lease,  and  to  pay  rent  for  a  certain 
number  of  years ;  but  although  he  was 
aware  that  such  instances  had  occurred, 
he  had  never  known  or  heard  of  any 
such  lease  being  renewed.  It  sometimes 
happened,  also,  that  a  neighbouring  land- 
owner took  one  of  those  leases  for  the 
purpose  of  better  preserving  his  own 
adjoining  shooting ;  and  they  were,  per- 
haps, renewed  in  cases  of  that  kmd. 
However  that  might  be,  he  felt  certain 
that  the  amount  of  revenue  derived  from 
the  lotting  of  sporting  rights  was  exceed- 
ingly small.  Next  came  the  revenue 
from  ostrays,  the  meaning  of  which  was 
the  profit  derived  from  the  catching 
of  stray  sheep.  Upon  this  subject  he 
would  remark  that,  having  gone  care- 
fully into  the  question,  ho  behoved  that 
the  opinion  in  tho  country  was  that  a 
great  deal  of  wrong  went  on  under  the 
name  of  taking  estrays.  He  had  never 
been  able  to  ascertain  in  what  way  the 
revenue  under  this  head  was  made  up  or 
collected ;  but  perhaps  the  noble  Lord 
would  bo  able  to  say  something  in  ex« 
planation  of  this  matter.  Ho  believed, 
however,  that  the  Committee  would 
agree  that  unless  the  revenue  derived 
from  this  source  was  large  and  import- 
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ant,  the  sooner  sucli  a  system  was  done 
away  with  the  better.  Now,  with  re- 
gard to  the  policy  of  the  Commissioners 
of  Woods  and  Forests.  He  contended 
that  it  was,  as  far  as  possible,  to  keep 
these  lands  in  their  present  position,  to 
prevent  any  inclosure  or  improvement ; 
and  he  would  go  to  the  extent  of  saying 
that  the  Department  of  Woods  and 
Forests,  in  preventing  ixjiprovement, 
went  a  g^eat  deal  further  than  any 
private  landowner  would  dream  of 
going.  What  had  been  the  policy  of 
the  Commissioners  with  regard  to  the 
question  of  inclosure  ?  He  could  trace 
it  down  from  the  year  1845,  and  even 
further  back.  He  would  point  out  to 
the  Committee  that  several  Inclosure 
Acts  had  been  passed  previous  to  that 
time,  and  that  the  share  obtained  by  the 
Crown  under  those  Acts  was  l-20th.  In 
1844  a  Return  was  made  to  the  House 
of  the  transactions  which  had  taken 
place  between  the  Duke  of  Newcastle 
and  the  Department  of  Woods  and 
Forests;,  ana  by  a  reference  to  the 
Papers  it  would  be  found  that  they 
obtained  a  20th  share  in  respect  of 
some  of  the  land  bought  by  his  Grace, 
and  1-1 6th  share  in  respect  of  other  por- 
tions. But,  coming  down  to  later  times, 
he  would  mention  the  case  of  Borth,  a 
village  in  Cardiganshire,  on  the  sea,  the 
higher  portion  of  which  was  much  re- 
sorted to  by  tourists  and  strangers.  The 
lower  part  was  in  the  occupation  of  per- 
sons of  whom  he  should  not  be  wrong  in 
saying  that  they  were  all,  or  nearly  all, 
the  owners  of  the  freehold  of  their  houses, 
but  the  possessors  of  no  other  property. 
The  village  was  built  on  the  shingle 
thrown  up  by  the  sea,  and  behind  it  was 
a  morass  many  miles  in  extent.  Now, 
it  was  said  to  be  merely  a  question  of 
time  when  this  village  would  be  washed 
away,  unless  something  effectual  was 
done  to  protect  it — and  something  which 
the  owners  of  the  houses  were  not  in  a 
position  to  do  unaided.  At  the  back 
of  the  village  there  was  an  extent  of 
Crown  land ;  and,  a  few  years  ago,  a 
movement  was  set  on  foot  to  get  this  land 
enclosed,  part  of  it  being  set  aside  and 
sold  for  the  purpose  of  raising  money  to 
protect  the  village  from  the  sea.  The 
,  whole  of  the  facts  were  put  before  the 
Department;  but,  so  far  from  doing 
what  any  private  individual  would  have 
felt  bound  to  do  under  the  circumstances, 
the  Commissioners  simply  ignored  the 

Mr.  Pugh 


danger  to  the  village,  and  refdsed  to 
render  any  assistance,  or  to  permit  the 
inclosure,  except  upon  the  most  in- 
equitable and  unjust  terms.  Since  the 
time  he  referred  to— 1877 — things  had 
gone  from  bad  to  worse ;  and,  as  far  as 
he  knew,  the  Crown,  or  rather  the  coun- 
try, had  received  no  revenue  whatever 
from  this  land.  Then  there  was  another 
case,  in  connection  with  about  2,000 
acres  of  land  in  Carmarthenshire,  called 
L]  anil  win  Mountain,  which  b^onged 
to  the  Crown,  and  from  which,  he  be- 
lieved, no  revenue  was  derived.  There 
had  been  much  correspondence  on  the 
subject  between  the  people  of  the  dis- 
trict and  the  Office  of  Woods  and 
Forests.  This  was  land  much  of  it 
suitable  for  building  purposes,  and  all 
for  cultivation,  and  which,  if  so  used, 
he  had  no  doubt,  would  greatly  benefit 
that  part  of  the  country.  After  the 
refused  of  the  Commissioners  to  accept 
the  proportion  of  1-1 2th,  or  any  fixed 
proportion  at  all,  they  proposed  that  the 
people  should  appoint  as  arbitrator  to 
decide  the  proper  proportion  one  of 
several  persoms  whom  the  Woods  and 
Forests  Department  were  in  the  habit 
of  employing.  The  people  selected  one 
accordingly;  but  that  did  not  suit  the 
Department,  who  clearly  intended  that 
the  terms  should  not  be  carried  out; 
and  they,  accordingly,  insisted  upon 
giving  their  own  instructions  to  tnat 
gentleman,  and  refused  to  allow  him 
otherwise  to  proceed.  Those  instruc- 
tions were  most  unfair,  and  conceived 
entirely  in  the  interests  of  the  Depart- 
ment. It  would,  he  believed,  be  ab- 
solutely impossible  to  carry  out  any 
inclosure  upon  such  terms.  The  Crown 
retained  the  management  of  the  land, 
and  that,  he  thought,  was  to  be  deplored 
in  the  interests  of  the  whole  countiy.  If 
the  whole  of  these  85,000  acres  were  in- 
closed, the  portion  allotted  to  the  Crown 
could  be  sold  in  whatever  manner  the 
Crown  thought  proper,  and  it  would 
be  readily  bought  up  by  the  miners  in 
Wales,  for  the  purpose  of  building  cot- 
tages and  making  gardens,  and  indo- 
sures  for  pasturage.  TheDepartment,  by 
retaining  the  whole  of  this  land,  oonld 
derive  no  profit — but  the  result  was  that 
no  tree  could  be  planted,  no  fence  oonld 
be  made,  and  no  drain  or  ditch  oonld  be 
dug.  With  reference  to  improvements,  if 
a  man  wished  to  put  up  a  fence,  the  De- 
partment acted  ia  »  way  whioh  no  private 
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iadividaal  would  adopt  The  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Denbighshire  (Sir 
WaAdn  Wjnn)  was  the  lora  of  many 
manoTB  in  North  Wales,  and  wheneyer 
any  of  his  tenants  wished  to  make  any 
tmpxoyement  apon  the  land  he  was 
prepared  to  allow  them  to  do  so,  upon 
thar  acknowledging  his  right  and  pay- 
ins  a  reasonable  sum  by  way  of  aoknow- 
iM^ent.  That  was  how  a  landlord 
durald  act ;  bat  that  was  not  the  way 
in  which  the  Woods  and  Forests  De- 
pirtment  acted.  What  they  did  in  such 
a  case  was  this.  After  a  long  oorre- 
ipondenoe  they  would  allow  two  neigh- 
booring  owners  to  put  up  a  fence  between 
fliem  at  a  nominal  rent ;  and  after  the 
&nee  had  been  completed  they  would 
leftise  any  longer  to  reoeive  the  nominal 
mt  agreed  upon,  and  insist  upon  the 
payment  of  a  rent  calculated  according 
to  the  improYcd  value  of  the  sheep- 
walks.  In  a  case  of  which  he  knew, 
flie  rent  charged  was  2#.  6i.  a-year; 
but  before  two  years  expired,  after 
tte  ience  was  completed,  upon  which 
die  owners  had  expended  not  less  than 
£100,  the  Department,  in  the  inte- 
rests of  the  countzy,  as  they  said,  re- 
Ibsed  any  longer  to  accept  2f.  6</.  a- 

K,  but  demanded  £7  or  £8  a-year. 
re  was  another  case  where  two  ten- 
nis  of  one  landlord,  who  had  sheep- 
valka  extending  oyer  a  large  tract  of 
soimtryy  put  up  a  fence  as  between 
fhemaelyes,  without  any  help  from  the 
kadlord.  An  offer  was  made  to  acknow- 
ledge the  lights  of  the  Grown,  and  to 
pay  a  reasonable  sum  in  acknowledg- 
Biaiit;  bnt  no  acknowledgment  was  ao- 
•iptedy  and  the  fence,  he  belieyed,  had 
to  be,  and  was  actually,  taken  up. 
Were  the  Cbmmittee  indined  to  vote 
for  the  continuance  of  that  sort  of 
flinff  f  It  was  a  disgrace  to  any  Pub- 
SeDspartment  that  such  things  were 
aDowed  to  go  on.  He  would  not  men- 
in  the  matter ;  but  he  had  a 
from  the  agent  of  one  of  the 
_  landowners  in  Oardiganshire — 
fta  agent  himself  also  being  in  an  in- 
ispendent  position — stating  that  he  had 
•OMoIted  with  his  employer,  and  they 
Well  fslt  bound  to  dedine  to  furnish  him 
iritik  infbnnation,  lest  the  estate  should 
Ul  under  the  lash  of  the  Department. 
He  hoped  some  asaurance  would  be 
|ma  Aat  tf»M  matter  would  be  in- 
fniid  into  in  some  proper  manner;  and 
sodi  an  aMiinuu)e  could  be  g^yen 


he  should  ask  the  Committee  to  diyide 
upon  his  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £11,196,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  coarse  of  payment  during  Uie  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  Her  Majesty's 
Woods,  Forests,  and  Land  Revenues,  and  of 
the  Office  of  Luid  Revenue  Records  and  Inrol- 
menta."— (ifr.  Fugh,) 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
remarked,  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
brought  a  series  of  very  grave  charges 
against  the  Commissioners  of  Woods  and 
forests.  The  hon.  Member  argued,  in 
the  first  place,  that  £2,000  might  easily 
be  saved  in  connection  with  that  Depart- 
ment. He  had  no  doubt  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber might  be  an  economical  adminis- 
trator ;  but  he  had  considerable  doubt 
whether  the  hon.  Member  would  be 
able  to  save  £2,000  out  of  £1,600,  which 
was  all  that  was  expended  in  Wales. 
In  1852  the  receipts  of  the  Department 
amounted  to  about  £6,000  ;  in  1881 
they  amounted  to  £18,770;  and,  in  ad- 
dition to  that  increase  of  Revenue,  they 
had  derived,  from  the  sale  of  a  large 
number  of  quit  rents  and  other  fixed 
rents,  to  the  extent  of  £135,000,  what 
would  amount  to  over  £4,000  in  inte- 
rest. Ab  to  the  charge  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  the  Department  acted  harshly 
and  unjustly  towards  individuals  brought 
in  contact  with  them,  and  that  the 
reg^ations  respecting  mining  leases 
were  such  as  to  entirely  check  the  de- 
velopment of  mines,  he  found  that  the 
income  had  increased  from  £7,127  in 
1868  to  over  £9,000  in  1881.  That  did 
not  appear  as  if  the  provision  with  re- 
gard to  mine  leases  had  entirely  checked 
the  development  of  mines  in  Wales. 
With  respect  to  that  provision,  he  was 
not  prepared  to  say  whether  it  was 
wise  or  not;  but  it  was  introduced 
to  check  speculation  in  mines.  He  could 
not  exactly  understand  the  object 
of  the  hon.  Member's  remarks  with 
respect  to  the  sporting  rights  of  the 
Crown.  Did  he  wish  the  Crown  to  give 
those  rights  to  certain  persons  free  of 
any  charge,  or  did  he  think  they  should 
obtain,  as  they  now  did,  the  best  price 
they  could  on  behalf  of  the  public  ?  As 
to  sheep  straying,  the  hon.  Member 
seemed  to  suggest  that  the  Crown  ap- 
pointed men  for  stealing  sheep ;  but  the 
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Crown  did  not  appoint  the  men  referred 
to.  They  were  appointed  by  the  Com- 
moners, in  order  to  prevent  sheep  get- 
ting on  to  the  commons ;  and  if  those 
men  did  not  rightly  perform  their  duties, 
the  people  who  should  complain  and 
deal  with  the  matter  would  be  the  Com- 
moners who  appointed  them.  Then, 
with  respect  to  the  question  of  inclo- 
sures,  the  hon.  Member  said  the  Crown 
asked  for  too  large  a  proportion  of  the 
value.  There  had  been  considerable 
difB.culty  in  ascertaining  what  propor- 
tion the  Crown  should  demand,  and  it 
was  found  that  the  amount  had  varied 
very  considerably.  The  Woods  and 
Forests  Department  had,  therefore,  re- 
cently adopted  a  rule  that  before  they 
agreed  to  any  indosures  there  should 
be  an  arbitration  between  the  Common- 
ers and  the  Crown,  in  order  to  ascertain 
the  fair  proportion  due  to  the  Crown. 
In  all  such  cases  the  Department  offered 
to  pay  one-half  of  the  cost  of  the  inquiry, 
and  it  was  found  that  the  proportion  re- 
ceived by  the  Crown  in  such  cases  had 
varied  from  one-tenth  to  one-half.  The 
hon.  Member  had  referred  to  one  or 
two  particular  cases  of  hardship,  and 
he  should  be  extremely  obliged  if  the 
hon.  Member  would  give  him  the  par- 
ticulars of  those  cases,  in  order  that  he 
might  investigate  them.  With  regard 
to  the  lash  of  the  Woods  and  Forests 
Department  which  had  been  alluded  to, 
he  did  not  believe  that  any  such  act  of 
tyranny  as  that  suggested  would  be 
exercised ;  and,  at  any  rate,  if  the  hon. 
Member  would  give  him  such  informa- 
tion as  he  wanted  upon  this  question, 
he  would  undertake  that  no  one  should 
suffer.  Then,  with  regard  to  the  final 
charge  respecting  fences,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber stated  that  the  Crown  had  agreed 
to  allow  tenants  to  erect  a  fence  at  2«.  6(^. 
a-year,  and  had  suddenly  broken  the 
bargain,  and  raised  the  rent  to  £7  or 
£8.  He  was  bound  to  say  that  that 
charge  was  a  great  surprise  to  him,  and 
if  the  hon.  Member  were  to  give  him 
the  particulars  of  the  case  he  would 
have  that  also  carefully  investigated. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  recently  changed 
the  wording  of  his  Amendment,  which, 
as  it  stood  for  many  weeks,  proposed 
simply  to  strike  off  the  salary  of  Mr. 
Howard,  one  of  the  Commissioners ;  but 
within  the  last  day  or  two  the  form  had 
been  altered  to  a  reduction  of  £2,000. 
Mr.  Howard,  even  if  aU  that  had  been 
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said  by  the  hon.  Member  respecting  him 
was  correct,  had  done  a  large  amount 
of  work  outside  Wales,  and  it  would 
not  be  fair  to  deprive  him  of  all  his 
salary.  He  had  been  sufferinp^  from  a 
severe  illness,  and  after  he  had  dis« 
charged  his  duties  for  many  years  in 
the  way  in  which  he  had  discharged 
them,  he  (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) 
was  bound  to  say  that  he  believed  the 
charge  of  the  hon.  Member  would  be 
found  impossible  of  proof. 

Mb.  PUQH  said,  he  wished  to  make 
some  observations  upon  one  or  two 
points  in .  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord. 
A  reflection  of  a  very  serious  nature  had 
been  cast  upon  him  with  regard  to  the 
change  in  the  form  of  his  Motion.  The 
Motion  was  originally  in  the  form  de« 
scribed  by  the  noble  Lord ;  but  he  was 
not  then  aware  of  Mr.  Howard's  state 
of  health,  of  which  he  was  extremely 
sorry  to  hear.  He  assured  the  Com- 
mittee that  nothing  was  further  from 
his  intention  than  to  cast  any  personal 
reflection  upon  Mr.  Howard.  He  simply 
put  Mr.  Howard's  name  in  the  Motion 
as  being  the  gentleman  in  charge  of  this 
particular  matter.  He  had  always 
thought,  and  still  believed,  that  had 
Mr.  Howard  been  in  proper  health  and 
strens^h  these  things  of  which  he 
compmined  would  not  have  occurred. 
He  had  not  intended  to  refer  to  Mr. 
Howard's  name  at  all  in  this  debate; 
but  as  it  had  been  brought  forward  by 
the  noble  Lord,  he  thought  it  right  to  ex* 
plain  why  he  had  originally  mentioned  his 
name  in  connection  with  this  matter.  The 
noble  Lord  said  that  he  (Mr.  Pugh)  had 
charged  the  Crown  with  asking  for  too 
large  a  share  of  the  inclosures.  He 
carefully  guarded  himself  from  saying 
that  they  asked  for  too  large  or  too 
small  a  share,  or  from  expressing  an  opi* 
nion  at  all  upon  the  point,  because  he  did 
not  know  what  tlie  proper  share  of  the 
Crown  was.  He  had  no  objection  to  the 
Crown  having  a  proper  share ;  but  he 
thought  the  inclosures  should  be  en- 
couraged rather  than  discouraged.  He 
did  not  know  why  the  noble  Lord  should 
have  put  the  particular  question  as  to 
sporting  rights;  but  what  he  wished 
was  that  whatever  was  done  should  be 
done  for  the  benefit  of  the  nation.  Hii 
own  opinion  was  that  if  these  inclosures 
were  made,  and  portions  were  sold,  the 
Crown  should  not  retain  the  sporting 
lights  inorder  to  harass  the  people  withf 


B^fPht — OivU  (Aitoi7bt2,  1881}  S&rvtee  Bsiimaiei.  654 


oat  leoeiTing  any  substantial  and  ade- 
qaate  refvenne  therefrom.  With  regard 
to  the  question  of  sheep  straying,  he 
was  at  a  loss  to  know  how  the  Crown 
deriyed  its  rerenue  in  this  respect.  If  the 
noUe  Lord  was  right  in  sayine  that  these 
men  were  appointed  by  the  Commoners, 
lie  did  not  know  how  or  when  they  were 
qipointed ;  but  he  would  make  inquiries 
into  the  matter  in  order  to  understand 
bow  the  revenue  from  this  source  was 
collected.  He  did  not  think  there  was 
inything  he  had  said  which  consti- 
tuted a  charge  against  the  Oommis- 
■oners  of  having  decreased  the  re- 
Tvmes  of  the  Crown ;  but  he  did  think 
tte  Crown  were  getting  a  certain  sum 
of  money  which  it  was  not  for  the 
idrantage  of  the  State  to  insist  upon, 
•ad  it  would  be  much  better  for  them 
to  increase  the  sum  which  the  noble 
Lord  pointed  out  as  the  money  they 
obtained  from  the  sale  of  property,  ana 
to  cease  to  get  money  by  the  harassing 
nsthod  of  catching  these  stray  sheep, 
ad  by  the  other  methods  he  had  re- 
ferred to.  As  the  noble  Lord  appeared 
to  doubt  whether  such  a  Toigu.  of  terror 
had  been  established,  he  would  say  that 
tte  letter  to  which  he  had  referred  con- 
tsined  this  passage— which  he  would 
read  to  the  Committee — 

"  I  un  ttfraid  any  information  I  might  give 
jm  on  the  abore  aalrject  might  bring  me  under 
fki  Ui  of  the  Office  of  Woods  and  Forests. 
Ihnefovey  I  think  it  better  not  to  mention 
cnsi.  I  mentioned  the  subject  to  his  employer, 
sod  he  agrees  with  me." 

Mb.  CAINE  said,  he  hoped  the  Go- 
Tenmient  would  pay  no  attention  to 
the  aiguments  advanced  respecting  the 
ground  leases  of  mines.  Ble  had  had 
neat  experience  in  these  matters,  and 
MB  knew  that  the  conditions  in  the  leases 
had  had  a  wholesome  effect  in  checking 
mwholeaome  speculation. 

Mn.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOB  observed, 
Aat  there  was  in  this  Vote  an  item  of 
an  axeeptional  character.  At  page  141, 
mdar  the  heading  "Legal  branch," 
Ane  ^^peared  £1,200  a-year  for  the 
Bolieitory  and  £250  for  the  clerk,  and  a 
flndier  allowanoe  of  £1,080  paid  by  the 
wliBitor  as  salaries  for  clerKs.  It  ap- 
fsand  to  him  to  be  rather  strange,  and 
n  vnusnal  system  in  the  Service,  to 
fam  out  this  clerical  work,  and  he  wished 
W  aik  irhat  was  the  particular  object  of 
or  allowing  this  system  in 
DiparteMiity  when   it  had   been 


swept  away  in  almost  every  other  De- 
partment? The  clerical  work  of  the 
legal  branch  of  this  Department  was 
farmed  out  to  a  solicitor,  who  employed 
such  clerks  as  he  thought  fit,  or  put  the 
money  into  his  own  pocket.  Then  there 
was  another  point  to  which  he  wished 
to  draw  attention.  At  the  bottom  of 
page  148  there  was  a  note  as  to  the 
iCeeper  of  Records.  He  had  £550  a- 
year,  and  he  had  also  emoluments  de- 
rived from  fees ;  and  there  was  an  ar- 
rangement made  with  him  whereby,  if 
such  fees  fell  short  of  £150,  that  sum  was 
made  good  to  him  from  a  public  fund. 
It  was  not  made  clear  from  what  public 
fund  this  balance  was  paid,  and  he  should 
like  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  if  he  could 
give  him  information  on  that  point.  He 
(Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  noticed  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
groaned,  as  only  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  groan,  when  he  (Mr.  A. 
O'Connor)  had  risen.  He  would,  there- 
fore, ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a 
question  as  to  another  point. 

Mr.  JOHN  BEIGHT:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber says  I  groaned.  I  beg  to  say  that  I 
did  nothing  of  the  kind. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
might  have  been  mistaken ;  but  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  remain  in 
the  House  a  little  longer,  he  wished  to 
put  a  question  to  him  with  regard  to  the 
property  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster. 
He  found  in  the  Estimates  an  item  show- 
ing that  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  had 
property  in  the  Savoy,  and  that  the 
Office  of  Woods  was  in  some  manner  in- 
terested in  the  re-letting  of  a  portion  of 
the  estates.  He  would  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  whe- 
ther he  could  inform  the  Committee  if 
the  arrangements  had  been  completed, 
and,  if  so,  what  they  were — whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knew  anything  at 
all  about  the  property  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  in  the  Savoy,  its  present  con- 
dition, and  whether  there  was  or  was 
not  a  rent  paid  to  the  Office  of  Woods  ? 
He  would  not  ask  more  than  two  ques- 
tions at  once,  lest  they  should  be  over- 
looked. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  it  was  found  to  answer  well  to 
make  the  solicitor  responsible  for  the 
work  which  had  been  referred  to  earlier 
on,  and  to  give  him  power  to  employ  a 
clerk,  making  an  allowance  for  such  a 
purpose.    As  to  the  other  question  put 
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to  him  by  the  hon.  Member,  it  was  ar- 
ranged some  years  ago  that  if  the  fees 
of  the  Keeper  of  Becords  did  not  reach 
the  sum  of  £150  the  balance  would  be 
made  good.  These  fees  and  this  arrange- 
ment were  looked  upon  as  a  part  of  the 
salary  of  this  official. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
was  sorry  he  had  not  elicited  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
any  information  as  to  the  property  over 
which  he  was  supposed  to  preside,  and 
for  which  his  Department  sometimes 
paid  rent  to  the  Office  of  Woods,  and 
sometimes  did  not,  because  the  item  this 
year  was  **nf7." 

Mb.  JOHN  BRIGHT:  The  matter  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  endeavoured  to 
call  my  attention  does  not  appear  to  me 
to  arise  out  of  this  Vote.  The  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  has  property  in,  I  suppose,  12 
or  1 8  counties ;  and  it  is  not  likely  that, 
on  a  summons  like  this,  without  Notice, 
I  should  be  able,  or  even  willing,  to  go 
into  details  with  regard  to  that  property. 
It  may  be  sufficient  to  say  that  the  in- 
come in  respect  of  the  property  has 
greatly  increased  of  late  years.  I  do 
not  attribute  that  in  the  least  degree  to 
anything  that  I  myself  have  done ;  but 
some  of  my  Predecessors  have  under- 
stood the  affairs  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster extremely  well,  and  the  property 
has  greatly  prospered.  Hon.  Members 
know  that  the  income  the  Crown  de- 
rives from  the  property  is  very  much 
larger  than  it  was  a  few  years  ago.  At 
the  same  time,  I  must  say  that  no  one 
makes  any  complaint  of  the  manage- 
ment of  the  affairs  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster.  Its  tenants  all  over  the  coun- 
try are  imcomplaining  and  satisfied. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
had  not  touched  upon  this  question. 

Mb.  JOHN  BRIGHT:  I  am  asked 
a  general  question  as  to  the  manage- 
ment of  the  property,  and  as  to  some- 
thing which  is  said  to  be  owins  to  the 
Office  of  Woods.  I  know  nothing  of 
that  question  ;  but  if  the  matter  is  one 
that  the  Committee  thinks  it  worth  while 
to  go  into,  and  upon  which  the  Com- 
mittee desires  information,  if  sufficient 
Notice  is  g^ven  I  shall  endeavour,to  fur- 
nish it.  Upon  a  matter  which  does  not 
come  regularly  under  a  Vote,  it  is  cus- 
tomary for  an  hon.  Member  to  give 
Notice  of  a  question,  so  that  a  Minister 
may  be  prepared  to  give  a  satisfactory 
answer.    As  the  Oommittee  knows  per- 
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fectly  well,  the  expenses  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  are  not  voted  bv  Parliament, 
and  do  not  come  under  the  cognizance 
of  Parliament. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
did  not  wish  to  make  an  attack  on  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  but  merely 
wished  to  know  why  a  certain  source  of 
income  connected  with  the  Vote  had 
been  cut  off,  that  source  of  income  being 
the  payment  of  rental  by  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  to  the  Office  of  Woods  on  ac- 
count of  property  in  the  Savoy.  The 
interruption,  he  believed,  was  only  tem- 
porary, depending  upon  the  settlement 
or  an  arrangement  of  the  details  of  the 
administration  of  the  particular  property. 
He  had  been  anxious  to  elicit  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  was  connected 
with  the  property  whether  the  arrange- 
ments which  were  in  hand  some  time 
ago  had  been  completed,  and  if  so  what 
they  were;  and  also  if  he  could  tell 
them  what  the  property  was  in  the 
Savoy,  and  why  tne  Duchy  had  to  pay 
over  in  normal  years  any  rent  whatso- 
ever. The  thing  was  quite  pertinent  to 
this  Yote,  as  the  question  was  one  of  in- 
come. [Lord  Fbedebiok  Cavendish  dis- 
sented.] The  noble  Lord  opposite  shook 
his  heaa ;  but  it  must  be  income  as  it 
was  an  extra  receipt.  ["No,  no!**] 
When  money  was  paid  over  by  the 
Duchy  to  the  Office  of  Woods  the  Office 
of  Woods  must  be  a  gainer,  and  when 
they  were  going  over  this  Vote  it  was 
peifectly  fair  for  him  to  ask  why  a  sum 
which  generally  came  under  it  did  not 
come  under  it  this  year. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(12.)  £25,765,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Works  and  Public  Buildings  Office. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
was  sorry  that  he  should  have  to  rise  so 
often  on  these  Votes ;  but  he  should  not 
do  so  if  other  Members  would  take  the 
same  trouble  in  going  over  these  ques- 
tions that  he  did.  There  was  sometniug 
so  patent  on  the  iajoQ  of  this  Vote  thf^ 
he  could  not  pass  over  it.  It  set  forth 
a  comparison  between  the  number  of 
officials  in  the  Office  of  Works  at  pre- 
sent and  those  who  had  been  employed 
in  former  years.  Although  this  year 
there  was  a  Surveyor  of  Inland  Revenue 
Buildings  at  a  saljaxy  of  £650|  there  wai. 
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U7«tt  no  ofitcer  at  that  salazy;  in 

iMtiOalookmg  at  last  year's  Estimates, 

Ally  fcnmd   there  ^was  no  Soireyor  of 

IiliDdBeveilue  Buildings,  and  no  charge 

Bide  for  him.    There  were  10  first  class 

nnejOTB  shown  this  year  against  eight 

Ink  year,  and  £2,143  charge  as  against 

£1,7S4  last  year.     But,  as  a  matter  of 

&efc,  there  were  not  eieht  last  year;  there 

vmonly  aeveny  and  the  amoont  charged 

wunot  £1,784,    but  £1,034.     Then, 

igiin,  lower  down,  there  was  one  tem- 

ponzy  dark  of  works  shown  this  year 

M  against  seven  last  year.    But  there 

w«e  not  seyen  laat  year;  as  a  matter  of 

faet,  there  were  only  three.    A^ain,  for 

ttBiporary  aaaiatanoe  in  the  Office  in 

Ckina  in  this  year's  Estimate  £850  was 

Ci  down  as  ag^nst  £330  last  year ; 
k  there  was  no  such  item  as  £830 
Aaiged  last  year.  In  the  same  way  the 
fignze  pat  down  for  travelling  expenses 
ferlast  year  was  inaccurate,  and  throuffh- 
wk  the  Vote  all  the  figures  appeared  to 
be  wrong  and  misleading.  There  was 
aaotheir  point  upon  which  he  should  like 
■ome  explanation.  Under  tiiis  Vote 
fte  Appropriation  Account  showed  that 
£46,000  was  reoeiyed  by  the  Office  of 
Woiks  for  Southwark  f^rison;  but  the 
Rnanoe  Account  showed  the  item  to  be 
£46,100.  It  was  very  unfortunate  that 
iodi  disocepancies  as  this  should  occur. 
Ma.  SHAW  LEFEYBE  said,  the  dis- 
npanctes  in  question  were  easily  ex- 
damed.  There  had  been  a  transfer 
mm  the  Inland  Bevenue  Department 
fee  the  (MBoe  of  Works  of  certain  officials. 
llieiefi»e,  whilst  there  had  been  no  in- 
crease in  the  numbers,  the  charges  were 
f«k  under  different  heads,  and  the  account 
rendered  somewhat  complicated. 


Vote  mgrud  to. 


(13.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 

"That  a  man^  not  exoeeding  £10,000,  be 
to  Her  Majasty,  to  complete  the  sum 
y  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
h  aonae  of  pftyment  daring  the  year  ending 
Slat  day  of  Haroh,  1882,  for  Her  Ma- 
jHly^  Focaign  and  other  Secret  Services." 

lb.  G0B8T  said,  that  if  he  could  get 
tty  sapport  at  all  hoia  any  part  of  the 
Cbamittoe  lie  intended  to  divide  against 
ftii  Tote.  He  did  not  think  they  could 
inai  it  at  any  tpcoat  length  at  this 
laaod  of  the  MMion ;  but  they  had 
WnsMd  it  aome  time  uo  in  Committee 
a Foraign  Offloe  vote.  It  seemed 


to  him  that  the  existence  of  such  a  Vote 
as  this  in  their  accounts  was  not  at  all 
creditable  to  the  Administration,  and  it 
was  a  remarkable  thing  to  him  that  the 
whole  of  the  money  granted  for  Secret 
Service  appeared  to  be  spent  every 
year.  He  found  it  very  difficult  to 
believe  that  it  could  be  necessary  to 
spend  the  whole  of  this  money ;  but,  at 
any  rate,  if  such  a  charge  was  to  be 
made  for  the  Public  Service  of  the 
country,  the  Ministers  of  the  various  De- 
partments which  were  concerned  in  the 
expenditure  ought,  at  least,  to  certify 
that  the  money  had  been  spent,  and  that 
it  had  been  spent  on  the  Public  Service. 
He  believed  they  were  told,  when  the 
matter  was  last  under  discussion,  that 
the  money  was  only  accounted  for  by  the 
Treasury,  and  that  the  Ministers  of  the 
other  Departments  wore  not  called  upon 
to  certify  as  to  payments  made,  and 
that  it  would  be  inconsistent  with  the 
character  of  the  Service  if  that  was  done 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  seemed  to  think 
was  done. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  The 
Ministers  of  the  various  Departments 
do  certify. 

Mb.  GORST  said,  he  did  not  believe 
it.  The  Vote,  as  it  stood,  was  objection- 
able; and  if  it  were  to  be  allowed  at 
all,  Ministers  should  be  required  to 
certify  that  the  money  had  been  spent 
in  the  Public  Service.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve the  Secret  Service  money  was  at 
all  necessary ;  and  if  any  hon.  Members 
would  support  him  he  would  take  a 
vote  upon  the  subject. 

Mb.  BROADHURST  said,  he  wished 
this  Vote  could  be  got  rid  of  altogether. 
It  was  a  source  of  great  uneasiness  and 
regret  to  many  people  that  it  should 
exist  at  all.  Many  working  men  be- 
lieved that  a  large  portion  of  this  money 
was  spent  amongst  very  violent  agitators, 
who  were  sent  to  take  part  in  working 
men's  political  and  other  movements  for 
the  purpose  of  leading^  working  men  to 
extremes.  [**No,  no!"]  Well,  he  was 
only  saying  that  which  ho  knew  to  be  a 
very  general  opinion  amongst  working 
men,  and  he  was  not  stating  whether  or 
not  that  oj^inion  was  correct.  It  was 
very  generally  believed  that  the  late 
Administration  was  seriously  misled  as 
to  the  state  of  public  opinion  by  the 
expenditure  of  a  part  of  this  Secret 
Service  money.    This  was  a  very  gene- 
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ral  opinion  ;  and  lie  was  bound  to  say 
that  he,  at  that  time,  had  himself  shared 
in  it.     There  were  men  in  London  who, 
it  was  perfectly  well  known,  forced  their 
company  upon  workmen   and    pushed 
themselves  into  every  movement  that 
was  started.     These  people  were  always 
making  the  most  extreme  and  the  most 
ridiculous  proposals  in  order  to  lead 
practical  men  astray,  and  the  opinion 
was  that  these  persons  were  very  fre- 
quently fed  out  of  the  Secret  Service 
money.     Well,  then  there  was  another 
very  general  impression  abroad  amongst 
a  large  number  of  the  electors,  and  it 
was  this — that  Members  of  Parliament 
received  pay  for  attending  and  sitting 
on  Committees  and  Eoyal  Commissions 
— l^Laught&r'] — and  this,  he  could  assure 
the  Committee,    was    really   a   serious 
matter,  and  he,  unfortunately,  had  been 
a  victim  to  the  ridiculous  belief.     The 
opinion  outside  was  that  Members  of 
Parliament  got  five  or  six  guineas  a-day 
for  sitting  upon  Committees,  and  that 
those '.who  had  been  unfortunate  in  not 
having  been  placed  on  a  sufficient  num- 
ber of  Committees  during  a  year  had 
the  deficiency  made  up  to  them  out  of 
the  Secret  Service  money.     l^Laught&r.l 
This,  no  doubt,    appeared  to  be  very 
ridiculous  ;  but  he  was  perfectly  sincere 
in  assuring  the  Committee  that  this  opi- 
nion prevailed.     Many  electors,  to  his 
knowledge,   had  said  —  **If  this  man 
was  not  going  to  Parliament  to  make 
something  out   of  it,    would  he  come 
amongst  us  to  spend  so  much  money 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  returned?'* 
This  was  a  very  general  impression,  and 
a  very  distressing  case  was  brought  under 
his  notice  less  than  14  days  back — in 
fact,  it  came  into  his  office  in  the  Strand. 
A  friend  of  his  came  to  him  and  con- 
gratulated him  that,  since  he  had  been 
in  Parliament,  from  the  various  secret 
modes  of  paying  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment, he  had  received  sufficient  money 
to  enable  him  to  set  up  a  carriage  and 
pair    and    four  servantfl.      Well,   this 
statement  had  caused  him  a  consider- 
able amount  of  regret — in  the  first  place, 
because  of  the  terrible  state  of  ignorance 
it  displayed  amongst  a  large  number  of 
people ;  but  he  was  bound  to  admit  that 
by  far  the  greater  cause  of  regret  was 
the  fact  that  it  was  not  true.     For  these 
reasons,  and  many  other  reasons  which 
he    did    not    consider  it    necessary  to 
detail  to  the  Oommittee  at  thia  time 

Mr,  Broadhurst 


of  night,  he  would  suggost  that  this 
very  extraordinary  and  suspicious  item 
in  our  National  Expenditure  should  be 
got  rid  of.  If  it  were  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  secret  information  should  be 
obtained,  ho  would  pay  for  it  by  some 
other  means  than  by  putting  down  the 
lump  sum  of  £30,000  a-year.  He  hoped 
the  noble  Lord  would  be  in  a  position  to 
tell  them  next  year  that  he  was  able  to 
abolish  the  Vote  altogether,  so  that  this 
g^eat  cause  of  suspicion  might  be  re* 
moved  from  the  minds  of  the  electors. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Gh)rst)  said  that,  in  his  opinion, 
the  Ministers  who  expended  this  money 
ought  to  *be  personally  responsible,  and 
ought  to  certify  that  it  was  spent  in  the 
Public  Service.  I  stated  across  the 
House  that  they  do  so  at  present ;  where- 
upon the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
with  that  courtesy  and  good  taste  he 
always  exhibits,  replied — **  I  don't  be- 
lieve it."  I  should  have  imagined  that 
any  man  who  has  sat  in  this  House  for 
any  length  of  time  could  not  have  been 
ignorant  of  one  of  the  most  elementary 
points  of  detail  in  connection  with  the 
discharge  of  Ministerial  functions  here. 
I  should  have  thought  that  everyone 
knew  that  the  Minister  who  is  respon- 
sible for  the  expenditure  of  any  portion 
of  the  Secret  Service  money  makes  a 
declaration  in  writing,  stating  that  he 
hereby  certifies  that  the  actual  amount 
which  has  been  expended  by  himself  for 
Secret  Service  is  so  many  pounds ;  and 
on  the  strength  of  that  certificate  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  General  certi- 
fies to  the  correctness  of  the  account. 

Mr.   aORST  asked  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  quoting  from? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  am 
quoting  from  the  certificate  that  every 
Minister  signs,  and  that  which  I  should 
have  thought  would  have  been  a  matter 
of  the  commonest  knowledge  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  Meads  ci 
Departments  are  personally  responsible 
for  the  appropriation  of  the  Secret  Ser- 
vice money.  With  regard  to  what  my 
hon.  Friend  behind  me  (Mr.  Broad- 
hurst),  who  spoke  in  a  very  different 
tone  on  this  matter,  said,  I  am  glad  that 
we  should  have  had  the  opportunity  of 
revealing  some  popular  mistakes  wift 
regard  to  this  Secret  Service  money ;  and 
I  can  only  avail  myself  of  this  oppor* 
tunity  of   explaining  to  the  oountiji 
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daoagh  hitn,  that  the  method  he  has 
d6scxu>ed  is  not  exactly  the  way  in  which 
the  Secret  Service  money  is  employed. 
I  am  not  here  to  answer  for  what  the 
late  Chyreminent  did  ;  and  for  ourselves 
I  etnnot  tell  thehon.  Gentleman  what  is 
done  with  the  Secret  Service  money,  be- 
oanse  if  I  did  I  should  destroy  the  goose 
that  lays  the  golden  egff .  The  very  ob- 
jeet  of  having  Secret  Serrice  money  is 
that  it  shall  be  spent  without  anybody 
knowing  what  is  done  with  it.  *  All  Gk>- 
nmments  have  a  fiind  at  their  disposal 
for  Secret  Services,  and  they  spend  it, 
M  we  do,  on  the  public  good  and  the 
pablic  safety.  The  House  of  Commons 
flaoea  this  limited  sum  at  the  disposal 
v  the  Executive  Government,  on  the 
nqmnsibiUty  of  the  Ministers  who  spend 
iL  All  I  can  say  is,  and  it  is  all  I  ought 
to  say  under  the  circumstances,  that  I 
believe  this  is  a  fund  which  is  necessary 
ht  evdry  Government  to  have  at  its  dis- 
poial,  and  that  the  public  would  suffer 
fsry  severely,  and  probably  very  dan- 
gooosly,  if  there  were  no  such  fund 
flapaUe  of  being  spent  upon  the  protec- 
tion of  life  and  property  in  the  country. 
Mb.  DHjLWYN  said,  he  regretted  as 
Uflh  as  anyone  the  necessity  for  such  a 
ftnd  as  this.  He  had,  it  was  true,  al- 
ways voted  for  it,  but  he  had  always 
ttooght  that  it  should  in  some  way  be 
qoaiified ;  and  he  hoped  that  in  addition 
to  the  assurance  which  had  been  given 
hj  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Sseratary  it  would  be  stated  that  no 
|Kt  of  the  fund  was  expended  in  rais- 
ing the  salaries  of  officials  as  was  for- 
■any  the  case.  He  thought  it  most 
daaoable  that  the  Conmuttee  should 
hatve  an  assurance  that  the  Secret  Ser- 
vice money  was  expended  for  purposes 
altogether  outside  the  Public  Service ; 
and  if  that  were  added  to  the  declaration 
lUflh  had  been  made,  it  would  be  very 
aatiafiMstory  to  himaelf  and  many  hon. 


FBEDEBIGK  CAVENDISH 

the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea 

tha*  the  Besolation  of  .the  House  upon 

Motion  made  by  the  hon.  Member 

Batnley  (Mr.  ByJands)  on  a  former 

had  been  virtually  adopted  by 

Majeetf's  Government  some  years 

»maB  it  was  decided  that  none  of 
Baarat  Service  Fund  should  be  paid 
BMlaiioa     Since  that  time  assurances 
ht  baan  frequent^  given  that  no  offi- 
wera  paid  out  of  the  Vote. 


Mr.  LABOUCHERE  eaid,  he  had  no 

g articular  objection  to  the  Vote,  nor  did 
e  think  that  the  sum  of  £33,000  was 
too  large  to  be  intrusted  to  the  Govern- 
ment m  the  shape  of  Secret  Service 
money.  But  he  would  like  the  noble 
Lord  to  say,  in  addition  to  his  statement 
that  the  system  of  raising  salaries  had 
been  stopped,  that  the  system  of  giving 
pensions  from  this  fund  had  also  been 
discontinued.  He  was  glad  to  hear  the 
noble  Lord  say  it  bad,  and  he  now  asked 
whether  the  whole  of  this  £33,000  was 
spent,  or  whether  it  did  not  often  occur 
that  a  portion  of  it  was  returned  ?  It 
was  improbable  that  the  whole  of  the 
money  was  spent,  and  if  it  were  not  so, 
he  thought  the  Estimates  ought  to  show 
the  amount  actually  expended. 

Mr.  Al^THUK  O^CONNOR  said,  he 
believed  it  was  necessary  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  have  this  money,  because 
he  thought  that  the  present  Government 
would  not  have  been  able  to  do  what 
had  been  done  in  L:eland  without  it.  Of 
this  amount  of  £33,000,  the  greater 
portion  was  paid  over  to  the  Foreign 
Office,  the  Secretaries  of  State  for  the 
other  Departments  receiving  portions  of 
it,  for  which  they  gave  their  receipts 
and  certificates.  He  believed  there  were 
instances  in  which  the  Foreign  Office 
drew  the  whole  of  the  money.  The 
year  before  last  there  was  a  sum  of 
more  than  £5,000  left  in  their  hands 
which  was  returned  to  the  Exchequer, 
and  last  year  there  was  an  amount  of  be- 
tween £1,000  and  £2,000  left  undrawn. 
But  it  did  not  follow  that  because  a  Se- 
cretary of  State  drew  a  certain  sum  of 
money  in  any  particular  year  and  certi- 
fied for  it  that  he  expended  the  whole 
of  it  in  the  course  of  that  year ;  and  cer- 
tainly in  the  Foreign  Office  it  was  the 
practice,  as  disclosed  before  the  Com- 
mittee of  Public  Accounts,  for  the 
Foreign  Secretary  to  draw  what  money 
he  thought  fit  year  by  year,  and  to  have 
a  constantly  increasing  balance  in  his 
hands,  so  that  at  the  time  he  left  Office 
he  had  invariably  a  considerable  sum  to 
hand  back  to  the  Treasury  ;  and  it  was 
found  useful  for  that  Department  to  have 
this  money  available,  because  it  was  al- 
ways liable  to  be  drawn  upon  by  the 
other  Secretaries  of  State,  as  banker  for 
the  Secret  Service  money.  He  was 
quite  at  a  loss  to  understand  what  was 
the  use  made  of  the  Secret  Service 
money  abroad,  unless  it  was  applied  to 
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the  manufacture  of  infernal  machines  in 
America.  But  the  Prime  Minister  had 
admitted  last  year  that  a  sum  of  money 
was  spent  in  Ireland,  although  he  added 
that  he  did  not  think  it  was  a  very  large 
one.  Now,  he  objected  entirely  to  l£e 
expenditure  of  the  Secret  Service  money 
in  Ireland.  It  was  very  well  perhaps 
to  spend  it  in  America ;  but  to  spend  it 
in  Ireland  was  something  against  which 
Irish  Members  might  be  reasonably  ex- 
pected to  protest,  because  they  knew  that 
out  of  this  fund  had  come,  over  and 
over  again  in  past  years,  the  wages  of 
blood,  which  had  kept  the  regular 
Cory  dons  and  others  in  the  pay  of  the 
Government.  Of  course,  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  be  likely  to  allow  an 
investigation  to  take  place  as  to  the 
amount  expended  in  Ireland ;  but  hon. 
Members  might  be  permitted  to  ask 
them  to  state,  in  addition  to  what  ap- 
peared on  the  Estimates  as  the  amount 
of  Secret  Service  money  actually  drawn 
under  this  Vote  and  from  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund,  what  was  the  distribution 
of  it  as  between  the  different  Depart- 
ments. Surely  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  not  object  to  tell  the  Com- 
mittee what  amount  was  allocated  to  the 
Foreign  Office  and  the  Colonial  Office, 
and  what  was  the  amount  which  he 
himself  drew  for  the  purposes  for  which 
he  required  it.  If  this  information  were 
given,  hon.  Members  could,  by  taking 
into  account  the  money  paid  back  into 
the  Exchequer,  ascertain  the  amount 
spent  for  various  purposes  in  Ireland. 
He  had  made  this  appeal  last  year,  and 
he  now  made  it  again,  because  he  did 
not  see  that  there  was  any  reasonable 
ground  for  refusing  the  information 
asked  for.  It  was  also  desirable  to  know 
what  was  the  amount  of  the  Secret  Service 
money  spent  out  of  the  Kingdom  as  well 
as  within  it.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
stated  last  year  that  £5,000  of  the 
money  had  been  left  untouched,  and 
that  the  expenditure  under  the  head  of 
Secret  Service  money  was  a  constantly 
decreasing  item,  and  he  added  that  he 
hoped  in  a  short  time  not  only  to  reduce 
the  amount  of  the  Vote,  but  to  get  rid 
of  it  altogether,  because  there  would  al- 
ways remain  the  £10,000  out  of  the  Con- 
Bolidated  Fimd.  In  consequence  of  that 
statement,  he  felt  there  would  be  a  con- 
siderable reduction  in  the  Vote  of  this 
year ;  and  he  must  express  his  surprise 
at  seeing  the  same  amount  asked  for  now 
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as  was  the  case  12  months  ago,  when 
the  Prime  Minister  made  the  declara- 
tion. 

Mr.  GOHST  said,  it  was  not  an  un- 
common thing  for  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Home  Secretary,  when  he 
got  up  to  lecture  hon.  Members,  entirely 
to  misunderstand  their  point.  His  com- 
plaint was  not  that  Ministers  did  not 
make  a  declaration,  but  that  Parliament 
was  not  asked  to  vote  the  amount  re- 
quired by  the  various  Departments  upon 
the  statement  of  the  Minister  of  each 
Department  that  so  much  was  required 
for  the  service  of  the  country.  The 
Committee  were  asked  to  vote  a  sum  of 
money  en  bloc  which  was  not  accounted 
for,  the  Treasury  being  in  ignorance  of 
the  way  the  money  was  used  by  the 
Ministers  of  the  various  Departments. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  whether  it  was 
out  of  this  Vote  or  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Vote  that  the  money  came  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  found  it  ne- 
cessary to  expend  in  watching  the  houses 
of  Iiish  Members  ? 

Mb.  BIGGAH  said,  that,  speaking  as 
a  Representative  of  the  taxpayers  of  the 
Three  Kingdoms,  he  was  opposed  to 
voting  money  for  Secret  Service  pur- 
poses, because  he  believed  the  Govern- 
ment got  no  corresponding  value  in  re- 
turn. It  was  true  there  were  the  infer- 
nal machines ;  but  these  caused  only  a 
temporary  excitement.  The  police  in 
Ireland  and  in  this  country  knew  veiy 
well  that  information  that  was  of  sub- 
stantial value  could  be  obtained  in  the 
ordinary  way ;  but  if  special  means  were 
taken  the  information  was  always  of  a 
thoroughly  unreliable  nature.  There- 
fore, speaking  from  the  ratepayers'  point 
of  view,  he  would  say  tnat  no  fanlt 
could  be  found  with  the  expenditure  of 
this  money  if  true  information  were 
thereby  obtained;  but,  unfortunately, 
the  general  experience  was  that  the 
value  of  information  was  not  in  direct 
ratio  to  the  amount  paid  for  it— the 
greater  the  bribe,  the  greater  the  in- 
ducement to  give  erroneous  information. 
On  the  question  as  to  how  this  mon^ 
was  distributed  amongst  the  yariooe 
Departments,  he  hoped  the  riffht  hon. 
Gentleman  would  accede  to  tiie  wish 
expressed  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Queen's  County  (Mr.  A. 
O'Connor),  because  if  the  information 
were  given  Irish  Members  would  be 
able  to  make  some  guess  as  to  the  man* 
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Mr  in  wbioh  it  was  expended,  and  what 
¥U  the  Tahie  or  the  jnretenoe  of  value 
TOMired  in  Totam.  On  the  whole,  he 
£d  not  think  the  Ck>mmittee  would  be 
jutified  in  expending  the  taxpayers' 
Boney  upon  aooh  a  fund. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  eaid,  he  thought 
die  Ooremment  were  bound  to  give  the 
Unnmittee  eome  explanation  with  regard 
to  the  aUocation  of  the  Secret  Service 
Fond.  It  was  all  very  well  to  say  that 
IGnistere  oertified  in  a  certain  solemn 
wwj  the  amounts  drawn  by  their  respeo- 
tivB  Departments;  but  that  hardly  made 
Ae  Committee  wiser  as  to  the  objects  on 
vUdi  it  was  expended.  The  hon.  Mem- 
W  for  Qaeen'sGounty  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor) 
kd  pointed  out  that  the  Foreign  Office 
Jrew  by  fkr  the  largest  amount ;  but  he 
kid  also  added  that  the  Foreign  Office 
m  zeapeot  of  the  Secret  Service  money 
wu  a  sort  of  bank  on  which  the  other 
Departments  drew.  He  certainly  thought 
the  Government  might  inform  the  Com- 
mittee what  the  Foreign  Office  really 
ipent  in  obtaining  information.  But, 
kakiDg  to  the  notorious  fact  that  this 
Sipartment  had  had  no  information  on 
My  sabject  of  importance  for  a  long 
tine  bacK,  it  oould  not  be  by  the  Foreign 
Oflee  that  the  Secret  Service  money  was 
wgmL  He  quite  agreed  that  the  Army 
sad  Navy  were  not  fitting  spheres  for 
fhee^enditure  of  the  tuna;  and,  there- 
Jbs^  he  must  come  down  by  a  process  of 
Mtenl  selection  to  the  Home  Office  and 
the  Qfice  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
kid.  With  regard  to  the  Home  Office, 
did  the  promotion  of  bye-elections  enter 
ale  the  question  of  the  allocation  of 
BmnC  Servioe  money  P  No  doubt,  from 
the  point  of  view  of  the  Gkivemment  of 
fte  d^  the  gaining  of  a  bye-election 
«M  a  matter  of  interest,  and  in  the 
of  information  he  certainly  did 
■ae  why  the  Home  Office  should  not 
BOipeeted  of  sueh  an  application  of 
fond.  Then  there  was  no  doubt 
a  oonaiderable  portion  of  the  fund 
into  the  Irish  Department;  and 
Ihey  looked  on  tne  number  of 
and  the  mobability  that  those 
psre  purohased  for  monev  down, 
Membera  had  an  additional  reason 
dsmandiDg  additional  information. 
B  was  of  no  use  that  the  Secretary  to  the 
got  np  in  a  state  of  virtuous 
when  he  heard  these  accusa- 
against  the  Irish  Depart- 
that  Department  had  used 


the  money  unworthily,  and  would  con- 
tinue to  do  so  until  the  connection  be- 
tween the  two  countries  was  severed. 
Under  Ministers  quite  as  Constitutional 
and  quite  as  virtuous  as  the  present 
Administration  Secret  Service  money 
had  been  spent  in  Ireland  in  debauch- 
ing public  and  private  opinion,  in  the 
suborning  of  evidence,  and  in  the  en- 
trapping of  men  by  false  charges.  It  did 
not  follow  that  Gentlemen  sitting  in 
that  House  had  any  direct  hand  in 
transactions  of  this  kind;  but  as  long 
as  every  detail  was  kept  back  from 
public  men,  and  as  long  as  every  clue 
was  refused  to  the  Representatives  of 
the  people,  the  Chiefs  of  Departments 
were  exposed  to  the  misuse  of  this  fund 
by  subordinates  to  which  it  was  now 
necessary  to  refer  more  particularly. 
They  had  heard  in  previous  Sessions  of 
ParHament  of  Sergeant  Talbot,  the  in- 
former, probably  rewarded  out  of  the 
Secret  Servioe  Fund,  who  entrapped 
Irishmen  by  scores  for  the  purpose  of 
denouncing  them  and  bringing  tnem  to 
judgment,  even  adding  to  the  glee  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  of  the  day,  who  was  re- 
garded as  a  defender  of  the  Constitu- 
tion on  the  strength  of  the  arrests  made 
by  Sergeant  Talbot  and  his  allies. 
Again,  Mr.  Porter,  after  his  10  years' 
service  as  magistrate  in  Dublin,  stated 
in  his  reminiscences  that  one  of  the 
stock  institutions  of  the  Dublin  Castle 
Administration  in  Ireland  was  the  main- 
tenance of  a  mock  Court  House,  in  which, 
before  mock  juries,  the  Constabulary 
witnesses  were  trained  in  giving  the 
evidence  which  they  would  have  to  re- 
peat when  the  real  trial  came  on.  In 
the  house  near  Ship  Street  Barracks, 
there  were  juries,  consisting  of  con- 
stables, barristers,  informers,  and  a  paid 
cross- examiner  to  examine  the  latter,  so 
that  they  might  have  their  catechism  by 
heart  when  they  came  forward  to  swear 
away  the  lives  of  Irishmen  afterwards. 
Now,  all  that  must  have  cost  some- 
thing. The  house  near  Ship  Street 
Barracks  was  not  obtained  for  nothing. 
Money  must  have  been  spent  on  the 
rent  of  it,  and  something  more  in  the 
maintenance  of  the  room  which  was  the 
scene  of  that  mock  tribunal,  as  well 
as  upon  the  mock  jury  and  all  en- 
gaged in  the  work  of  priming  witnesses. 
By  whom  was  that  money  paid?  It 
could  not  have  come  out  of  the  pockets 
of  private  individuals,    because,    not- 
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withstanding  the  affectation  of  self- 
sacrifice  which  persons  of  that  sort 
were  wont  to  display,  no  one  had 
ever  suspected  that  class  of  being 
profuse  of  their  money  in  Ireland. 
The  money  must  therefore  have  come 
from  another  source,  and  it  was  inevit- 
able to  conclude  that  it  was  from  the 
Secret  Service  Fund,  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Castle,  that  the  mock  trial,  and  all 
those  scandalous  proceedings,  were  paid 
for,  which  Mr.  Porter  had  described  in 
his  reminiscences.  There  was  the  no- 
torious fact  that  the  Secret  Service 
money,  in  the  management  of  the  Oastle, 
had  been  spent  for  the  most  abominable 
objects — the  forging  of  testimony,  the 
maintenance  of  a  system  of  terrorism 
by  accusations  and  charges  of  every 
kind,  and  the  swearing  away  of  the 
lives  and  liberties  of  Irishmen,  for  the 
general  purpose  of  keeping  up  a  rotten 
system  of  government  in  Ireland.  It 
did  not  occur  to  any  Irish  Member  to 
accuse  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  of  any  parti- 
cipation in  such  proceedings — his  inno- 
cence of  Irish  affairs  being  sufficient  to 
exculpate  him  from  that  charge.  But 
the  work  had  gone  on  generation  after 
generation,  and  he  was  certain  it  was 
going  on  at  that  moment.  The  com- 
pilation of  the  famous  Circular  reminded 
the  Committee  of  the  sort  of  work  that 
was  being  done  in  Ireland.  The  Chief 
Secretary  felt  bound  to  defend  that  Cir- 
cular ;  but  he  knew  that  in  his  heart  of 
hearts  he  disapproved  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber cannot  discuss  Circulars  addressed 
to  constables  in  Ireland  upon  the  Vote 
for  the  Secret  Service  money. 

Mil.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  was  allud- 
ing to  the  Circular  in  question  as  illus- 
trative of  the  kind  of  objects  on  which 
Secret  Service  money  in  Ireland  was  ex- 
pended ;  but  if  the  Chairman  thought 
this  reference  was  out  of  Order,  he 
would  proceed  no  further  with  his  ob- 
servations upon  that  subject.  He  felt 
he  had  more  than  made  out  his  case  for 
an  explanation  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment as  to  the  allocation  of  the 
majority  of  the  Secret  Service  money, 
which,  he  believed,  was  spent  in  Ire- 
land. The  demands  made  upon  the 
Chief  Secretary  had  been  granted  by 
him  in  the  firm  belief  that  they  were 
required.  Sub-inspeotora,  magistrates, 
informers,  &o.,  had  been  paid ;  and  he 

Mr.  O'Donnett 


should  like  a  detailed  statement  of  the 
amounts  expended  in  maintaining  the 
authority  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland,  an 
authority  which  was  maintained  by  such 
detestable  means  as  those  employed. 

Mr.  HEALY  condemned  the  course 
adopted  by  the  Government  with  respect 
to  the  Secret  Service  Funds,  and  asked, 
on  behalf  of  himself  and  his  Colleagues, 
not  as  pryers  or  busy  bodies,  but  as  the 
Bepresentatives  of  a  large  section  of 
the  public,  for  some  satisfactory  informa- 
tion on  the  subject.  He  did  not  ask  for 
details,  but  wished  to  know  how  much 
was  spent  in  England  and  Ireland  and 
abroad,  so  that  they  might  be  able  to 
judge  whether  the  application  of  the 
money  was  proportionate  to  the  amount 
asked  for.  He  did  not  think  this  waa 
asking  too  much.  He  was  glad  to  see 
the  Home  Secretary  in  his  place  when 
this  important  matter  was  before  the 
Committee,  for  he  felt  sure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  knew  a  great  deal  about 
the  allocation  of  this  fund.  They  weire 
accustomed  to  see  the  virtuous  indigna- 
tion of  the  Home  Secretary ;  but  that 
was  surpassed  by  his  placidity,  when  he 
calmly  said  he  could  g^ve  no  informa- 
tion about  this  matter.  He  would  adc 
the  noble  Lord  to  state  whether  the 
Foreign  Office  did  draw  upon  this 
fund. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  said, 
that  the  precise  object  of  the  Hooae  in 
granting  Secret  Service  money  was  thsfe 
the  manner  in  which  it  was  employed 
should  be  kept  secret.  It  was  intended 
that  there  should  be  no  clue  whatever 
to  its  application;  but  the  House  in- 
trusted the  Qovemment  with  this  monej, 
believing  that  they  would  not  impzo- 
perly  employ  it.  To  g^ve  the  informa- 
tion asked  for  would  be  the  first  step 
towards  destroying  the  secrecy  of  tho 
fund.  The  Head  of  the  Department 
was  responsible  for  the  proper  dispoeal 
of  this  fund,  and  the  Head  of  the  De- 
partment expended  the  money  secredj 
under  a  high  sense  of  the  responsibili^ 
vested  in  him  by  the  House  when  it. 
voted  the  money  for  this  fund,    v 

Mr.  E.  POWEB  regretted  the  ab- 
sence of  the  support  formerly  aocoided 
to  the  protest  against  this  Vote  by  the  ! 
hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Ejlandi)  j 
and  other  hon.  Members,  who,   by  a  j 
curious  accident,  had  been  tranafened  ] 
to  the  other  side  of  the  House.     Hie 
Home  Secretary  had  misundentood  tkO- 


B^phf —  Civil 


{Auovn2, 1881 J 


Service  Eetimatee. 


670 


oppoH&A  OIL  tluB  oooanon.  What  they 
vukedto  know  -was,  how  muoh  of  this 
Bunej  wu  Bpent  in  Sngland,  how  much 
in  Beoibad,  and  bow  muoh  in  Ireland  ? 
He  admitted  that  it  was  perfectly  right 
ftrihe  Gh>Teminenty  by  a  system  of  spies 
ind  informers,  to  demoralize  other  coun- 
tries for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  infor- 
mation; but  be  strongly  objected  to  that 
ijstem  being  carried  on  in  Ireland,  and 
fto  the  people  of  bis  country  being  demo* 
nlized  by  tbe  amount  of  Secret  Service 
money  whieb  was  spent  there,  when  it 
waa  rally  granted  for  the  purpose  of  ob- 
taining information  about  foreign  coun- 
triea.  They  had  reason  to  know  what 
Secret  Service  money  had  done  for  Ire- 
land. They  knew  Aie  number  of  men 
whom  it  had  made  dishonest.  They 
knew  bow  it  was  worked.  They  had 
only  to  look  back  on  the  history  of  agi- 
trtions  in  that  country  to  see  the  way  in 
winch  every  public  movement  had  been 
jeatroyed.  He  need  only  allude  to  a 
■an  who  was  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dnngarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
—that  was  Talbot.  By  professing  his 
Budety  to  sever  the  connection  between 
Eagland  and  Ireland,  he  had  gained  the 
eoi&dence  of  the  people  in  Ireland,  and 
bjr  taking  the  Sacrament  of  the  Boman 
Gatholio  Church,  and  by  tearing  out  of 
Ua  Ftayer  Book  the  prayer  for  the 
Qnaeuy  he  had  convinced  tne  people  of 
Ub  earnestness;  and  yet  all  the  while  he 
was  leceiTing  Secret  oervice  money  from 
fte  English  Government.  He  (Mr. 
Bawer)  challenged  the  (Government  to 
deny  tiieee  things.  He  got  the  Secret 
BflTfiea  money  ror  doing  these  things; 
and,  if  anything  were  necessary  to  prove 
knr  badly  this  Secret  Service  system 
•afead  in  Ireland,  he  had  only  to  point  to 
Am  speech  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oulow,  who  said  Uiat  in  1847  his  father, 
fir  JoluL  Gbay,  who  was  intimate  with 
Ae  Young  Ireland  Party,  became  ao- 
fBiinted  with  Barney  Malone,  who  was 
anguine  as  to  a  rising  being  efifected. 
Sa  Hmght  to  induce  Sir  John  Gray  and 
•ftera  to  join  him;  but,  on  looking 
Aroogb  some  papers,  Sir  John  Gray 
lauid  that  Malone  had  been  in  the  re- 
al^ of  a  pension  since  1838,  and  that 
in  1848  he  was  doing  some  work  which, 
lutlbr  the  acoidentid  discovery  of  these 
Mara,  might  have  entangled  Sir  John 
KjmmI  others.  That  was  the  state  of 
Vagi  in  1848.  Talbot's  evidence  had 
|nvid  the  way  in  which  this  money  was 


spent  in  1867;  and,  for  his  own  part, 
he  believed  that  it  was  spent  very  much 
in  the  same  way  to-day.  He  believed 
there  were  informers  all  over  Ireland. 
The  Government  knew  reasonably  sus- 
pected persons.  They  thought  thoy  had 
reasonable  suspicion,  and  that  they  know 
more  about  the  movement  in  Ireland 
than  the  Irish  people  themselves  knew  ; 
but  he  challenged  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
get  up  and  say  why  he  had  proclaiuied 
Waterford  County  and  Waterford  City, 
when  they  were  declared  by  the  Chair- 
man of  the  county  to  be  in  a  quiet 
condition. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  going  beyond  the  Question  of  the  Se- 
cret Service  Vote. 

Mr.  E.  POWEE  said,  ho  did  not 
think  he  was  going  beyond  that  ques- 
tion, because  Secret  Service  money  had 
a  great  deal  to  do  with  the  proclamation 
of  Waterford.  But  his  principal  objec- 
tion to  this  Vote  was  that  it  created  dis- 
trust in  every  official  of  the  Government. 
The  Government  seemed  to  have  no  con- 
fidence in  any  portion  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  except  the  miserable  wretches 
who  crept  into  the  Castle  in  Dublin  and 
whispered  into  the  ears  of  the  Govern- 
ment information  and  statements  which 
they  dared  not  make  in  public — infor- 
mation and  statements  which  the  Chief 
Secretary  would  not  dare  to  get  up  and 
make,  because  he  knew  that  abundant 
proof  could  be  brought  that  they  were 
false.  The  Committee  was  asked  to  con- 
sent to  vote  this  money ;  but  for  what  ? 
For  men  who  made  it  their  business — 
and  a  very  good  business  it  was  from 
their  point  of  view — to  undei*mine  the 
nationality  of  Ireland,  and  to  send  up 
false  Eoports  to  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  and  who,  in  many  instances, 
sent  hundreds  of  men  to  prison,  and 
sometimes  even  to  the  gallows.  If  tho 
Chief  Secretary  could  got  up  that  night 
and  state  that  he  had  taken  tho  arbi- 
trary course  ho  had  pursued — if  he 
could  get  up  and  say  that  it  was  not 
from  secret  information  that  he  pro- 
claimed certain  cities,  or  towns,  or  coun- 
ties in  Ireland,  if  he  could  get  up  and  say 
that  that  was  not  tho  result  of  the  Secret 
Service  money,  ho  would  give  the  right 
hon.  Goutleman  credit  for  more  courage 
than  ho  had  displayed  on  former  occa- 
sions. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  :  It  seems 
to  me  that  a  great  number  of  hon.  Mem** 
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bers  from  Ireland  object  to  Secret  Service 
money  being  g^ven  at  all,  and  on  this 
ground — that  they  think  part  of  this 
money  is  spent  in  Ireland,  and  that  it  is 
improperly  spent.  They  have  asked  a 
great  many  questions  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  and  of 
the  Chief  Secretary.  Those  are  ques- 
tions which  it  would  be  impossible  for 
any  Government  to  answer.  If  you  ob- 
ject to  any  Secret  Service  money  being 
given,  vote  against  it ;  but  if  the  money 
is  voted  as  Secret  Service  money,  it  is 
absolutely  impossible  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  answer  any  questions  upon  it. 
And  it  is  not  whether  it  has  been  spent 
in  this  way  or  in  that ;  but  you  cannot 
come  to  a  general  category  as  to  whether 
it  is  spent  and  in  what  way,  and  thus 
nibble  at  the  questions  which  Parlia- 
ment says  cannot  be  answered.  If  vou 
cannot  trust  the  Government,  vote  against 
the  money ;  but  it  is  absolutely  impos- 
sible for  the  Gt)vemment  to  g^ve  the 
slightest  clue  so  long  as  it  is  voted  as 
Secret  Service  money. 

Mk.  ANDERSON  objected  to  the 
Home  Secretary's  statement  that  Mem- 
bers voted  for  this  money  because  they 
trusted  the  Government.  He  took  ex- 
ception to  that  description  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers' motives  for  voting  upon  the  ques- 
tion. He  had  always  voted  against  it, 
and  a  great  many  other  Members  had 
voted  against  it,  simply  because  they 
considered  it  a  discreditable  item  in 
the  finances  of  the  country,  and  wished 
to  see  it  disappear  altogether  from 
the  Estimates.  He  believed  he  could 
name  five  or  six  Gentlemen  who  were 
now  on  the  Treasury  Bench  who  used  to 
entertain  that  identical  opinion,  and 
voted  against  the  money  on  former  occa- 
sions. He  agreed  entirely  with  the  in- 
tention of  the  Irish  Members  to  vote 
against  it,  although  he  did  not  agree  in 
their  reasons  for  doing  so. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
was  not  surprised  that  no  information 
was  obtained  from  the  Government,  for, 
of  course,  the  very  nature  of  Secret 
Service  money  was  that  it  should  be 
expended  in  secret ;  and  he  should  like 
to  know  how  the  Government  could  carry 
on  their  present  system  in  Ireland  if  the 
House  knew  how  the  money  was  spent  ? 
He  did  not  think  there  was  a  statesman 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  with  sufficient 
courage  to  defend  the  expenditure  of 
Bome  of  this  money.    Probably  the  Mi- 
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nisters  themselves  did  not  know,  and  did 
not  care  to  know,  how  it  was  expended. 
It  was  spent  by  the  understrappers,  and 
only  on  rare  occasions  was  the  expendi* 
ture  made  known  to  the  chief  autho- 
rities. In  1 848,  it  was  proved  in  a  Court 
of  Law,  on  the  trial  of  Smith  O'Brien, 
that  Secret  Service  money  was  deli- 
berately g^ven  to  men  to  induce  them 
to  become  members  of  Smith  O'Brien's 
organization,  to  represent  themselves  as 
ardent  S3rmpathizers,  and  to  attend  the 
meetings ;  and  part  of  their  plan  was  to 
urged  the  Young  Ireland  Confederation 
to  change  itself  from  an  open  Association 
to  a  secret  Society  for  the  promotion  of 
revolution.  One  of  the  leading  men  in 
that  shameful  service  had  stated  upon 
oath  in  Court  that  he  rose  to  great 
favour  with  some  of  the  youngs  men, 
and  endeavoured  to  induce  them  to 
change  their  organization  into  a  secret 
Association  the  better  to  prepare  for 
armed  rebellion,  and  that  it  was  only 
through  the  advice  of  the  leaders  that 
his  most  odious  purpose  was  not  car- 
ried out.  He  stated  that  he  did  all  he 
could  to  urge  on  rebellion,  and  men- 
tioned the  names  of  some  young  men 
whom  he  had  gained  over.  He  was 
paid  for  that  out  of  the  Secret  Ser- 
vice money  by  the  Government.  Then 
there  was  the  case  in  which  the  then 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  employed 
one  of  the  most  infamous  papers  to 
write  down  the  Irish  patrioto  and  to 
write  up  the  cause  of  law  and  order  in 
Ireland,  and  that  was  a  paper  which. 
lived  by  levying  black  mail  on  private  indi* 
viduals,  and  making  abominable  charges 
against  them  if  they  did  not  pay.  A 
leading  Irish  lawyer — afterwards,  he  be- 
lieved. Lord  Chancellor — was  accused  of 
most  odious  and  infamous  crimes  beoanse 
he  refused  to  pay.  When  the  Rebellion 
of  1848  came  to  an  end,  a  man  who  pro- 
fessed to  be  a  patriot  went  round  among 
the  young  men  who  were  known  to  have 
been  sympathizers  in  the  movement,  in 
order  to  get  up  a  sworn  secret  associa- 
tion for  the  purpose  of  rebellion.  He 
succeeded  in  organizing  a  very  consi- 
derable secret  association,  the  members 
of  which  he  swore  in  to  join  him  at  a 
given  day  in  rebellion.  He  was  a  police 
spy  paid  from  the  Secret  Service  monej ; 
and  he  (Mr.  McCarthy)  thought  he  oonld 
hardly  g^ve  stronger  instances  than  that 
of  the  odious  perversion  of  the  funds  hy 
the  Government  to  get  np  a  rebeUioii 
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imongBt  yomng  uid  ixi0zporionoed  mon 
fixr  the  purpose  of  omshiiiff  it.  No  doabt, 
wy  much  the  same  thug  had  been 
floing  on  oyer  aince.  Many  other  in- 
fimnera  were  known  who,  on  many  oo- 
euionsy  had  not  only  watched  what  was 
teking  place,  but  had  taken  part  in  the 
morement  and  fomented  it.  Such  men 
weie  paid  out  of  the  Secret  Service  money. 
If  tfaoBe  were  not  reaoons  enough  to  dis- 
ffedit  the  whole  system  in  the  eyes  of 
die  world,  he  knew  of  no  reasons  that 
«mld  be  brought  to  bear  on  the  minds 
rf  human  beings.  They  could  not  ex- 
pect the  Gk>Yemment  to  say  what  they 
giTe  these  men  to  get  up  agitations,  or 
toteadi  the  police  how  to  suspect  their 
Bnghboars;  but  if  they  would  state 
go^rally  how  much  of  &iis  money  was 
impropriated  for  the  benefit  of  Ireland, 
•ren  that  information  would  make  it 
more  difficult  to  maintain  that  system 
hj  a  Parliament  which  still  claimed  to 
be  free. 

Mb.  LEAMT  said,  this  Secret  Sendee 
money  was  the  only  means  by  which  the 
Government  ootdd  maintain  its  supre- 
9MJ  over  Ireland.  The  present  Liberal 
Chmrnment  placed  more  faith  in  the 
i^than  in  honest  men;  but  he  could 
Mt  undentand  what  objection  there 
m  to  stating  how  much  of  the  money 
«M  spent  in  Ireland.  The  Home  Se- 
weisiy  said  he  could  not  give  a  clue ; 
bat  rappose  it  were  stated  Siat  £34,000 
me  spent  in  Ireland,  how  would  that 
p;ive  any  due  to  the  people  who  received 
it^  or  to  its  purpose  ?  They  who  were 
■eqnainted  with  the  whole  history  of 
tte  eoontiy  knew  very  well  how  the 
■oneiT  waa  spent.  The  informers  were 
sdMidiaed,  and  were  living  on  blood- 
■ooeji  as  they  always  had  been,  and 
ftsj  were  the  trusted  servants  of  the 
Govenment.  Halony,  to  whom  allu- 
■on  had  been  made,  had,  in  1848,  been 
fiviu  on  blood-money  for  60  years, 
ad  leading  men  to  the  gallows.  He 
iid  not  care  to  know  how  this  money 
WM  ttpeat  abroad.  The  present  GK>vem- 
mmA  probably  required  to  spend  money 
m  tuMga  oonntriee,  in  order  to  over- 
ftiew  a  Power  they  could  not  meet  in 
fteield.  But,  aurely,  there  could  not  be 
i^  obrjeeCion  to  stating  what  was  now 
MBid.  Am  long  as  the  British  Qovem- 
MBt  ndod  over  Ireland  there  would, 
k  M^poaed,  be  this  Secret  Service 
on  the  Bstimatea ;  but  the  Irish 
would  oppose  it,  and  much 

TQL  OQUdT.     [zBiBD  ssaiEs.] 


more  strongly  than  hon.  Members  oppo« 
site  seemed  to  think. 

Mr.  OALLAN  said,  it  would  be  ad- 
visable for  the  Chief  Secretary  or  the 
Home  Secretary  to  make  some  state- 
ment as  to  the  amount  of  money  spent 
on  these  purposes  in  Ireland.  He  was 
one  of  those  who  were  horrified  the 
other  day  to  read  the  statement  which 
appeared  in  the  London  papers  with  re- 
gard to  the  bog^s  explosion  business — 
he  said  ''  the  bogus  explosion  business,'' 
in  the  presence  of  the  Home  Secretary, 
advisedly.  The  affair  seemed  to  have 
frightened  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
(Sir  William  Haroourt),  whose  couraee 
evidently  was  not  to  be  measured  by 
his  inches.  No  doubt,  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  considered  himself  the  most 
courageous  person  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons; but  he  (Mr.  Callan)  did  not 
believe  he  would  be  impenetrable  if 
wrapped  up  in  cotton  wool,  or  even  in 
cement.  In  Ireland  they  were  persuaded 
that  the  outrage  was  altogether  a  manu- 
factured affair,  for  the  purpose  of  creat- 
ing a  prejudice  against  the  people  of 
that  country  in  the  minds  of  the  English 
people.  But  a  great  deal  of  the  objec- 
tionable surroundings  would  be  removed 
if  they  had  an  assurance  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  none  of  the  Secret 
Service  money  had  been  spent  in 
America  for  the  purpose  of  bringing 
about  this  mysterious  business.  The 
Irish  people  firmlv  believed  that  these 
outrages  were  paid  for.  It  was  believed 
that  wese  attempts  were  a  safe  invest- 
ment, and  that  the  money  came  from 
England,  and  was  not  subscribed  by 
the  poor  labourers  and  dairymaids  of 
America.  The  English  Secret  Service 
money  was  a  much  safer  nest  to  get  the 
egg  from  than  the  pocket  of  the  poor 
labourer  or  dairymaid.  It  would  be 
satisfactory  to  hear  that  nothing  had 
been  paid  for  purposes  of  this  kind  out 
of  the  Secret  Service  money;  and  he 
should  think  it  would  be  to  the  interest 
of  the  Home  Secretary  himself  to  deny 
that  he  had  ever  sanctioned  the  expen- 
diture of  money  in  Ireland  or  America 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  up  bogus 
outrages.  He  could  not  forget  the  case 
of  the  infamous  informer  Talbot,  who 
went  to  a  Catholic  church  and  absolutely 
received  the  Sacrament  in  order  to  spy 
upon  the  people,  and  who  was  paid  for 
so  doing  by  the  Chief  Secretary.  Why 
should  it  be  thought  that  it  was  the 
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landed  proprietors  who  had  done  that? 
There  was  nothing  superior,  as  far  as 
he  could  see,  in  a  wool-stapler  oyer  a 
landlord — there  was  no  superiority  in 
the  decaying  trade  of  a  wool-stapler 
over  the  decaying  trade,  in  Ireland,  of 
a  landed  proprietor.  They  had  the  case 
estalbished  of  a  constable  receiving  the 
Sacrament  as  a  spy,  and  there  was  no 
reason  why  he  should  not  have  been 
employed  by  the  Chief  Secretary,  and 
not  the  landed  proprietors. 

Mr.  T.  p.  0»C0NN0E  said,  this  was 
not  the  first  time  the  matter  had  been 
before  the  House.  In  1879  there  had 
been  a  Motion  to  reduce  the  Vote  by 
£5,000,  and  in  the  division  which  took 
place  there  voted  for  the  reduction — 
'^  Mr.  Joseph  Oh amberla in,  Mr.  Leonard 
Henry  Courtney,  Sir  Arthur  Divett  Hay- 
ter,  Mr.  John  Holms,  Mr.  Osborne  Mor- 
gan, Mr.  Anthony  John  Mundella,  Mr. 
George  Otto  Trelveyan."  and  the  Tellers 
for  the  Ayes  were  ''  Mr.  Bylands  and 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke."  And  in  the  in- 
teresting  document  in  which  he  found 
these  names  so  placed  he  failed  to  find 
amongst  the  Noes  the  name  of  the  Home 
Secretary  (Sir  William  Harcourt).  [Sir 
William  Habcourt  :  I  was  out  of  the 
House  at  the  time.]  One  would  have 
thought  that  a  pillar  of  the  Constitution 
like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
have  made  it  his  duty  to  support  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  preceded  him 
in  Office  in  a  matter  of  this  kind.  But 
he  wished  to  know  whether  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Cham- 
berlain), or  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty (Mr.  Trevelyan),  or  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr. 
Courtney),  would  go  with  some  hon. 
Members  in  opposing  the  Vote  ?  With 
regard  to  the  last  mentioned  hon.  Mem- 
ber TMr.  Courtney),  he  did  not  know 
whetner  his  convictions  on  this  matter, 
as  in  regard  to  the  Transvaal,  were  of 
an  equally  mutable  character ;  but  hon. 
Members  had  a  right  to  ask  whether 
he  and  his  Colleagues  who  had  gone 
into  the  Lobby  against  the  Vote  in  1879 
were  ready  to  swallow  it  now.  He  had 
listened  to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  William  Harcourt),  and 
it  appeared  to  him  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  altogether  wandered 
away  from  the  question  at  issue.  What 
he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O^Connor)  wished  to  ask 
more  particularly  was  this — whether  any 
of  this  Secret  Service  money  was  spent  on 
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elections  in  England  ?  He  did  not  state 
that  Buoh  was  me  case  on  his  own  aatho* 
rity;  but  he  heard  it  said,  on  very  good 
authority,  that  Secret  Service  money, 
which  was  voted  in  the  interest  of  the 
State  and  for  the  protection  of  the  State, 
was  actually  spent  at  elections.  He  did 
not  know  whether  it  was  spent  by  both 
Parties  aUke.  |."No,  no!^']  WeU,  if 
it  was  not,  or  if  his  information  upon 
the  subject  generally  was  erroneous, 
no  doubt  it  would  be  denied  by  the 
Treasury.  At  any  rate,  he  wished  to  be 
satisfied  on  the  point.  The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Frederick  Cavendish)  said  he 
should  not  be  appealed  to  for  any  in- 
formation on  this  subject,  as  it  had 
,  nothing  to  do  with  him;  but,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  Treasury  had  to  give  the 
money  to  the  Heads  of  the  Departments. 
The  Treasury  knew  how  much  money  it 
gave  to  the  Heads  of  the  Departments — 
the  noble  Lord  knew  very  well  how  much 
the  Home  Secretary,  for  instance,  had 
asked  for.  The  noble  Lord  was  one  of 
the  purse-bearers  of  the  nation,  and  when 
the  Home  Secretary  wanted  money  the 
noble  Lord  did  not  give  him  a  bla^ 
cheque.  He  would  give  the  right  hon. 
Ghentieman  a  certain  sum  of  money,  for 
which  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  would 
certify;  therefore,  thenobleLord  could  tell 
them  the  exact  amount  which  each  De- 
partment received,  if  he  thought  proper. 
He  saw  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley 
(Mr.  Bylands)  was  not  in  his  place,  and 
some  hon.  Members  were  inclined  to  re- 
gret that  circumstance ;  but,  as  far  as  he 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  was  concerned,  he 
did  not  regret  it,  as  he  believed  the  hon. 
Member,  if  he  had  been  present,  would 
have  opposed  the  Vote  on  g^unds 
utterly  fallacious.  He  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  did  not  oppose  it  on  the 
grounds  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson) ;  he  believed 
that  some  of  that  Secret  Service  money 
was  absolutely  necessary.  [An  hon. 
Member  :  There  is  none  spent  in  Ame- 
rica.] Well,  he  did  not  know  whether 
or  not  there  was  any  spent  in  Ameiioa, 
but  perhaps  America  might  be  able  to 
do  without  it,  as  the  form  of  govern- 
ment in  America  was  infinitely  better 
than  that  in  this  country.  In  England, 
however,  they  could  not  do  altogether 
without  Secret  Service  money,  as  it  was 
part  of  the  paraphernalia  of  Monarchal 
government.  n.e  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor) could  not  support  the  abolition  of 
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ihe  Tots,  M  lie  did  not  beliere  in  the 
Umaoarj  whemM  which  had  been  re- 
ftmd  to  hjf  lum.  and  right  hon.  Oen- 
flemon.    S(e  had  a  right  to  ask  whether 
any  of  that  money  was  spent  in  Ireland, 
eipeeielly  aa  they  knew  j>erfectly  well 
tluift  there  was  no  necessity  for  the  ex- 
penditnze  of  a  penny  of  it  m  that  coun- 
try.   Etqst  penny  of  it  spent  in  Ireland 
irae  need  muionestly.  No  doubt,  it  was 
a  ridieolbas  thing  to  ask  the  Home  Se- 
wetaii  how  the  money  was  spent ;  the 
ngbt  non.  Oentleman  was  at  the  head 
ofa  Department  that  had  a  most  serious 
and  penlona  responsibility  attaching  to 
ily  imd  it  would  be  preposterous  for 
tham  to  demand  that  he  snould  open  to 
the  pahKo  eye  the  secrets — the  necessary 
asoefes^-of  hia  Office.  But  he  (Mr.  T.  P. 
CraoDBor)  defied  any  Minister  to  get  up 
aad  aay  that  he  could  spend  a  penny  6i 
Beetet  Benrioe  money  in  Ireland  for  an 
loaaat  and  legitimate  purpose.    If  they 
soald  not  eatabliah  the  fact  that  Secret 
limoe  money  was  neceesary  in  that 
waatry,  then  they  had  a  right  to  affirm 
fts  auemative   proposition  —  namely, 
ftst  none  of  the  money  should  be  spent 
ftva.    Would  the  Omef  Secretary  get 
Wf  aad  tfdl  them  that  he  did  not  spend 
apsaay  of  Secret  Service  money  in  Ire- 
hair    He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  should 
Ml  BD  into  the  Lobby  against  the  Vote 
k  Becret  Serrice  money  on  general 
|WBHplea.    Though  he  could  not  sup- 
|ort  me  Yote,  he,  at  any  rate,  would 
Migo  mto  the  Lobby  against  it. 

lb.  LBAHT  said,  that  as  they  had 
asl  raeeiTed   the   assurance  they  de- 
ftom  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
alao  considering  the  lateness  of  the 
heahoold  more  that  the  Chairman 


made,  aad  Question  proposedy 
"Baft  the  CShabman  do  report  progress, 
idc   leaye   to  ait   again.''— (ifr. 


ha  WILLIAM  HABCOTJBT :  The 
Member    oppoaite    (Mr.    T.    P. 
■or)  hae  put  a  queation  to  me 
ooght  to  DO  answered — he  has 
whether  any  of  the  Secret  Service 
ia  apent  upon  elections.  I  answer 
wpf  in  the  negatiye.    I  quite  un- 
i  the  obieetikm  some  people  may 
[lei^  an  general  prinoiplea,  to  the  voting 
^*    It  ehrriee  money .   Thehon.  Gen- 
^  who  apoke  Jaat  but  one  said  that 
M)iM  ta  Seoret  Sefrioe  money  being 


spent  in  Ireland ;  but  that  matter  has  al- 
ready been  discussed  in  this  House,  and, 
therefore,  I  hope  that  we  shall  now  be 
allowed  to  go  to  a  division.  The  hon. 
Member  who  next  spoke  moved  to  report 
Progress,  because  no  answer  had  been 
given  to  the  question  ;  but  he  must  re- 
member that,  earlier  in  the  debate,  I 
gave  my  reasons  why  I  could  not  answer 
such  a  question.  The  Secret  Service 
money  is  a  Vote  on  which,  from  its  very 
nature,  no  explanation  can  be  given; 
therefore,  no  amount  of  reporting  Pro- 
gress or  obstructive  divisions  will  have 
the  effect  desired  by  hon.  Members. 
Either  this  Secret  Service  Vote  is  right 
or  it  is  wrong.  If  it  is  wrong,  then  vote 
against  it ;  but  if  it  is  right,  it  is  impos- 
sible for  the  Government  to  g^ve  any  ez- 
Slanation  as  to  the  amount  spent  by  each 
)epartment,  or  as  to  the  places  or  the 
manner  in  which  it  is  spent.  I  hope, 
under  the  circumstances,  hon.  Members 
having  fully  stated  their  grievances,  we 
may  now  be  allowed  to  go  to  a  division. 

Mb.  GOBST  said,  that  after  what  had 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
he  had  no  doubt  that  no  part  of  the 
Secret  Service  money  which  was  spent 
in  connection  with  his  Department  was 
spent  upon  elections ;  but  did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  know  haw  that  portion 
of  the  Secret  Service  money  which  waa 
not  spent  in  the  Department  over  which 
he  presided  was  allocated  ?  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did,  then  he  (Mr.  Gorst) 
was  perfectly  satisfied  ;  but  if  he  did  not 
know  how  much  was  spent  in  other  De- 
partments, perhaps  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  would  get  up  and  give  them 
an  assurance,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  done,  that  no  part  of  the  Secret 
Serrice  money  was  devoted  to  election 
ezoenses  ? 

Lord  FREDERIOK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  the  whole  of  the  allotment 
was  under  the  direction  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  am 
very  much  surprised  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gorst),  whom  I 
should  have  thought  knows  as  much 
about  elections  as  anyone,  should  have 
asked  this  question.  I  should  have 
thought  that  he  would  have  been  able 
to  speak  of  the  practice  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment on  this  matter.  For  the  pre- 
sent Government,  however,  I  will  take 
upon  myself  the  responsibility  of  saying 
that  in  none  of  the  Departments  is  any 
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Secret  Service  money  spent  upon  elec- 
tions. I  will  go  further  than  that,  and 
say  that  for  many  years  in  this  country 
no  Administration  has  ever  spent  a 
single  farthing  of  this  money  on  elec- 
tions. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  appealed 
to  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Leamy)  to  with- 
draw his  Motion  for  reporting  Progress. 
They  had  elicited  this  fact  from  the  Go- 
vernmenty  that  not  only  was  some  of  the 
Secret  Service  money  spent  abroad,  but 
some  of  it  was  spent  at  home.  That,  in 
fact,  appeared  from  the  very  words  of 
the  Vote  itself — **  foreign  and  other 
Secret  Service  money."  On  former  oc- 
casions they  had  heard  that  a  portion  of 
the  money  was  spent  in  Ireland.  The 
Government  was  able  to  deny  that  any 
of  it  was  spent  on  electioneering ;  but  if 
that  were  so,  they  had  all  the  more 
money  to  spend  on  purposes,  perhaps, 
even  worse  than  electioneering.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  the  Treasury 
knew  nothing  about  the  way  in  which 
the  money  was  allocated  ;  but,  from  the 
document  he  had  in  his  hand,  it  seemed 
that  the  head  under  which  these  pay- 
ments would  be  accounted  for  was  the 
Treasury.  Hon.  Members  had,  there- 
fore, naturally  addressed  aueries  to  the 
Treasury ;  but  having  made  the  protest 
which  they  had  made,  he  thought  it  was 
hardly  necessary  to  delay  going  to  the 
division  which  must  be  taken  on  the 
Vote.  In  the  division  they  woidd  be 
able  to  judge  of  the  sincerity  of  certain 
Members  of  the  Government  who,  while 
out  of  Office,  went  into  the  Lobby  against 
the  Vote,  but  who,  now  that  their  I^arty 
were  in  Office,  would  vote  in  favour  of  it. 
The  division  would  be  an  interesting  one, 
and  he  could  only  regret  that  the  Chief 
Secretary,  after  sitting  in  his  place  and 
hearing,  over  and  over  again,  as  he  had 
done,  most  distinct  and  pointed  charges 
against  the  Department  over  which  he 
presided,  thought  it  consistent  with  his 
self-respect,  and  with  a  proper  discharge 
of  the  duties  of  his  Office,  to  sit  in 
silence,  and  to  admit,  by  his  tacit  and 
silent  demeanour,  that  there  was  really 
no  answer  to  be  made. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  I  hope  the 
Committee  will  not  suppose  for  a  mo- 
ment that  I  admit  any  one  of  these 
charges. 

Mb.  R.  power  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Leamy)  ought  to  withdraw  his 
proposal  on  one  conoition — namely,  that 
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the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  would 
state  how  much  of  this  Seoret  Service 
money  was  spent  in  Ireland.  As  Irish 
Representatives,  they  had  a  distinot 
rignt  to  know  that ;  and  unless  they  ob- 
tained the  necessary  information,  they 
were  quite  justified  in  opposing  the  Vote 
by  every  means  in  their  power. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  thafc 
during  the  various  discussions  that  had 
taken  place  on  this  Vote  he  had  been 
glad  to  notice  that  a  large  number  of 
English  Members  had  alternated  with 
Irish  Members  in  protesting  against  it. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  Home 
Secretary  would  appeal  to  them  to  have 
confidence  in  the  Government,  seeinff 
that  there  were  so  many  distingmahed 
Members  of  the  House  who  opposed  the 
expenditure  of  this  money  by  the  late 
Government  in  the  present  Administra- 
tion. He  supposed  it  would  be  argaed 
that  now  the  Government  were  strength- 
ened by  having  these  Gentiemen  in  it» 
there  was  every  guarantee  that  the  Se- 
cret Service  money  would  not  be  ex- 
pended upon  any  of  the  odious  purposes 
upon  which  it  used  to  be  spent  He  had 
been  puzzline  his  brains  to  find  out  oil 
what  ground  right  hon.  and  hon.  Ghen- 
tiemen  opposite  would  defend  their  change 
of  front.  Although  there  was  some 
ground  for  confidence  in  having  these 
Gentiemen  in  the  Gx)vemment,  those 
who  were  still  independent  Members  of 
the  House  were  not  exempted  from  the 
duty  of  protesting  against  this  Vote  oa 
certain  grounds.  It  had  always  seemed 
to  him  mat  a  Minister  rising  to  address 
the  Committee  on  this  Vote  would  do 
some  public  service  by  giving  some  as- 
surance that  the  money  would  not  be^ 
applied  to  any  of  the  purposes  whidh, 
had  been  named  from  time  to  time  bj 
hon.  Gentiemen  who  had  complained  A 
the  use  of  the  Secret  Service  monej. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr,* 
Justin  McCarthy),  he  thought,  wet 
strictiy  accurate  in  every  one  of  the 
statements  he  had  made  to-night  in  le-r 
ference  to  the  action  of  those  ohazgedi 
with  the  government  of  Ireland  in  jpuk. 
times  in  reference  to  the  emplo3^ent  ct^ 
a  Vote  of  this  kind.  But  the  qaestiol^ 
immediately  before  them  was  the  qiiss"/;j 
tion  of  reporting  Progress.  He  tiiongiil, ' 
if  they  took  a  division  on  this  ^  ~  _ 
the  strength  of  the  opposition  to  thii^ 
Vote  would  not  suffioienuy  appear.  H* 
was  not  sure  whether  the  hon.  Memba 
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lor  Ohagow  (Mr.  Anderson),  and  the 
other  Scotch  and  English  Members  who 
•greed  with  the  Lnui  Members,  wonld 
be  diqKMed  to  Yote  with  them  on  the 
OMStion  of  reporting  Progress ;  and,  as 
ne  iane  was  a  vezy  lair  and  stndghtfor- 
vaxd  onOy  he  should  be  inclined  to  say 
Aat,  aa  a  matter  of  policy,  it  would  be 
better  to  withdraw  the  Motion  for  re- 
porting Progress,  and  take  a  division  on 
vm  Main  Qaeetion. 

Mr.  HEALY  trusted  his  hon.  Friend 
vould  not  proceed  with  his  Motion  to 
npost  Progress,  as  the  Oommittee  was 
aow  perfeouy  prepared  to  take  a  division 
oa  tae  Vote.  He  could  not  join  with 
kb  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  City 
ofGlalway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  in  re- 
joEing  over  the  fiact  that  none  of  this 
■oaey.  if  spent  at  all,  was  spent  upon 
thctiona.  If  it  was  not  spent  upon 
dsetions,  ther  might  rest  assured  tnat 
it  vas  spent  tor  much  more  disraeditable 


Question  put,  and  negatmd. 

Original  Question  put. 

The  Oommittee  divided: — ^Ayes  88; 
HoQB  17:  Majority  66. — (Div.  List, 
Ho.  348.) 

Beoolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 
Oommittee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

RIBOLEIJM  (HAWKINa)  BILL-[Xoy^.] 

(Jfr.  Cmriney.) 

[box  222.]       OOMMITTEE. 

[Ptogrooo  29M  July."] 

Bin  oonndorod  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Ohnae  2  (Begulations  for  hawking 
pstaolemn). 

Qnsation  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause 
~  part  (^  the  BilL" 


WHITLEY  said,  that  the  ques- 

of  allowing  pedlars  to  carry  petro- 

•bont  in  carts  had  become  a  very 

S'  in  all  the  large  towns.    They 
e  to  oarzy  petroleum  about  in 
and  to  oarzy  on  their  business  op- 

Kflie  ahqps  of  tradespeople  dealing 
J  aame  article;  and  so  great  had 
4hio«tay  aninst  tiiis  become  that  he 
isibeen  asked  to  introduce  a  Bill  com- 
ttoae  people  to  desist  from  that 
It  was  very  injurious  to  trades- 


people who  had  to  pay  heavy  rates  and 
taxes ;  but  this  Bill  proposea  to  legalize 
what  these  pedlars  could  not  now  do. 
These  people  could  only  be  dealt  with 
by  prosecutions  for  obstruction  in  the 
streets ;  but  tradespeople  knew  that  that 
was  an  impracticable  way  of  dealing  with 
them.  This  Bill  proposed  to  extend  the 
provisions  of  the  Hawker's  Bill,  and 
allow  the  hawkers  to  carry  a  dangerous 
commodity  through  the  streets  of  towns 
and  villages ;  but  he  should  like  to  know 
in  whose  interest  the  Bill  was  promoted  ? 
He  understood  the  hon.  Gentleman 
to  say  that  it  was  in  the  interest  of  the 

S)or;  but  he  could  assure  the  hon. 
entleman  that  nothing  could  be  more 
detrimental  to  the  interests  of  that  class 
who  had  suffered  from  depression  of  trade, 
and  who  were  tradespeople,  and  he 
thought  those  were  the  people  to  whom 
B3rmpathy  was  due.  He  could  not  con- 
ceive any  class  of  poor  people  who  were 
benefited.  No  one  could  nave  greater 
sympathy  with  the  poor  than  he  had, 
but  no  could  not  see  for  whose  interest 
this  Bill  was  promoted.  He  hoped  some 
information  would  be  g^ven  as  to  who 
the  promoters  were,  and  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  represented  large  boroughs 
would  look  closely  into  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill,  which  was  calculated  to  do  a 
great  deal  of  harm. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  must  point  out 
that  this  is  not  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill. 

Mb.  COUETNEY  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  had  straneely  misconceived  the  pur- 
port of  the  Bill.  He  seemed  to  oppose 
it  as  though  it  were  a  question  between 
hawkers  and  non-hawkers,  and  as  if  it 
would  increase  hawking;  but  it  had 
nothing  at  all  of  that  character.  It  did 
not  in  any  way  interfere  with  the  issue 
of  licences  or  the  restrictions  applying  to 
hawking.  It  simply  dealt  with  the 
hawking  of  petroleum  and  not  with  the 
licences.  No  one  not  otherwise  licensed 
to  hawk  would  be  able  to  hawk  under 
this  Bill.  It  did  no  more  than  allow  a 
licensed  hawker,  having  a  licence  to 
keep  petroleum,  to  hawk  it.  The  hawk- 
ing of  petroleum  went  on  now ;  and  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  any  acquaintance 
with  the  rural  life  of  England,  and  the 
convenience  of  hawking  petroleum  from 
door  to  door,  he  would  see  that  the  Bill 
dealt  with  the  convenience  of  the  poor 
in  the  country.  By  this  Bill  it  was  pro- 
posed that  any  person  who  was  licenced 
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to  deal  in  petrolenm  miglit,  nnder  cer- 
tain prescribed  conditions,  hawk  it. 

Mr.  WARTON  urged  that  it  was  not 
safe  to  allow  people  to  hawk  petroleum, 
and  he  would  ask  hon.  Members  to  con- 
sider what  would  be  the  result  of  any 
damage  to  a  vessel  containing  10  gallons 
of  petroleum.  He  would  remind  the 
Committee  of  the  terrible  accident  which 
had  occurred  in  Wales  some  years  ag^, 
when  a  Peer  of  the  Healm  and  other 
persons  of  less  consequence  were  burnt 
to  death ;  and  if  such  an  accident  could 
occur  on  a  railway  with  all  the  care 
taken  by  railway  officials,  how  could  it 
be  said  that  such  an  accident  would  not 
occur  to  petroleum  hawked  about  the 
streets  ?  He  beffged  to  move  that  Pro- 
gress be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
{Mr.  Warton,) 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  8; 
Noes  70  :  Majority  67.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  849.) 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Modification  of  regulations 
by  Secretary  of  State). 

Mb.  COURTNEY  explained  that  this 
clause  proposed  to  empower  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  to  alter,  repeal,  or  vary 
regulations  laid  down  by  the  Act ;  but 
he  proposed  to  move  an  Amendment  by 
which  such  alterations  should  be  laid 
before  Parliament  before  becoming  law. 
The  desirability  must  be  recognized  of 
relieving  the  House  of  the  necessity  for 
entering  into  matters  of  detail ;  and  he 
thought  the  objections  which  had  been 
raised  to  this  clause  would  be  removed 
by  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3, 
line  8,  at  end,  insert  as  a  separate  para- 
graph,— 

**  Every  such  regulation  shall  bo  laid  before 
both  Houses  of  Parliament  forthwith  after  it 
IB  made  if  Parliament  be  then  sitting,  and,  if 
not,  within  seven  days  after  the  then  next  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament. 

**  If  within  fort^  days  after  an]^  such  re^^ula- 
tion  has  been  laid  before  Parliament  either 
House  of  Parliament  resolves  that  such  reg^ula- 
tion  should  be  annulled,  the  same  shall  thence- 
forth become  void  witibout  prejudice  to  any- 
thing done  in  the  meanwhile  in  pursuance 
thereof." — [Mr.  Courtney) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

J&.  Courtney 


Mb.  HOPWOOD  said,  he  thooghtthe 
proposed  Amendment    itself    required 
amending.    It  proposed  that  the  regu- 
lations should  be  laid  before  Parliament 
forthwith,    if  Parliament  was    flitting, 
and,  if  not,  within  seven  days  after  the 
then  next  Session  of  Parliament.    Thai 
would  mean  in  the  Beoess.    The  words 
should  read  —  "  after   the    commenoo- 
ment  of."    He  was  still  resolute  against 
the  clause,  and  exceedingly  sorry  thai 
at  that    hour  in    the   morning    they 
should  have  to  consider  what  he  re- 
garded as  a  matter  of  great  signifi- 
cance with  regard  to  legislation.    Ha 
did   not   at  a&  agree  that  the  Honao 
should  abdicate  its  functions  and  allow 
a  Secretary  of  State  to  ezerdse  them. 
It  was  a  dangerous  doctrine  to  pro- 
pound ;    and  dangerous  to    pass   this 
clause  suggested  by  the  growing  ten- 
dency on  file  part  of  Departments  to 
gain  extraordinary  powers,  and  so  avoid 
the    vigilance    of    Parliament.      This 
affected  a  large  class  of  veiy   usefiil 
men ;  they  were,  in  fieust,  costermon«ni 
of  petroleum,  carrying  the  article  about 
the  country.    These  men  carried  petro- 
leum in  &e  country  from   cottage  to 
cottage,    nearly   all    of    which    were 
lighted  by  it.    The  hawkers  carried  oil 
the  business  with  benefit  to  the  com- 
munity, and  were,  he  thought,  in  eveiy 
way  to  be  encouraged  rather  than  sup- 
pressed.   A  case  had  been  made  out  rar 
supervising  the  hawking  by  these  mea 
of  this  rather  dangerous  material,  and 
the  Bill  which  had  been  prepared  set 
forth  the    different  regulations  whioh 
were  to  be  observed.    The  provisions 
were  drawn  with  some  care,  but  had 
been  rendered  wide  and  vague  in  order 
that  there  might  be  no  case  which  wonld 
escape  the  general  power  of  the  magis- 
trates to  say  whether  or  not  a  person 
against  whom  a  charge  might  be  brought 
was  guilty  of  negligenoe  in  the  oonvej- 
ance  of  ^s  material.    The  hon.  Qen- 
tleman    (Mr.    Courtney)    advocated  in 
Committee  the  retention  of  a  dsose  of 
this  sort — a  clause  which  would  enaUe 
one  of  Her  Majesty's  Secretaries   of 
State,  from  time  to  time,  to  make,  or, 
when  made,  to  alter,  repeal,  or  add  to 
regulations  for  the  purpose  of  resdnd* 
ing,  altering,  or  adding  to  regulatiflas 
contained  in  the  Bill  with  respect  to 
hawking  j^troleum.     The  regiuatioBS 
contained  in  the  Act  would  be  part  sf 
the  law  of  the  land,  and  the  penalty  Jbr 
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liretldBje  them  would  be  a  mazimtim  of 
£S0.    Bj  thiB  danse  it  web  proposed  to 
intrust  the  Seoretaxy  of  State  with  autho- 
litjto  repeal,  or  atloliah,  or  alter  part  of 
■BAetol^arliament.  Whatwastneuee, 
Ihmkf  ot  Bpedfying  any  of  thoee  things 
irindi  lie  was  to  be  empowered  to  do  ? 
"Whj  thould  they  not  say  simply — "  Be 
it  enacted  fhat  the  Secretary  of  State 
dttll  declare  what  the  law  shall  be  with 
n^gard  to  the  hawking  of  petrolenm  ?  " 
I£b  hon.   Oentleman  (Mr.  Courtney), 
who  was  repentant  rather  lato,  seemed 
to  tee  that  this  was  objectionable,  and 
sndeaTOured  to  disarm  criticism  by  say- 
ing that  when  the  Secretair  of  Stoto 
had  yewed  new  roRnlations  they  should 
be  laid  on  the  Tabk  of  the  House,  and 
lot  oome  into  force  until  the  expiration 
of  40  days.    After  they  had  been  on  the 
IsUe  for  40  days,  and  no  objection  was 
tdnn  to  them,  they  would  become  law ; 
m  that  an  Act  of  Parliament  might  be 
bjihem  repealed,  unless  there  was  a  pro- 
M  made  within  40  days.    The  Secre- 
tny  of  State  would  be  empowered  to 
ontfaine  the  Act  up  to,  say,  next  Feb- 
mnr,  and  he  might  then  choose  to 
•hohsh    or  repeal    the  main    part  of 
il  and  sabstituto  something  else.     It 
■ig^t  then  wait  fcnr  some  time  until  it 
Mild  reoeiye  the  tacit  sanction  of  Par- 
faowat;  but  the  moment  that  he  made 
fte  regulations  the  hawker  of  petroleum 
wof^t  be  prosecuted  for  any  oreach  of 
mn  without  knowing  of  the  change. 
Of  eooree,  it  would  be  said  that,  under 
mdt  cixenmstances,  magistrates  would 
■ot  oonvict ;  but  magistrates  were  some- 
tiiMsled  away  by  evidence  that  was  not 
fvito  reliable,  and  they  sometimes  were 
cf  opinion  that  a  defendant  was  not 
tdKae  the  truth,   and  this  especially 
^Mnhe  said  he  did  not  know  the  state 
«(  flie  law.    It  would  be  best  to  have 
As  law  contained  in  a  Btotote  Book,  so 
ftal  the  hawker  might  have  resort  to  it, 
er  his  legal  adviser  might  know  where 
to  Sad  it.    He  (l£r.  Hop  wood)  objected 
to  civinff  a  Seoretazy  of  Stote,  however 
Wianiit  nn  might  be,  power  to  alter  or 
TOiiinl  A  law.    These  things  always  re- 
■bed  themselves  into  this.  Some  official 
s^t|[iisliiiT  a  certain  course  to  the  Seore- 
tay  of  State,  and  the  Secretary  of  State, 
who  mm,  perhaps,  overworked,  would 
wig  ran  ms  eye  over  the  proposal  to 
asa  if  he  conla  agree  to  it.    If  there 
WM  TiHhing  very  objectionable  to  his 
'  '  ia  ii^  it  xeoeiTod   his  sanction. 


That  was  not  the  way  in  which  they 
should  proceed.  If  the  Act,  after  it 
was  passed,  required  amendment,  an 
Amending  Bill  should  be  brought  in  and 
passed. 

Mr.  BBOADHUBST  said,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Oentleman  (Mr.  Courtney) 
would  see  fit  to  withdraw  this  clause. 
The  power  given  to  the  Secretary  of 
Stote  to  make  rules  aad  reg^ations  was 
a  very  serious  matter,  especially  on  a 
question  of  this  kind.  Under  the  powers 
of  this  clause,  the  hawking  trade  of  these 
poor  people  might  bo  absolutely  ruined 
at  the  will  of  the  Home  Office.  Let 
them,  for  instonce,  suppose  that  a  change 
of  Oovemment  took  place,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Whitley) 
was  appointed  to  the  Office  held  by  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Courtney.)  He,  in 
the  interest  of  his  friends,  the  aristocratic 
shopkeepers,  would  propose  at  once  to 
annihilate  the  hawking  trade.  He  (Mr. 
Broadhurst)  was,  therefore,  considerably 
alarmed  at  the  proposal  of  the  Oovem- 
ment, after  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Liverpool.  The  fact  was,  that 
London  would  be  absolutely  storved 
within  a  single  week  if  they  put  a  stop 
to  street-hawking.  He  had  in  his  pocket 
a  letter  on  this  subject  from  a  man  at 
Oreenwich,  and  he  regretted  very  much 
that  neither  of  this  person's  Kepresen- 
totives  were  in  their  place  to  look  after 
his  interests.  The  writer  said  that  he 
had  been  in  the  oil  trade  for  eight  years, 
and  mainly  looked  upon  that  for  pro- 
viding a  living  for  his  family,  and  pay- 
ing the  rent  and  rates  of  his  shop.  He 
declared  that  if  these  extraordinary 
powers  were  given  to  the  Department 
to  interfere  with  his  trade  it  might  ruin 
him.  He  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  hoped  the 
Committee  would  take  particular  notice 
of  the  appeal  that  had  been  made  on 
behalf  of  the  large  shopkeepers.  These 
people  were  constantly  harassing  the 
costermongers  in  all  their  large  towns, 
although  me  costermongers  were  a  class 
who  made  food  possible  to  the  poor  by 
bringing  it  to  their  doors.  Tho  coster- 
mongers were  constantly  being  perse- 
cuted by  these  large  and,  very  often, 
uncivil  and  high-priced  shopkeepers. 
Whatever  the  Committee  did,  he  appealed 
to  it  to  protect,  as  far  as  possible,  not 
only  the  immediate  but  the  future  inter- 
este  of  these  hard-working  and  deserv- 
ing hawkers  of  food  and  other  neces- 
saries of  life  in  their  large  towns. 
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Mr.  DILLWYN  said,  lie  looked  with 
great  jealousy  upon  the  proposal  now 
made  oy  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  who  told 
them  it  was  desirable  to  place  this  large 
power  of  making  reg^ations  in  the  hands 
of  the  Executive.  No  doubt,  the  hon. 
Member  would  say  there  was  a  pre- 
cedent for  giving  that  power  to  the  Go- 
vernment. He  might  say  that  the  Exe- 
cutive had  power  to  regulate  the  sale  of 
gunpowder ;  but  the  two  oases  were  not 
parallel,  inasmuch  as  gunpowder  was  in 
the  hands  of  a  very  few  persons,  and 
was  not  hawked  about  the  streets,  whilst 
petroleum  was  used  by  very  nearly  every- 
one, and  was  taken  from  door  to  door 
for  the  convenience  of  the  public.  He 
thought  the  dispensing  power  which  the 
hon.  Member  sought  to  obtain  was  ob- 
jectionable, and  ought  not  to  be  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Committee.  In  his  Amend- 
ment the  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  that 
the  rules  should  be  laid  on  the  Table  of 
Parliament,  and  unless  objected  to  within 
40  days,  should  become  law  ;  but  they 
all  knew,  in  a  Session  such  as  the  pre- 
sent, for  instance,  what  difficulties  a  pri- 
vate Member  experienced  in  bringing 
forward  a  Motion,  and  in  getting  a  ques- 
tion decided.  It  might  be  impossible  for 
any  step  to  be  taken  within  40  days.  As 
the  Oovemment  would  be  in  favour  of 
the  rules  they  proposed,  it  could  not  be 
expected,  if  any  Member  took  exception 
to  them,  that  they  would  put  themselves 
out  of  the  way  to  g^ve  him  an  oppor- 
tunity of  making  his  objection,  so  that, 
as  he  had  said,  a  private  Member  would 
have  very  little  chance  of  bringing  for- 
ward his  case  within  40  days.  There 
was  a  verv  strong  objection  to  this  pro- 
posal on  tne  part  of  many  hon.  Members, 
and  he  earnestly  hoped  that  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Courtney),  who  had  al- 
ready objected  to  certain  modifications 
suggested  in  the  2nd  clause,  would  make 
a  concession  in  the  present  case.     He 

Sir.  Dillwyn)  had  accepted  the  hon. 
ember's  verdict  with  regard  to  the  2nd 
clause ;  but  he  trusted  the  hon.  Member 
would  himself  g^ve  way  on  the  point 
under  discussion,  yielding  to  the  very 
strong  feeling  expressed  on  every  side  of 
the  House. 

Sm  HENBY  HOLLAND  said,  he 
agreed  in  the  hope  Hn&t  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  withdraw  the  proposal.  The 
result  of  adopting  it  might  lead  to  hard- 
ships amongst  a  poor  and  usefiil  dass. 


They  were  dealing  with  men  of  a  very 
different  class  to  those  affected  by  the 
Explosives  Act.  The  proposal  affected 
poor  men  in  a  small  way  of  business, 
who  were  very  useful  to  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  community,  especially  in 
country  districts  If  it  were  accepted, 
the  Secretary  of  State  might  make  some 
new  regulation;  a  hawker,  without 
knowing  it,  might  infringe  that  regula- 
tion, and  his  trf^e  might  be  inmiediatelv 
stopped.  It  might  be  stopped  until 
Parliament  met  again,  and  probably  for 
40  days  after  Paniament  had  met,  and 
possibly  much  longer,  because,  as  had 
been  pointed  out,  a  private  Member 
would  experience  oonsiaerable  difficulty 
in  bringing  on  the  question  within  the 
specified  40  days.  The  poor  man  mighti 
in  the  meantime,  be  absolutely  ruined, 
because  they  would  take  away  from  him 
the  power  of  dealing  in  petroleum  and 
carrying  it  about  from  house  to  house. 
He  trusted  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  would  see  hia 
way  to  withdrawing  the  proposition. 

Mb.  COURTNET  said,  that  whilst  he 
must  confess  he  did  not  agree  with  many 
Members  of  the  Committee  upon  these 
matters,  he  could  not  diseuise  nom  him- 
self the  fact  that  the  dause  was  verj 
powerfully  opposed.  The  hon.  Member 
tor  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  seemed  to 
object  to  the  Executive  Gt>vemment 
having  power  to  administer  the  details  of 
a  measure,  and  the  Committee  evidently 
was  insufficiently  advanced  to  accept 
that  doctrine.  He  would  withdraw  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Clause  negatived. 
Clauses  4  and  6  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Definitions). 

Mb.  WHITLET  said,  there  was  a  re- 
ference made  here  to  the  Hawkers'  and 
Pedlars'  Act,  and  he  wished  to  know  why 
only  persons  hawking  petroleum  lAoula 
be  allowed  to  use  carriages  in  their 
trade  ?  He  believed  he  was  correct  in 
saying  that  in  the  town  of  Brighton 
there  were  no  hawkers  at  all.  The 
hawking  nuisance  had  risen  to  such  a 
pitch  that  the  Town  Council  took  means 
to  put  a  stop  to  all  hawking  in  the 
streets.  The  rich  shopkeepers — in  spits 
of  what  an  hon.  Member  had  said- 
oared  nothing  at  all  about  it.  It  was 
now  proposed  by  a  side-wind  to  giTS 
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pefaoleam  hawkers  a  power  which  no 
other  dau  of  hawkers  possessed.  If  it 
wu  desirable  to  let  hawkers  generally 
use  carriages,  well  and  gooa;  but  it 
seemed  to  him  highly  objectionable  that 
petrdleam  hawkers  alone  should  be  al- 
lowed to  have  this  power.  He  had  oc- 
easiony  very  often  indeed,  as  a  magis- 
strate,  to  hear  cases  against  hawkers, 
and  he  knew  fines  to  have  been  over  and 
over  again  levied  upon  them  for  carry- 
ing on  their  trade  contrary  to  the  Acts  of 
Fwiament.  It  seemed  to  him  that  it 
would  be  unwise  to  allow  the  clause  to 


Ha.  C.  H.  JAMES  said,  the  BiU 
seemed  to  him  to  be  a  most  reasonable 
one  in  every  respect,  except  Clause  3, 
wiudi  they  had  just  struck  out.  If 
Qanse  6  were  struck  out  half  the  utility 
of  the  measure  would  be  done  away 
with.  He  had  seen  petroleum  hawked 
aboot  the  streets,  and  he  could  assure 
Ae  Committee  it  was  not  carried  about 
in  great  carts,  but  in  cans  fixed  upon 
wheels,  just  as  milk  was  carried  from 
door  to  door.  If  they  didnnot  allow  it 
to  be  taken  about  in  that  way  it  would 
be  necessary  for  parents  to  send  out  chil- 
dren, perhaps  10  or  12  years  of  age,  or 
•ven  younger,  with  bottiies  or  small  tin 
esns  for  this  dangerous  material ;  and 
certainly  that  woiud  be  much  more  ob- 
jsetionable  than  the  course  proposed  by 
ftis  clause. 

Qanse  tigreedto, 

Clanse  7  agr$ed  to, 

BiU  rtparied;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
adered  To-morrow. 

WILD  BIRDS  PROTECTION  ACT  (1880) 
AMENDMENT  BIU/— [Xor<fo.] 

(Ifr.  CoHrin$y,) 
\jBXLL  226.]      CONSIDERATION. 

Billy  as  amended,  considered. 

Bnt  DAVID  WEDDEEBURN  said, 

hs  had  a  new  clause  to  propose  for  the 

protection  of  bond  fide  naturalists  and 

collectors  of  birds.     He  thought  it  only 

proper  that  some  distinction  should  be 

own  between  these  persons  and  the 

people  who  destroyed  birds  illeffdly  out 

^  Mseon  when  iSiey  -were  helmeos  and 

«i^  destroyed.    That  part  of  the  year 

m  mieh  birds  were  most  worth  preserv- 

iig  WM  the  spring,  and  that  was  the 


period  of  the  year  when  they  were  not 
allowed  to  be  taken  or  killed.  Accord- 
ing to  the  existing  law,  a  collector  of 
birds,  private  amateur,  or  a  representa- 
tive of  a  museum,  could  not  take  birds 
as  specimens  without  incurring  serious 
penalties.  What  he  proposed  was  that 
the  Court,  before  whom  a  person  was 
brought  up  and  charged  with  destroy- 
ing birds  out  of  season,  should  have  a 
discretionary  power  in  a  matter  of  con- 
viction. If  it  could  be  shown  that  the 
birds  had  been  taken  for  preservation 
in  an  omitholo^cal  collection  or  museum, 
the  Court  should  be  able  to  excuse  them. 
In  other  countries  where  wild  birds  were 
protected  the  Minister  of  the  Interior 
himself  had  power  to  exempt  from  the 
operation  of  the  law  persons  taking 
birds  for  scientific  purposes ;  but  after 
what  had  just  taken  place  in  regard  to 
the  Petroleum  (Hawking)  Bill,  he  would 
not  propose  that  method  of  dealing  with 
the  subject  in  this  country. 

New  Clause  to  follow  Clause  1  — 

(Reservation  in  caae  of  birds  killed  for  scientific 

purposes.) 

**  A  person  shall  not  be  liable  to  be  convicted 
under  *  The  Wild  Birds  Protection  Act,  1880,' 
if  he  satisfies  the  Court  before  whom  ho  is 
charged  that  any  wild  birds  which  he  has  killed 
and  offered  for  sale  are  intended  bon£  fide  for 
preservation  in  an  ornithological  collection  or 
museum." — {Sir  David  Wedderhum.) 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  COUETNEY  said,  that  he  had 
had  every  desire  to  meet  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Haddington  (Sir  David  Wodder- 
bum),  but  he  found  it  quite  impossible 
to  do  so.  If  the  clause  were  accepted, 
the  whole  Bill  would  be  shatterea,  be- 
cause it  would  be  impossible  to  prove 
what  the  intention  of  a  person  was  when 
he  took  birds  when  brought  up  before 
the  mag^trates.  Nor  was  the  clause 
necessary.  A  hondfide  ornithologist, when 
taken  before  the  magistrates,  would  be 
able  to  say  that  he  was  in  pursuit  of 
scientific  knowlcdgo,  and,  under  the 
power  of  the  Summary  Jurisdiction  Act, 
the  magistrates  would  be  able  to  dis- 
miss the  case  if  they  believed  him. 

Mr.  THOMASSON  trusted  that  the 
Amendment  would  not  be  accepted. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
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Mb.  EOUND  said,  he  rose  to  move 
the  omission  of  Clause  2  from  the  Bill^ 
and  what  he  had  to  say  on  the  matter 
he  should  say  as  shortly  as  possible. 
The  clause  proposed  the  insertion  of  the 
lark  in  the  Schedule  of  the  *'  Wild  Birds 
Act,  1880,"  and  he  submitted  that  it 
was  quite  unnecessary  to  include  that 
bird  in  the  speoial  protection  provided 
by  the  Schedule.  He  was  as  much  a 
friend  of  the  lark  as  any  Member  of 
that  House;  but  he  thought  it  quite 
unnecessary  to  provide  this  special  pro- 
tection for  it — a  penalty  of  5«.  being,  in 
his  opinion,  sufficient  for  the  purpose. 
EveiTone  knew  that  it  was  difficult  to 
find  Larks'  nests  in  the  spring  of  the  year, 
the  nature  of  the  ground  at  that  time 
providing  ample  cover;  and  if  there 
was  any  diminution  in  the  number  of 
larks,  he  thought  it  was  owing  to  the 
severe  winters  they  had  had  during  the 
last  three  years.  They  ought  to  endea- 
vour to  carry  public  opinion  with  them 
in  this  sort  of  legislation  ;  and  as  it  was 
a  fact  that  at  certain  seasons  of  the  yesur 
larks  pulled  up  sprouting  com,  if  this 
bird  were  included  in  the  Schedule,  it 
would  make  the  Bill  more  unpopular 
than  it  was  now  in  the  eyes  of  those 
people  it  would  mostly  concern.  This 
was  not  the  time  to  introduce  new  mat- 
ter into  the  Schedule.  As  had  been 
pointed  out,  the  Act  of  last  year  gave 
protection  to  nearly  all  wild  birds,  in- 
cluding the  lark,  and  the  present  was 
merely  a  Declaratory  Bill,  explaining 
the  construction  of  a  particular  clause 
in  the  Act  of  last  year  which  appeared 
to  be  of  doubtful  character;  but  this 
new  matter,  he  submitted,  ought  not  to 
be  brought  before  the  House.  For  those 
reasons  he  moved  the  omission  of  the 
clause. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  to 
leave  out  Clause  2. — {Mr,  Round,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  Clause  2 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mb.  DILLWYN  said,  he  was  as  fond 
of  larks  as  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  spoken ;  but  he  had  long  felt  that 
severe  penalties  were  not  the  best  way 
of  preserving  birds.  He  regretted  that 
in  ''  another  place  "  several  small  birds 
had  been  ad<ied  to  the  Schedule.  Penal- 
ties should  be  imposed  for  valuable  birds, 
and  not  for  smaU  birds,  and  he  thought 
larks  were  far  more  likely  to  be  pro- 
tected under  the  Bill  as  it  previously 


stood  than  by  severe  penalties.  For 
that  reason  he  hoped  the  alterations  made 
in  "  another  place  "  would  be  omitted. 

Mb.  BROADHURST  said,  he  hoped 
the  lark  would  not  be  omitted,  for  he 
had  an  afifection  for  that  bird,  and  he 
would  not  bow  to  the  opinion  of  the 
hon.  Member  who  made  the  Motion. 
With  regard  to  larks'  nests,  in  his  opi- 
nion the  lark's  nest  was  very  easy  to 
find,  and  he  had  never  failed  to  discover 
a  lark's  nest  whenever  he  wanted  one. 
It  was  only  necessary  to  watch  where 
the  lark  rose  and  to  see  where  he  settled, 
for  the  lark  always  settled  within  20 
yards  of  its  nest.  The  lark  was  one  of 
the  most  beautiful  wild  birds,  and  was 
becoming  scarcer  every  year,  and  he 
hoped  that  the  House  would  protect  it. 

Mb.  COUETNET  confessed  that  he 
had  no  feeling  one  way  or  the  other  as 
to  the  larky  and  whether  it  was  included 
in  the  Schedule  or  omitted  appeared  to 
him  a  perfectly  open  question.  But 
what  he  had  heard  privately  or  in  the 
other  House  inclined  him  to  adhere  to 
the  Act  of  last  Session;  and,  althoufi^h 
he  would  wish  to  be  respectful  to  ue 
other  House,  on  the  whole  he  thought 
it  would  be  better  to  keep  to  the  origi- 
nal form  of  this  clause. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  29 ;  Noes 
26  :  Majority  4.— (Div.  List,  No.  350.) 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  poised, 

SAVINGS  BANKS  AND  POST  OFFICE 
SAVINGS  BANKS,  AND  SECURITIES 
IN  CHANCERY  DIVISION.— REPORT. 
—NATIONAL  DEBT  BILL. 

FIBST  BEADING. 

Besolutions  [August  1]  reported. 

Mb.  ANDEBSON  observed,  that  on 
the  previous  night  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish)  had  said  that  the 
House  was  not  taken  by  surprise  in  re- 
gard to  this  matter,  because  the  Prime 
Minister  had  announced  the  measure  in 
his  Budget  speech.  That  was  perfectly 
accurate  as  regarded  the  matt^  of  the 
Prime  Ministers  speech,  but  not  as  re- 

farded  the  spirit  of  that  speech.  The 
rime  Minister,  no  doubt,  did  sketch 
his  scheme  in  his  Budget  speech ;  but 
he  promised  not  to  pla^  it  before  the 
House  for  its  practical  judffment  until 
after  the  Budget;  and  on  uie  29th  of 
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April,  in  TCpIy  to  the  right  hon.  and 
nUantMemDerfor  WigtownBurghs  (Sir 
John  Hay),  he  Baid  he  did  not  intend 
to  bring  wis  scheme  in  until  the  Budget 
was  out  of  the  way,  and  that  the  neces- 
saiy  information  would  be  in  the  hands 
of  Members  before  that  time.      The 
Budget  Bill  was  out  of  the  way  by  the 
list  of  May,  and  when  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister said  he  would  not  introduce  this 
scheme  until  after  the  Budget  Bill  was 
out  of  the  way,  that  was  equivalent  to 
saying  that  he  would  bring  it  in  then, 
or  soon  after ;  but  it  never  could  be  held 
that  the  Prime  Minister  meant  not  only 
that  the  House   should  wait  till   the 
Budget  Bill  was  out  of  the  way,  but  that 
they  should  also  wait  till  the  last  days  of 
the  Session,  when  half  the  Members  were 
away,  before  having  the  scheme  before 
them.    He,  therefore,  thought  the  House 
had  been  more  or  less  taken  by  surprise, 
and  the  country  had  had  no  opportunity 
of  considering  the  measure  in  any  way. 
The  Prime  Minister  held  out  the  hope 
fliat  it  would  be  brought  forward  and 
fhe  necessary  information  given  in  time 
lor  it  to  be  considered,  but  it  was  not 
known  that  the  proposal  was  to  impose 
£2,000,000  of  taxation  on  the  country 
for  31  years.    He  believed  the  country 
voold  wish  to  oppose  the  scheme ;  but  it 
was  no  use  opposing  it  now ;  and  if  the 
Oovemment  were  determined  to  carry  it 
through,  he  could  only  enter  his  protest 
sgainst  it. 

Beiolationa  agreed  to  : — Bill  ordered  to  be 
iHtms^t  in  hj  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
am  and  Lord  Fbbderick  Cavendish. 

BOkpreaetUed,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  236.] 

SA8T  INDIAN  LOANS,  ANNUITIES,  &0. — 
INDIAN  LOAN  OF    1879  BILL. 

Reaohttioins  [August  1]  reported ,  and  agreed  to  : 
— Kn  ordered  to  be  brooght  in  by  Mr.  Chan- 
csuoR  of  the  EzcHiQUBB  and  Lord  Fbsdbrick 

GATIirDIBR. 

BiIljif«MiilMf,and  read  thefirrt  time.  [Bill  237.] 


OQBEUPT  FRACnGES   (SUSPENSION  OF 
NLIOIIONS)   BILL. 

Qa  Udtion  of  Mr.  Attorney  General,  Bill 
Id  iBiptiiid  for  a  limited  period,  on  account  of 
OoBut  I^mctices,  the  holding  of  an  Election 
rf  a  liBDiber  or  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament 
Ik  oattein  CSties  and  Boironghs,  ordered  to  be 
Issidit  in  hy  Mr.  Attorzcet  General,  Socre- 
tsffer  WnxjAM  Habcoubt,  and  Mr.  Solicitor 


KHfrMmMyandjraad  the  first  time.  [Bill238.] 

Hffnff*^  aciy^'^^''^^  ^t  a  quarter 
after  Three  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Wednesday,  Srd  August,  1881. 


The  House  met; — And  having  gone 
through  the  Business  on  the  Paper, 
without  debate — 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  One 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  Srd  August,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Supply— fow*iVfor^rf  in  Committee 
—  Civil  Service  Estimates,  Class  II. — 
Salarieh  and  Expenses  op  Civil  Depart- 
ments. 

Resolutions  [Aug^t  2]  reported. 

Public  Bills — Select  Committee— Report — Poor 
Kolief  and  Audit  of  Accounts  (Scotland) 
[No.  373]. 

Withdrawn  —  Ballot  Act  Continuance  and 
Amendment  *  [2] ;  Church  Patrona&ro  (No.  2)* 
[176].  ^ 

QUESTION. 


SOUTH    AFRICA— THE    TRANSVAAL  — 
THE  CONVENTION  AVITII  THE  BOERS. 

Sir  HENRY  TYLER  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  to  be  so  good  as 
to  furnish  the  House  with  the  latest  in- 
formation he  possesses  in  regard  to  the 
Convention  signed  with  the  hostile 
Boers  in  the  Transvaal;  and  also  to 
state  in  particular,  what  guarantee  or 
security  is  afforded  for  the  carrying  out 
of  the  stipulations  made  on  behalf  of  the 
Boers;  by  what  tribunal  the  damages 
occasioned  by  the  action  of  the  Boers 
will  be  assessed,  and  what  security  there 
is  for  their  payment ;  and  where  it  is 
intended  that  the  British  Resident  for 
the  Transvaal  will  reside,  what  will  be 
his  duties,  and  how  he  will,  in  the  event 
of  his  becoming  unpopidar,  be  pro- 
tected? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  the  Conven- 
tion with  the  Boer  Leaders  has  not  been 
signed ;  but  it  is  on  its  way  to  signature, 
and,  so  far  as  I  know,  substantial  arrange- 
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menta  for  that  purpose  hare  been  made. 
The  Convention  will  probably  be  Bigned 
within  a  few  days,  and  it  will  be  laid 
npoa  the  Table  as  soon  as  the  Oovern- 
znent  are  in  posBession  of  it  in  a  com- 
plete form.  It  will  have  to  be  ratified, 
m  order  to  make  it  binding,  by  the 
Volkeraad  or  Court  of  Aasembly  on  the 
part  of  the  people,  which  will  at  once 
be  elected,  and  every  security  will  be 
taken  to   make  the    Convention    com- 

Sletely  binding  on  the  great  mass  of 
le  people.  Tne  compensation  referred 
to  in  the  hon.  Member's  Question  will 
be  assessed  by  a  sub-Commission,  con- 
sisting of  the  British  Resident  and  two 
Judges  of  the  Transvaal  Supreme  Court ; 
or,  failing  the  Judges,  by  two  other  per- 
sona, who  will  be  appointed  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's High  Commissioner.  With  respect 
to  the  last  branch  of  the  Question,  I  have 
to  say  that  the  British  Resident  will 
reside  at  Pretoria,  or,  from  time  to  time, 
at  any  other  convenient  place,  and  his 
functions  will  be  defined  by  the  High 
Commissioner.  That  being  so,  it  is 
better  that  I  should  not  attempt  to  give 
an  account  of  them  verbally,  more  es- 
pecially ae  I  hope  the  Papers  will  soon 
be  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members.  With 
regard  to  the  security  of  the  British 
Besident,  the  Government  have  no  more 
doubt  upon  that  point  than  they  have  ae 
to  the  security  oi  any  British  Consul  or 
Ambassador  to  any  foreign  country,  and 
no  special  arrangements  for  his  protec- 
tion are  oontem^ted. 

MOTION. 


PAHLIAMENT  — PRIVILEGE 
(ME.  BRADLAUGH). 

RESOLUTION. 

Mk.  LABOTJCHEEE  :  I  rise.  Sir,  on 
a  question  of  Privilege.  I  was  standing 
in  the  Lobby  just  now,  when  I  saw  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  a  duly  elected  Member  of 
this  House,  come  into  the  Lobby.  " 
attempted  to  go  into  the  House, 
said  he'  oonsidered  he  had  a  right  to  do 
80,  derived  &om  his  being  an  elected 
Member  of  this  House.  He  was  then 
hurried  out  of  the  Lobby  by  the  of&ciala 
of  the  House;  and  I  am  given  to  und 
stand  that  ha  is  not  to  be  allowed  to 
enter  the  Lobby.  On  the  10th  of  May 
the  following  Besolntien  was  passed  by 

M.i.   TX .  *  "^ 


thia  House: — 
Mr.  GUuUUm 


That  the  'SeHeant  at  Anna  do  remOTB  Air' 
Bradlaugh  from  ths  Hotue  until  he  shall  engage 
not  further  to  dieturb  the  proceedinga  of  ^a 

That  Resolution  was  moved  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote),  and  it 
will  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  I  asked  him  if  he 
would  be  good  enough  to  explain  what 
he  meant  by  "the  House."  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said — 

I,  theretore,  by  my  Motion,  propose  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  Bhallbe  excluded  ixota  the  Hoiue 
— that  U,  that  he  shall  not  come  within  the 
door  that  is  kept  hy  the  doarkeepera,  until  or 
unless  he  shall  undertake  to  the  Speaker  that 
he   will  not   disturb   the    proce«dingt  of   the 

"  — [3  iTflfwani,  cclxi.  182,] 
Of  course,  that  excludes  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
&om  coming  within  these  doors  ;  but  I 
apprehend  that  it  does  not  exclude  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  &om  ooming  within  the 
Lobby  at  the  other  side  of  the  door,  and 
that,  in  order  to  prevent  him  hma  doing 
so,  it  would  be  necessary  that  a  Resolu- 
tion should  be  passed  by  the  House. 
Of  course.  Sir,  you  will  perceive  that  it 
is  my  duty  to  do  all  that  I  possibly  can 
for  my  constituents  in  this  matter,  and 
I  do  not  wish  to  do  anything  that  would 
be  out  of  Order, 

Ma.  SPEAKER :  I  presume  the  hon. 
Member  will  conclude  with  a  Motion ; 
otherwise  he  will  not  be  in  Order. 

Ma.  LABOUCHERE  :  Yes,  Sir,  I 
will  conclude  with  a  Motion  ;  but  I  want 
to  keep  to  the  Rules  of  the  House,  and 
I  wish  to  know  if  I  can  conclude  with 
the  following  Motion  F  If  not,  I  ivill  sub- 
stitute another : — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hoiue,  the  B«- 
solution  of  the  Hoase  posaed  10th  Hay  laa^ 
'  that  the  Sergeant  at  Anna  do  remove  Ur.  Brad- 
laugh from  the  House  until  he  shall  engage  not 
further  to  disturb  the  procecdingsof  the  Hoase,' 
meant  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  not  come 
within  the  outer  door  of  this  Chamber,  and  did 
not  give  any  power  to  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  to 
binoer  him  from  entering  and  remaining  in  all 
or  any  other  portions  of  this  edifice ;  ai^  that, 
therefore,  the  Serjeant  at  Anna  and  the  offioot 
of  the  House  acnng  nnder  him,  in  excluding 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  from  such  other  portions  of  the 
edifice,  acted  without  the  authority  of  this 
doing  interfered  with  the  p ' 


House,  and  Ji 


leges  iDberont  in  Membership   of  this  Hoai% 

and  from   which  no  Member  can  be  deprired 

without  a  Reaolutioa  of  Uiii   Honae   to  tint 

effect." 

I  ask  whether,  under  the  oircumstauMS, 

that  is  a  matter  of  Privilege  ? 

Ma.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
will  prooddd. 
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Hb.  LABOnOHEBE :  Under  these  I  should  not  be  giving  fiill  effect  to  that 

dTCiimstances,  I  will  move  this  Resolu-  Order  unless  I  had  taken  the  course 

tion.    I  am  not  entering  into  the  ques-  which  I  have  taken  this  day. 

tion  wl»eaier  it  would  be  the  view  of  the  ,4^  SPEAKER :  Does  any  hon.  Mem- 

Hon*  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  haTing  a^  ber  second  the  Motion  ? 

tempted  to  come  within  the  door,  should  ^^  A8HT0N  DILKE  seconded  the 

be  forbiaaen  to  oome  within  the  pre-  \rotion 

cinotsof  the  House;  but  I  apprehend  „    .           ,         ,  ^ 

no  statement  has  been  made  on  behalf  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

of  the  Sen eant-at- Arms  to  the  House  of  "  That,  in  tho  opinion  of  this  House,  the  Re- 

what  has  transpired  just  now  within  '^^?\^^  tho  IW  jessed  lOth  May  lajt, 

.,     T    ui.                 X        1.  i.1^      -x  •    xi^     •  *That  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  do  remove  Mr. 

the  Lobby,  or  as  to  whether  it  is  the  m-  Bradlaugh  from  tho  House,  until  he  shaU  engage 

tenbonof  the  Seijeant-at-Arms  and  the  not  further  to  disturb  tho  proceedings  of  the 

ofiicers  to  exclude  Mr.  Bradlaugh  hence-  House,*  meant  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  not 

forward  from  the  Lobby.     I  venture  re-  co""®  within  the  outer  door  of  this  Chamber, 

spectfully  to  contend  that  the  Serjeant-  "f^  ^'f  1°.*  f'^X^^*  power  to  the  Serjeant  at 

Va                   ^v**w**^  i.**«v  w««  .^j«j«»x.w  Aj^g  to  hinder  him  from  entering  and  remain- 

at-Arms  cannot  do  that  without  a  ±Ce-  ing  i^  all  or  any  other  portions  of  this  edifice, 

solution  of  the  House.     I,  therefore,  beg  and  that  therefore  the  Scijeant  at  Anns  and  tho 

to  propose  the  Beeolution  which  I  have  Officers  of  the  House  acting  under  him,  in  ox- 

iost  read  eluding  Mr.  Bradlaugh  from  such  other  portions 

-ftr      a-D-ci  4  TT-ci-D     -DP             XX*        i.\.  ^^  ^^  odificc,  act(Kl  without  the  authority  of 

Ma.  SFfiAJULK:  Before  putting  the  ^^is  House,  and  in  so  doing  interfered  with  tho 

Besolution  to  the  House,  it  is  right  that  privileges  inherent  in  Membership  of  this  Houso, 

I   should   state    that,   by   a  Hesolution  and  from  which  no  Member  can  be   deprived 

passed  by  tiie  House  of  Commons  on  without  a  Kesolution  of   this  House  to  that 

SelOth  of  May,  it  was  ordered-  eflfcct."-(.lfr.  Lahou^here,) 

*"niat  the  Seijeunt  at  Arms  do  remove  Mr.  Mr.  GLADSTONE:  This  not  being 

Bndlanffh  from  &e  Houae  until  he  shall  engage  a  question,  Sir,  of  altering  in  principle 

not  fnitiier  to  disturb  the  proceedings  of  the  the  Eesolution  of  the  House  which  has 

^**''*®'  been  referred  to  either  by  extension  or 

This  Order  I  carried  out  in  a  maimer  addition,  I  am  not  sure  whether  I  should 

moot  considerate  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  be-  have  risen  at  once  on  the  Motion  which 

fiering  that  that  was  the  desire  of  the  has  just  been  made.    But  the  question 

Honfle.     He  was  admitted  to  frequent  appears  to  me  to  be  one  which  the  hon. 

the  Lobby  and  other  parts  of  the  build-  Member  for  Northampton  is  perfectly 

ing  in  fall  reliance  that  he  would  not  justified  in  raising,  from  his  point  of 

attempt  to  enter  this  House.     On  the  view,  as  to  your  conduct,  Sir,  as  the 

4th   July  he    gave   formal  notice,    in  Chief  Executive  Officer  of  this  House, 

writing,  to  myself,  to  the  Clerk  of  the  in  the  interpretation  you  have  put  on 

Houae,  and  to    the  Serjeant-at-Arms,  the  Eesolution  and  in  the  performance 

that  on  or  before  the  drd  instant   he  of  your  duty.     I  pass  no  censure  upon 

would  again  present  himself  at  the  Table,  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  for 

and  would  resist  and  endeavour  to  over-  his  challenge  to  each  Member  of  the 

eome  any  physical  force  used  against  House,  and  to  Members  collectively,  to 

him.    In  pursuance  of  the  notice,  he  declare  whether  they  will  support  you 

haa  this  day  oome  to  the  door  of  the  in  the  interpretation  you  have  put  upon 

Honaej  and  has  endeavoured  to  force  an  the  recent  Hesolution  of  the  House.  And 

entraooe.       The  Serjeant-at-Arms  and  as  I  have  myself  objected  to  that  Eeso- 

his  ofltoers,  Betin|p  under  my  directions,  lution,  I  wish  to  construe  it  impartially, 

have  removed  him  from  tne  door,  and  in  the  same  sense  as  if  I  had  approved  it, 

in  osder  to  prevent  any  further  attempts  or  had  even  been  a  party  to  it.     Now, 

to  enter  fl&e  House  and  restrain  disorder  Sir,  approaching  the  question  in  that 

in  the  approaches  to  the  House,  have  spirit,  I  can  entertain  no  doubt  what- 

eondnotea  him  beyond  the  precincts  of  ever,  for  myself,  that  you  have  acted 

the  House.     The  question  raised  by  the  judiciously,  and  wisely  interpreted  the 

hoa.   Member  for  Northampton    (Mr.  Kesolution  of  the  House.     It  appears  to 

labonohere}  in  his  Motion  is,  whether  mo  that,  however  the  Mover  of  the  Ho- 

h  Jk>  directing  the  Serjeant-at-Arms  I  solution  may  have  immediately  contem- 

haveezceeded,  in  my  capacity  as  Speaker  plated,   if  he  did  so  contemplate,  the 

of  this  Hoaae,  the  Order  of  this  House  limit  to  be  established  by  the  actual 

un0d(atbe]OthofHay?Ihavefeltthat  entrance  to  the  House,  the  clear  inten* 
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tion  of  the  House  in  passing  the  Beso- 
lution  was  that  Kr.  Brodlaugh  should 
be  debarred  &oia  access  to  the  House 
by  whatever  means  might  be  found  ne- 
cessary for  that  purpose.  I  cannot  for 
a  moment  conceive  it  possible  that  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  House  to  leave 
it  open  to  the  exeoutive  officers  to  debar 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  in  suoh  a  manner  and 
form  and  under  such  conditions  as  to 
cause  disorder  in  the  immediate  neigh- 
bourhood of  the  House,  and  to  bar  the 
&ee  and  uninterrupted  access  of  Mem- 
bers to  the  House.  That  is  the  point 
upon  which  the  matter  appears  to  me  to 
turn.  I  must  hold  that,  above  all  other 
regulations,  one  regulation  in  particular 
is  necessary — namely,  that  which  is 
asserted  in  the  Sessional  Orders  of  the 
House ;  and  the  direction  given  to  the 
Commissioners  of  Police  of  the  Metro- 
polis speaks,  not  only  of  free  access  from 
the  streets  to  the  Houses  of  Parliament, 
but  says  that  no  obstruction  should  be 
permitted  to  hinder  the  passage  of  Mem- 
bers to  and  from  these  Houses,  and  that 
no  disorder  shall  be  allowed  in  West- 
minster Hall,  or  the  passages  leading  to 
the  House  during  the  Sessions  of  Fariia- 
ment.  The  grounds  upon  which  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  cannot  be 
sustained  are  to  me  very  plain ;  and  I 
think.  Sir,  that  you  have  properly  exer- 
cised, as  you  always  have  done,  the 
authority  reposed  in  your  hands.  As 
to  absolute  freedom  of  access  by  Mem- 
bers to  this  House,  that  would  have 
been  seriously  hindered  if  the  condition 
in  which  you  are  placed  by  the  Resolu- 
tion were  auch  that  you  could  only  con- 
test the  entrance  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  at 
the  doors  of  the  House.  I  think  that  in 
the  nature  of  the  case,  your  conclusion 
is  in  accordance  with  the  spirit  of  the 
Resolution,  and  that  you  woiud  not  have 
acted  in  accordance  with  the  spirit  of  the 
Resolution  if  you  had  permitted  such  a 
contest  at  the  doors  of  the  House.  I 
think,  further,  that  the  great  care  taken 
by  the  House  to  lay  down  the  principle 
that  no  disorder  should  be  allowed,  in 
order  to  secnre  free  access  to  the  Honse, 
involves  a  proposition  which  applies  to 
all  descriptions  of  disorder,  whether  that 
disorder  arises  from  the  action  of  ex- 
traneous persons  or  from  the  action  of 
any  Member  of  this  House  who  may 
have  been  placed  by  a  Besolution  of  the 
Honse — so  far  as  the  authority  of  the 
Honse  may  establish  auoh  a  Resolution 
Mr.  GMtUn* 


— under  a  ban  prednding  Mm, 
ceptional  circumstances,  fr^mfre« 
to  the  House,  and  rendering  I 
effect,  an  extraneous  person ;  ani 
comes  the  duty  of  the  Executive 
rity  to  treat  him  as  an  extraneoi 
son.  Therefore,  on  all  these  gi 
I  think  this  Motion  cannot  be  sus 
I  think  you.  Sir,  have  acted  wise 
properly  construed  the  Eeaolutioc 
10th  of  May.  It  is  my  duty  to 
this  matter  quite  irrespective  of  i 
nion  of  the  cnaraoter  of  that  Resc 
which,  as  I  have  said,  remaii 
changed  ;  but  the  duty  plainly  a 
to  us  to  support  the  Executive  au 
of  the  House  in  faithful  and  ful 
pliance  with  that  Resolution. 

9iR  STAFFORD  NORTHCOl 
shall  say  only  a  few  words,  Sir, 
port  of  the  observations  of  the 
Minister,  and  especially  I  desire 
as  little  as  poaaible,  because  I  t 
of  great  importance  that  we  shonl 
altogether  distinct  questions  of 
with  regard  to  the  position  of  Mr 
laugh  and  questions  of  Order 
have  been  raised  by  the  proce 
to-day.  I  am  anxious  that  thei 
questions  should  be  kept  entire! 
tinct,  and  that  we  should  confii 
selves  to  the  consideration  of  the 
you,  Sir,  have  felt  it  your  duly  to 
in  pursuance  of  the  Resolution  b 
by  the  House  on  the  10th  of  M 
think  with  the  Leader  of  the  Hon 
your  conduct,  Sir,  has  been  enti: 
accordance  with  that  which  the 
expected  you  would  pursue ;  and 
entirely  merits  and  gains  the  sup; 
this  House.  The  hon.  Memo 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labonchere)  1 
ferred  to  some  words  I  used  w 
made  that  Motion,  and  he  has  co 
quoted  them.  Undoubtedly,  the  '. 
which  I  made  had  reference  sis 
the  exclusion  of  Mr.  Bradlaugl 
the  doors  of  this  House.  The  ol 
that  Resolution  was  this.  Mr. 
laugh  had  up  to  that  time  been 
habit  of  doing  that  which  Membe 
have  been  elected  and  who  ha 
been  able  to  take  their  seats  \ra  t 
in  the  habit  of  doing — namely,  r 
ing  below  the  Bar  of  the  House. 
felt  that  if  Mr.  Bradlaugh  remai 
that  position,  and  if  he  exerds 
discretion,  as  he  bad  done  on  1 
previous  oceasJons,  to  oome  from  1 
below  the  Bar  to  the  Table  to  ol 
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tike  his  aeaty  the  Honae  would  be  sub- 
jested  to  oontinual  interraption  of  its 
^miiiefls.  I  therefore  moved,  and  the 
Honae  adopted^  the  Beeolution  to  ex- 
dude  him  nom  the  body  of  the  Hoase, 
in  order  to  prevent  a  distorbanoe  of  our 
proeoodings,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  could  at 
any  time  after  the  10th  of  liuty  have  re- 
corered  hia  right  of  coming  within  the 
doors  of  the  House  upon  giving  an  un- 
dertaking not  to  disturb  the  order  of  the 
proceedings ;  but  he  did  not  make  any 
such  promise,  and  was  therefore  pro- 
peily,  by  the  Order  of  the  House,  ex- 
eluded  from  coming  within  the  doors. 
But  I  should  say  he  has  not  only  failed 
to  make  any  undertaking  not  to  disturb 
our  proceedings,  but  he  has  attempted 
by  force  to  override  and  set  aside  the 
Order  that  was  made  excluding  him 
from  the  House.  Therefore,  the  action 
has  been  entirely  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  own, 
and  I  quite  agree  that,  to  give  effect  to 
the  Resolution  of  the  lOui  of  May,  it 
Tas  necessary  that  any  attempt  on  the 

Gof  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  enter  the 
jse  should  be  resisted,  and  resisted 
m  an  effectual  manner.  As  I  under- 
rtsad.  Sir,  your  directions  to  the  officers 
of  the  House  and  to  the  Serieant-at- 
Arms  have  been  that  he  shomd  be  ex- 
daded  by  force  from  the  House,  and 
ttat  if  neceasary,  in  order  to  prevent 
lorQier  disturbance  of  that  kmd,  he 
ihinild  be  removed  from  the  precincts — 
fiom  the  Lobby.  In  that  course  I  think 
yon  have  taken  the  proper  steps  for 
■wwring  the  dignity  and  the  peace  of 
As  nooeedings  of  this  House.  I  hope 
As  House  will  unanimously  support 
you  in  the  course  which  you  have 
flionght  it  proper  to  take. 

8m  WifiFKiD  LAWSON :  I  wish 
to  ask.  Sir,  whether  an  Amendment  can 
bsnored  to  the  Motion  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  I  cannot  sav  untQ 
I  know  whttt  the  Amendment  will  be. 

Bm  WILFRID  LAWSON :  Then  I 
viH  give  my  reasons  for  an  Amend- 
flMnt  which  I  thix^  ought  to  be  moved 
to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member.  I 
flunk  this  House  is  getting  into  a  very 
avkwaid  position;  and  I  agree  with 
fta  lig^t  hon.  Baronet  who  has  just 
Vhan,  that  with  regard  to  the  dignity 
ttdnaaoe  of  this  House  something  must 

M  OMMntetty  soon. 
fcEgfAFTOEDNOBTHCOTE :  The 
tt  not  w  that  with  regard  to  the 
"^  Iblioer  misapprehended  me.    I 


di|^ty  and  peace  of  the  House  some- 
thing must  be  done ;  but  I  said  that  in 
reference  to  maintaining  the  dignity  and 
peace  of  the  House  the  Speaker  had 
acted  rightly. 

Sir  WILFEID  LAWSON:  I  beg 
the  righfc  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon ;  but 
I  agree  with  every  step  which  the 
Speaker  has  taken  in  this  matter  for  the 
maintenance  of  order.  On  a  previous 
occasion  you,  Sir,  decided  that  I  should 
not  be  justified  in  saying  that  the  Beso- 
lution  which  was  passed  by  the  House 
on  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  was  illegal ; 
but  I  still  have  a  strong  idea  that  the 
House  did  act  illegally. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENEY :  I  rise  to 
a  point  of  Order.  Ought  not  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Baronet  to  be  read  to 
the  House  before  any  speech  is  made,  as 
the  Amendment  may  be  of  such  a  cha- 
racter that  it  cannot  be  entertained  ? 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON:  I  con- 
clude, Sir,  that  you  are  still  the  autho- 
rity in  this  House,  and  that  my  hon. 
Friend  is  not.  I  was  going  to  say  that 
although,  in  my  humble  opinion,  the 
Besolution  which  has  caused  all ,  this 
trouble,  and  which,  if  we  adhere  to  it, 
will  probably  lead  us  into  more  trouble, 
was  passed  unwisely.  I  think,  in  endea- 
vouring to  exclude  a  duly  elected  Mem- 
ber from  this  House,  we  are  taking  one 
of  the  most  high-handed  steps  which 
this  House  has  indulged  in  for  some 
venerations;  and  it  is  the  more  invi- 
dious, and  has  the  more  excited  the 
country,  because  you  are  excluding  that 
hon.  Member  on  account  of  his  theolo- 
gical, or  perhaps  I  ought  to  say  his  non- 
theological,  views.  I  strongly  object  to 
such  a  course  being  taken,  and  I  hope 
that  nobody  will  presume  to  say  that 
those  of  us  who  object  to  that  proceed- 
ing are  on  that  account  allied  with 
Atheists,  and  are  sympathizers  with 
atheistic  views.  That  sort  of  warfare 
is  striking  a  foul  blow.  No  one  has  a 
right  to  charge  us  with  being  sympa- 
thizers with  Atheists. 

Sir  HENRY  TYLER:  I  rise  to 
Order.  I  wish  to  know  whether  the 
hon.  Baronet  is  in  Order  in  going  into 
the  whole  question  ? 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON:  Itisunfair 
to  charge  us  with  being  in  sympathy  with 
Mr.  Bradlaugh.  It  might  just  as  well 
be  said  that  those  who  desired  the 
emancipation  of  the  Jews  believed  in 
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Jewish  faith,  or  that  those  who  were 
for  Boman  Catholic  emancipation  sym- 
pathized with  the  doctrines  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church.  I  will  not  g^ve  my 
opinion  on  the  subject;  but  I  will 
read  what  the  Lord  Chancellor  says, 
and  I  think  you  could  not  have  a  higher 
authority.     The  Lord  Chancellor  says — 

'*  It  does  not  appear  to  me  to  be  just  to  assert 
againt  one  particular  man,  however  bad  he  may 
be,  a  power  in  the  House  of  Commons  to  test 
the  sincerity  of  an  oath  which  he  appears  to 
take  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  law,  by  an 
extrinsic  evidence  of  his  actual  belief  or  dis- 
belief. No  such  power  has  ever  been  asserted 
or  used  against  an^  other  man,  though  other 
professed  and  notorious  imbelievers  have  sat,  and 
perhaps  may  sit  there  still,  and  the  House  of 
Commons  have  now  chosen,  for  the  first  time, 
to  assort  for  itself  and  to  exercise  this  power." 

I  very  much  regret  that  it  has  done  so  ; 
and  I  say  most  distinctly,  that  neither 
by  law  nor  equity  are  we  justified  in 
preventing  Mr.  Bradlaufi^h  from  ful- 
filling the  duty  which  the  law  has  placed 
upon  him.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  has  taken  one 
of  the  most  revolutionary  courses  that 
has  been  taken  by  this  House  for  a  long 
time,  and  he  is  setting  an  example  of 
lawlessness  to  the  Lish  Members  who 
sit  on  the  other  side.  I  always  under- 
stood that  the  laws  of  this  country  were 
made  by  the  Queen,  the  Lords,  and  the 
Commons,  and  not  by  one  House  alone ; 
and  now  you  are  trying  to  make  the  law 
by  one  Branch  of  the  Legislature.  That 
is  a  revolutionary  course  to  which  I  ob- 
ject. What  did  Lord  Chatham  say  on 
a  similar  occasion — namely,  in  regard  to 
the  election  of  Mr.  Wilkes  ?  The  noble 
Lord,  in  addressing  the  House  of  Lords 
in  reference  to  that  matter,  said — 

"  My  Lords,  I  thought  the  slavish  doc- 
trine of  passive  obedience  had  long  been  ex- 
ploded, and,  when  our  Kings  were  obliged  to 
confess  that  their  title  to  the  Crown  and  the 
rule  of  their  Gk>vemment  had  no  other  founda- 
tion than  the  known  law  of  the  land,  I  never 
expected  to  hear  a  Divine  right  or  a  Divine 
infallibility  attributed  to  any  oUier  branch  of 
the  Legislature.  The  Commons  have  betrayed 
their  constituents  and  violated  the  Constitution  ; 
under  the  pretence  of  declaring  the  law  they 
have  made  a  law,  and  united  in  the  same  person 
the  ofiico  of  legislator  and  of  judge." 

Those  words  apply  exactly  to  the  course 
you  are  pursuing  now.  There  are,  I 
believe,  two  sentiments  common  to  most 
of  us  in  this  House — the  desire  to  pre- 
serve the  law  and  to  preserve  the  dignity 
of  this  House.  But  by  the  course  we 
are  now  pursuing  we  are  weakening  ^e 

Sir  Wilfrid  Zaw9<m 


dignity  of  the  law  and  onr  own  inflow 
ence  in  the  country.  I  have  bo  doubt 
whatever  how  this  contest  will  end.  I 
have  no  doubt,  I  say,  that  civil  and  reli* 
gious  liberty  will  be  triumphant,  even 
although  it  be  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh.  I  do  not  want  this  contest  to  go 
on  impeding  Business,  and  giving  ziae 
to  angry  passions,  and  popularizing  Mr. 
Bradlaugh. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Baronet  that  he  isgoing  beside 
the  Question  before  the  House.  The 
Question  before  the  House  is  the  con- 
duct of  the  Speaker.  The  hon.  Ba- 
ronet is,  I  understand,  going  to  place  an 
Amendment  before  the  House.  If  he 
will  do  so,  I  shall  tell  him  whether  it  is 
in  Order. 

Sm  WILFRID  LAWSON  :  I,  of 
course,  Mr.  Speaker,  shall  not  pursue 
the  subject  further.  I  must  explain 
that  I  hardly  like  to  vote  for  the  Miotion 
of  my  hon.  Friend  as  it  stands,  beeausei 
as  the  Prime  Minister  ably  pointed  out, 
it  might  look  as  though  we  were  im- 
pugning your  conduct  in  this  matter, 
which  18  the  very  last  thing  I  would 
wish  to  do.  In  conclusion,  I  venture  to 
propose,  as  an  Amendment  to  the  words 
of  my  hon.  Friend — 

*<  That  the  Resolution  of  April  26th,  1881, 
forbidding  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  take  the  Oath, 
and  also  the  Resolntion  of  May  10th,  1881, 
ordaining  his  exclusion  from  the  Hoose,  be 
rescinded.'* 

Mb.  speaker  :  Under  cover  of  an 
Amendment  calling  in  question  the  con- 
duct of  the  Speaker,  the  hon.  Baronet 
proposes  to  raise  a  question  which,  in 
my  opinion,  has  no  relevancy  to  the 
ori^nal  Motion.  If  the  hon.  Baronet 
desires  that  the  Resolution  of  the  10th 
May  shall  be  rescinded,  the  proper 
course  is  to  make  the  proposal  to  the 
House,  and  bring  it  forwara  in  the  oidi* 
nary  way. 

Mr.  J.  COWEN :  Sir,  I  have  no  wish 
to  prolong  the  discussion  ;  but  I  should 
be  glad  if  the  present  occasion  could  be 
utilized  for  the  purpose  of  hastening  the 
settlement  of  a  most  unpleasant  dispnte. 
Into  the  merits  of  that  dispute  I  have 
no  intention  to  enter.  I  know  that  no- 
thing I  can  say,  or  that  anyone  here  oan 
say,  will  alter  hon.  Members'  opinions. 
The  views  they  entertain  are  too  finnly 
held  to  be  shaken  by  a  House  of  Oommonr 
debate.  Controversy  may  streng^en 
them,  but  will  npt  shake  fhem.    But* 
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vhfle  I  am  aware  of  this,  I  am  also 
aware  that  we  are  all  anzions  to  have 
file  nnhapsy  wrangle  terminated.    It  is 
damaging  to  the  ugnity  of  Parliament 
to  hare  such  acenee  as  we  have  witnessed 
Ala  Seaaion.     The  ynlgar  straggle  that 
has  jnat  taken  place  in  the  Lobby  can 
serra  no  good  end,  and  wiU  only  help 
to  bring  our  deliberations  into  disrepute. 
The  questions  at  issue  can  be  narrowed 
to  a  single  point.    Mr.  Bradlaugh  is  a 
duly  deoted  Member  of  Parliament,  and 
is  willmg  to  take  the  Oath.    The  ma- 
jority on  thia  side  of  the  House  are  wili- 
ng that  he  should  take  it.    Hon.  Gen- 
tlnoen  omxMite  object  to  that,  because 
the  Oath  haa  not  the  same  binding  effect 
^on  Mr.  Bradlaugh  as  it  is  understood 
to  have  upon  them.     In  fact,  in  the 
indgment  of  the  Opposition,  the  Oath 
mi.  Bradlaugh  wants  to  take  and  the 
Oath  they  take  are  different.    I  recog- 
aise,  respect,  and  appreciate  that  dis- 
tinction.    As  long  as  such  an  opinion  is 
latertained,  the  only  way  of  settling  the 
urnXniweny   is  by  altering  the   Oath. 
Ihat  ia  the  simplest,   the  straightest, 
ind  moat  direct  way  of  dealing  with  the 
■attar.     The  Oovemment  admit  this, 
sod  have  introduced  a  Bill  proposing 
As  neeeeaary  change.     While  that  BiU 
Tss  under  consideration  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
■mr  tzonbled  us.    Whatever  maybe 
Usopiniona  or  his  wishes,  the  House 
viO,  at  least,  do  him  the  justice  to  say 
Ast  aa  hmg  as  the  measure  was  upon 
As  Order  Paper  we  heard  nothing  of 
Ids  daima.     When  it  was  withdrawn, 
sad  only  then,  did  he  renew  his  personal 
wtssta.  What  I  wish  to  ask  the  Prime 
■hristar  ia,  whether  he  will  giTe  an  un- 
iartsking  to  introduce  next  Session  the 
Bin  that  lie  has  introduced  this  Session, 
bat  which,  from  pressure  of  Business,  he 
has  been  driven  to  abandon  ?    I  have 
BO  anfhority  to    speak  on  Mr.  Brad- 
Isagh'a  behalf.   I  have  never  mentioned 
Aa  aabject  to  him.    But  I  would  almost 
laisKtake  to  say — ^if  the  Government 
VoaldBromiae  that  the  Bill  which  has 
basB  mmped  this  year  should  be  re- 
itfrodnpod  next — ^thii^  until  such  time  as 
Aaneaanre  has  either  been  passed  or 
njsBtad,  Itx,  Bradlaugh  would  not  dis- 
tnb  ua.    I  know  it  is,  perhaps,  a  good 
Aaslto  ask  the  Rime  Minister  to  make 
a  statement  at  this  time,  and  with- 
Notioe;  but  if  he  will  take 
nwasiim  bafbro  the  Session  termi- 
ito  give  sooh  an  intimation,  it  will 
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go  far  to  allay  the  threatening  agitation 
uiat  is  growing  in  the  coun^.  There 
is  only  one  way  out  of  the  struggle.  The 
House  of  Commons  may  prolong  it  as 
they  like;  but,  however  unpleasant  it 
may  be  to  them,  in  the  end  the  consti- 
tuencies will  insist  upon  their  right  to 
elect  whomsoever  they  please.  It  is  now 
the  case  of  Mr.  Bradkueh  alone.  It 
may  soon  be  the  case  of  others.  At 
present  the  agitation  is  sustained  by 
active  partizans  for  and  against  the 
Member  for  Northampton ;  but  if  it  is 
allowed  to  gather  it  will  shorQv  embrace 
in  its  ranks  a  large  section  of  the  com- 
munity. Mr.  Bradlaugh  will  disappear 
from  the  controversy,  and  the  question 
will  become  the  right  of  the  constitu- 
encies or  the  right  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. In  face  of  this  threatening  and 
irritating  dispute,  I  hope  the  Frime 
Minister  will  make  an  announcement  of 
the  kind  I  have  suggested,  either  to-day 
or  at  the  earliest  possible  moment.  That 
will  do  more  to  allay  the  agitation  than 
anything  I  know  of. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA :  Sir,  I  hope 
I  shall  be  permitted  to  express  a  very 
devout  wish  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, to  whom,  in  common  with 
most  of  my  countrymen,  I  feel  I  am 
much  indebted  for  the  untiring  atten- 
tion he  has  bestowed  on  the  Irish  Land 
Bill,  will  not  fall  into  the  trap  which  has 
been  spread  open  before  him  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  NewcasUe-on- 
Tyne. 

Mr.  ANDERSON:  Mr.  Speaker,  I, 
too,  Sir,  have  a  Petition  to  present  from 
my  constituency  in  favour  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh taking  lus  seat. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  proper  time  for 
presenting  Petitions  has  passed. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  :  I  was  about.  Sir, 
to  make  some  remarks  on  the  Motion 
before  the  House,  and  mentioned  the 
Petition  by  way  of  introduction.  I  was 
a  spectator  of  the  exhibition  outside  the 
doors  of  this  House  this  afternoon,  and 
I  witnessed  it  with  very  gpreat  pain  for 
several  reasons,  and  one  of  these  is  that  I 
feel  very  strongly  that  it  will  tend  to 
create  an  amount  of  sympathy  with  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  out-of-doors  that  there  has 
never  been  before.  I  saw  that  Gentle- 
man, who  has  been  duly  elected  by  a 
large  constituency,  and  is  as  properly  a 
Member  of  this  House  as  any  of  our- 
selves, taken  by  physical  force  by  the 
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police,  and  dragged  out  of  the  Lobby 
of  this  House.  This  is  a  proceeding 
which  I  am  sure  will  have  a  most  un- 
fortunate effect ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
I  cannot  vote  for  the  Motion  before 
the  House,  because  I  feel  that  you, 
Sir,  being  charged  with  the  duty  of 
keeping  our  proceedings  orderly,  were 
justified  in  giving  the  order.  I  rose 
before  with  the  intention  of  seconding 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson),  and  I  regret  exceedingly  it 
was  not  possible  to  move  it,  as  it  might 
have  led  to  a  termination  of  this  unmr- 
tunate  battle  which  the  House  of  Com- 
mons has  entered  into  with  one  of  the 
constituencies  of  the  country — a  battle 
which,  I  feel  confident,  will  bring  down 
nothing  upon  this  House  but  defeat  and 
discredit. 

Mr.  J.  G.  HUBBAED :  I  was  en- 
tirely unprepared  for  the  scene  which  I 
found  going  on  on  my  arrival  in  New 
Palace  Yard  this  afternoon,  because  I 
understood  that  merely  an  application 
was  to  be  made  on  Mr.  Bradlaugh's 
behalf  for  permission  for  him  to  make 
an  Affirmation  and  take  his  seat.  For 
many  weeks  past  the  Business  of 
this  House  has  been  conducted  in  per- 
fect quietude,  as  far  as  this  controversy 
is  concerned;  and  I  regret  to  see  the 
multitude  of  misled  and  misguided 
people  outside,  who  have  been  induced 
by  mi.  Bradlaugh  to  accompany  him 
down  to  this  House  on  the  ground  that 
he  has  been  ill-used,  and  has  been  ille- 
gally prevented  from  taking  his  seat. 
In  order  that  the  true  facts  of  this  case 
may  be  made  known  to  the  people  of  this 
country,  I  beg  to  give  Notice  that  to- 
morrow I  will  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  he 
will  consider  the  expediency  of  dis- 
abusing the  misled  followers  of  Mr. 
Charles  Bradlaujffh  by  issuing  a  Pro- 
clamation to  the  following  effect : — 

'*  That  the  Prime  Minister  has  declared  that 
taking  the  Parliamentary  Oath  in  connection 
with  the  declaration  that  the  words  were  of  no 
value  was  not  taking  the  Oath  at  all,  a  declara- 
tion in  which  the  Attorney  General  concurred ; 
that  Mr.  C.  Bradlaugh,  having  made  such  a  de- 
claration, is,  by  his  own  act,  disqualified  from 
takinff  the  OaUi ;  that  Mr.  0.  Bradlaugh  has 
boon  declared  by  tho  House  of  Commons  and  by 
Judges  of  the  Law  Courts  to  be  incapable  of 
making  the  Affirmation  provided  for  Quakers, 
Moravians,  and  Separatists ;  that  Mr.  C.  Brad- 
laugh being  qualified  to  take  neither  the  Oath 
nor  the  Aflmnation,  according  to  law,  the  House 
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could  not  be  acting  illegally,  by  preventing  his 
attaining  his  seat  oy  violence  and  intimidation, 
and,  finally,  warning  Her  Majesty's  loyal  sub- 
jects t<T  abstain  from  all  tumultuous  assemblages, 
and  to  lend  their  aid  to  the  preservation  of  peace 
and  order." 

Me.  BIQGAR  :  Sir,  if  I  were  to  go 
on  purely  personal  grounds,  I  could  not 
vote  for  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  G-entle- 
man,  for  this  reason  particularly,  because 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  when  he  sat  and  voted 
in  this  House,  did  not  seem  to  care  very 
much  for  the  rights  and  privileges  of 
other  Members  of  Parliament.  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  voted  for  a  Motion,  which, 
in  my  opinion,  was  the  most  tyrannical 
ever  perpetrated  in  this  House 

Mb.  SPEAEEH  :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  Question  before 
the  House  is  not  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  but  the  conduct  of  the 
Speaker  of  this  House. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  :  I  will  not,  of  coune, 
pursue  that  subject  further.  My  great 
objection  to  the  course  which  has  Deen 
pursued  by  the  majority  of  this  Houae, 
or  is  g^ing  to  be  pursued  on  this  oo« 
casion  of  the  expulsion  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh £rom  the  Lobby,  is  that  it  gives 
precedent  for  what  I  believe  to  be  a  moot 
tyrannical  action  on  the  part  of  the  mur 
jority  of  this  House.  If  we  are  to  have 
£rom  time  to  time  every  majority  of  thii 
House  sayinff  that  a  Meiziber  shall  not 
be  heard  m  this  House  on  account  of  hia 
religious  or  political  opinions,  and  shall 
not  be  permitted  to  take  his  seat,  it  will 
be  fraught  with  great  danger  to  the 
liberty  of  Members.  The  real  point,  in 
my  opinion,  is  this — Mr.  Bradlaugh  has 
been  elected  by  the  electors  of  North- 
ampton, and  I  am  disposed  to  think  that 
his  electors  have  fair  cause  to  complain. 
We  know,  with  regard  to  Irish  oonati- 
tuencies,  tiiat  the  will  and  wish  of  the 
electors  has  not  been  treated  very  ten* 
derly  on  several  similar  oocasions.  At 
tiiie  same  time,  it  would  come  with  bad 
grace  from  an  Irish  Member  represent- 
ing an  Irish  constituency,  as  I  do,  if  I 
did  not  say,  as  I  do  say,  that  the  wish 
of  the  electors  of  Northampton  shonU 
be  paramount  upon  a  question  of  this 
sort.  This  House  is  not  a  tribunal  to 
try  questions  of  religion  or  the  politiosl 
opinions  of  individuals.  The  functions 
in  regard  to  the  Oath  are  simply  Minis- 
terial. Political  Oaths  are  an  absurdity. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  question  of 
political  Oaths  is  not  the  Question  befors 
the  House. 
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IfB.  JOHN  BRIGHT :  Sir,  without 
9xpt9mingwaj  opinion  on  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Membor  for  Northampton,  I 
think  that  this  is  an  ocoadon  on  which 
a  Member  of  this  House,  who  feels  as 
I  do,  may  take  up  two  or  three  minutes 
In  stating  a  fact,  and  in  making  an 
rapeal  to  the  House.  I  have  been  out- 
■de  the  House  within  the  last  few 
mJnntiMi,  and  I  have  heard  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  was  refiised  admission  by 
odar  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
fay  the  instructions  of  the  Speaker ;  that 
he  waa  taken  from  the  door  of  the 
Hbaae,  through  the  Lobby,  down  the 
rteps  outside,  through  Westminster 
Hul,  and  so  put  ou&de  the  door  of 
Westminster  Hisll ;  tiiat  he  was  reduced 
to  a  condition  if  not  of  deathly  fainting 
-T"  Oh !  "T— I  have  it  on  undoubted 
ufbority  that  by  the  time  he  arrived  at 
Kew  Palace  Yard  he  was  in  a  fainting 
amditfton — ^those  empowered  thus  to  re- 
BOfe  him  stated  that  if  he  had  had 
■soy  more  yards  to  go  he  must  have 
Ulen  fainting  to  the  ground.  No  such 
nne  haa  heretofore  been  recorded  in  the 
naals  of  the  British  House  of  Oommons. 
Ons  thing  has  been  done,  not  in  a  oomer, 
Wsanse  there  are  thousands  of  his 
Mulqrmen  standing  outside  this  House 
iho  witnessed  part  of  what  took  place, 
sr  who  win  soon  know  all  thathastaken 

teand  to-morrow  morning  more  than 
^000  copies  of  the  newspapers  will 

asmte  to  the  people  of  this  countnr 

vhat  haa  been  done.    I  will  not  touch 

vpon  the  original  question  raised  in  this 

I  will  not  complain  of  the  Besolu- 

which  the  House  passed  on  a  for- 

wm  occasion,  and,  least  of  aU,  will  I  com- 

jUat  ct  the  course  which  has  been  taken 

lyyoo,  Mr.  Speaker ;  but  I  will  put  the 

nsatioB  to  hem.  Members  opposite,  and 

dso  to  acme  hon.  Members  on  this  side 

sf  the  House — Where  are  they  leading 

isf    This  is  now  a  manageable  affair; 

flbara  wore  only  a  few  thousand  at  the 

nisnKng  last  night  in  Trafalgar  Square, 

isl  fliere  are  only  a  few  thousands  as- 

jMsMed  outside  this  House  to  day ;  but 

ftis  is  exactly  one  of  those  things  which 

r,  and  flie  House,  if  it  persists  in  its 

conzae,  will  bring  us  into  some 

uttbitnnate  and  calamitous  posi- 

liCt  me  remind  the  House  that 

Vr,  Bradlangh  ia  as  fairly  elected  by 

^  opetiftaancy  of  Northampton  as  any 

SBs  of  us  has  been  by  the  oonstituen- 

^Pinliish  we  lepzoaent,  and  that  he  has 
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as  much  right  to  come  to  the  Table  of 
the  House  as  any  one  of  us  has. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  must  interpose,  as 
I  have  already  interposed.  The  Question 
before  the  House  is  the  conduct  of  the 
Speaker,  and  not  the  case  of  Mr.  Brad- 

^E.'  JOHN  BRIGHT :  I  admit,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  you  are  perfectly  riffht, 
and  I  am  technically  wrong ;  but  I  a&ed 
the  House  when  I  rose  whether  I  might 
be  permitted  to  make  that  appeal.  I 
will  conclude  my  observations  merely  by 
asking  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  tSkea 
the  courses  that  have  led  to  these  diffi- 
culties, whether  they  might  not  recon- 
sider the  question  and  extricate  the 
House  from  a  position  injurious  to  its 
own  character  and  wrongful  to  the  con- 
stituency. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS:  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite has  asked  Members  on  this  side, 
and  the  whole  body  of  the  House,  to  what 
the  course  we  are  now  pursuing  is  tend- 
ing. I  reply,  the  object  we  have  in  view, 
and  which  we  believe  we  shall  achieve, 
is  to  maintain  the  dignity  and  the  order 
of  this  House,  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  that  object  in  view,  in  com- 
mon with  the  great  body  of  the  House, 
I  would  respectfully  sug^gest  to  him  that 
the  speech  he  has  delivered  and  the 
animu9  he  has  shown  are  not  calculated 
to  induce  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  cease  from 
that  conduct  on  his  part  to  which,  and  to 
which  alone,  we  have  to  attribute  the 
scene  of  this  morning.  I  wish  the  House 
to  take  notice  of  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  John  Bright) 
stated  he  had  either  seen  himself  or  had 
heard  on  reliable  authority.  It  was  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  been  removed  by 
force  whilst  standing  in  fr^nt  of  the 
doorway,  and  hurriedby  policemen  down 
the  steps  of  this  House.  I  understood 
the  same  kind  of  statement  to  be  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr. 
ibiderson),  and  in  a  more  guarded  form 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere).  I  witnessed  what  did 
occur.  Was  it  the  fact  that  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh, standing  peacefully  outside,  was, 
by  order  of   Mr.   Speaker,   seized   by 

Solicemen  and  hurried  in  a  fainting  con- 
ition  down  the  steps  ?  No,  Sir ;  what 
occurred  was  this — that  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
endeavoured  by  force,  against  the  de- 
cision of  this  House,  and  ag^nst  the 
orders  of  Mr.  Speaker,  to  compel  an 
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entrance  into  this  House,  and  it  was  not 
until  he  had  set  himself  in  violent  oppo- 
sition to  the  appointed  gueirdians  of  OFoery 
that  that  occurred  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  described  to  this  House 
with  melo- dramatic  effect.  I  regret  the 
circumstances,  and  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
should  have  suffered  any  inconvenience  ; 
hut  Mr.  Bradlaugh  has  no  human 
being  to  thank  but  himself,  unless  it 
be  in  some  slight  degree  those  indiscreet 
and  ill-advised  friends  of  his  who  have 
made  such  appeals  as  we  have  just  listened 
to.  I  have  thought  it  right  to  say  this 
much,  because,  unless  someone  said  it, 
a  totally  erroneous  impression  miffht 
have  been  circulated  to-morrow  by  that 
million  or  more  of  papers  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  referred — 
namely,  that  unnecessary  and  uncalled- 
for  violence  has  been  perpetrated  under 
your  orders  by  the  officials  of  this  House, 
on  a  harmless  and  unoffending  Gentle- 
man who  was  standing  meekly  outside 
the  door  of  this  House. 

M».  BR0ADHUR8T :  Sir,  a  large 
constituency  has  duly  elected  a  proper 
and  qualified  person  to  represent  them 
in  Parliament;  and  we,  as  the  Eepre- 
sentatives  of  other  English  constituencies, 
are  bound  to  do  our  duty,  so  far  as  we 
can,  in  obtaining  permission  for  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  te^ke  his  seat.  It  appears 
to  me  that  to-morrow  this  House  will 
appear  in  a  most  ridiculous  position. 
You  will  raise  up  every  constituency  in 
this  country.  You  will,  by  your  action, 
bring  support  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh  from 
every  constituency  in  this  country — sup- 
port which  would  never  have  come  only 
for  the  political  martyrdom  which  he  is 
looked  upon  as  undergoing.  Sir,  it 
would  be  almost  beneath  one's  dignity 
to  stand  here  and  disclaim  sympathy 
with  Mr.  Bradlaugh' 8  opinions  on  re- 
ligious matters.  We  have  no  sympathy 
with  any  such  opinions.  We  have  a 
sympathy  with  this — the  indisputable 
right  of  an  English  constituency  to  elect 
whomsoever  they  like — the  right  of  the 
constituencies  of  the  United  Kmgdom  to 
elect  whomsoever  they  think  proper  to 
represent  them  in  this  Parliament. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  must  invite  the 
hon.  Member  to  keep  to  the  Question 
before  the  House. 

Mb.  BROADHURST  :  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  am  sincerely  thankful  to  you.  It  is 
easy  on  an  occasion  of  this  kind  for  so 
young  a  Member  of  Parliament  as  my- 

fiprd  John  Manner^ 


self  to  travel  out  of  the  narrow  path  of 
Order  in  a  subj  ect  of  this  kind.  I  apolo- 
gize to  the  House  for  that  little  indiscre- 
tion. But  what  I  want  to  point  out,  Sir, 
is  this — that  you  are  renewing  a  battle 
against  freedom  of  election,  which  is  sure 
to  be  decided  against  you.  I  am  willing 
to  forego  any  mrther  discussion  on  this 
subject  if  some  instruction  or  promise 
could  be  made  to  the  House  in  the  di- 
rection indicated  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Cowen).  At  pre- 
sent we  feel  bound — almost  bound-— if 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  g^oee 
to  a  division,  to  support  him,  even  at  the 
risk  of  being  thought  to  contest  the  au- 
thority of  the  Ohair  on  this  occasion. 

Colonel  MAEINS  :  My  opinion,  Sir, 
differs  entirely  from  that  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster.  I  saw  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh removed  by  a  very  mild  exhibition 
of  physical  force,  to  which  he  offered  a 
great  amount  of  theatrical  resistance, 
almost  as  theatrical  as  the  language  in 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  de- 
scribed it.  what  is  the  position  now  ? 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Home  Seoretaiy,  who, 
I  suppose,  is  responsible  for  order 
being  preserved  outside  the  precincts 
of  the  House,  what  he  proposes  to  do. 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  is  now  standing  in  the 
yard  of  the  House,  and  states  that  he 
will  remain  there  and  attempt  to  take 
his  seat,  and  that  if  he  has  to  retire  he 
will  return  with  a  large  accession  of  force 
and  again  attempt  to  take  his  seat.  I  wish 
to  know,  in  case  that  should  take  place, 
what  course  the  riffht  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  will  t&e.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  says  this  matter  will  grow. 
I  know  no  better  means  of  making  it 
grow  than  such  a  speech  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  just  delivered.  It 
will  be  perfectly  understood  in  the 
country  who  is  behind  Mr.  Bradlaueh 
in  his  attempt  to  use  force  against  uie 
House  of  Oommons. 

Sib  HENRY  HOLLAND:  Sir,  I 
believe  that  a  great  many  Members  of 
this  House,  thoucrh  they  desire  to  ez- 

gress  approval  of  the  conduct  of  you, 
ir,  and  of  the  officers  of  the  House,  feel 
some  difficulty  in  dealing  with  the  Reso- 
lution proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  fbr 
Northampton ;  and  I  trust  I  may  be  able 
in  some  way  to  assist  in  shortening  this 
debate,  and  allowing  the  House  to  get 
to  the  ordinary  Bnoness  by  proposingy' 
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if  I  am  in  Order  in  doing  so,  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Beeolntion  proposed  by  the 
lum.  Member  for  Northunpton.  With- 
out any  fiirther  BX>eech  I  would  pro- 


*'  Tliat  this  House  itpproTea  the  action  of  Mr. 
Speaker  and  of  theOfncen  of  this  House  acting 
nder  hie  ordeia." 


I  trust  that  that  Amendment  will  re- 
eeiTe  the  nnanimons  assent  of  the  House, 
and  I  hope  may  terminate  this  debate. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leare  out  from  the  word  '<  That "  to  the 
eod  of  the  Qneetion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  this  House  approves  the  action  of  Mr.  Speaker 
sad  of  the  Officers  of  this  House  acting  under 
his  (Odors."— («•>  Hm^  HoUand.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
mopoeed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 


GLADSTONE:  Sir,  although 
flme  is  no  doubt  that  a  negative  put 
upon  the  Motion  which  is  before  the 
House  would  have  distinoUy  conveyed 
the  judgment  of  the  House  in  the  sense 
of  the  present  Amendment,  yet,  viewing 
flie  Cut  especially  that  the  Motion  is  a 
Motion  which  sets  out  in  some  detail  its 
own  character  and  grounds,  I  think  not 
ouly  that  the  Amendment  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Mid- 
bust  rSir  Henry  Holland)  is  unobjec- 
tioDable,  but  that,  upon  the  whole,  it 
eoables  the  House  to  give  expression 
more  fully  and  satisfactorily  than  a  mere 
]U||ative  would  have  done  to  the  feeling 
^ueh  I  think  we  all  entertain.  It  has 
act  been  questioned  by  anyone,  what- 
efer  view  may  have  been  taken,  that  the 
eondnct  of  the  Speaker  has  been  emi- 
iHnfly  considerate  and  judicious.  I  have 
mat  satisfaction  in  supporting  the 
Amendment,  and  I  hope  it  may  have 
Ae  effect  which  the  hon.  Baronet  is  jus- 
tified in  antidpatin^.  I  wish  also  not 
to  appear  disre^pectml  to  my  hon.  Friend 
flie  Member  for  Newcastle-on-Tyne  (Mr. 
J.  Gowen)y  with  regard  to  the  question 
he  has  pat  to  me.  I  am  not  disposed  to 
ttink  uiat  I  should  be  acting  in  the 
quit  of  the  decisions  given  by  the  Chair, 
were  I  to  enter  upon  the  subject  of  the 
(■leral  eolation  of  the  difficulty  con- 
asofesd  with  Mr.  Bradlaugh  on  the  pro- 
mt occasion.  It  is  strictly  a  question 
tf  the  oondnot  of  the  Executive,  and  I 
ftUk  it  is  my  daty  to  set  an  example  of 
^ine  adherenoe  to  the  question,  after 
Iksdsfiiiition  yoOi  Sir,  have  given. 


Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE:  I 
will  not  detain  the  House  for  a  minute. 
I  will  only  say  that  I  entirely  support 
the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  be- 
hind me.  It  seems  to  me  distinctly  to 
mark  what  the  question  is  that  is  sub- 
mitted to  the  House,  and  to  convey  the 
approval  which,  I  think,  the  great  body 
of  the  House  cordially  wish  to  express 
towards  you,  Sir. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  :  I  rise.  Sir,  in  the 
first  place,  to  make  a  protest  against  the 
manner  in  which  the  rieht  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  has  deemed  it  his  duty  to  mis- 
conceive the  Question  before  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  drew  a  fancy 
picture,  calculated  to  impress  the  ima- 
ginations of  the  classes  to  whom  he  ap- 
pealed throughout  the  country.  I  am 
aware  that  historical  accuracy  is  not  a 
strong  point  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. I  may  observe  that  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  drawing  his  picture, 
stated  that  the  scene  to-day  was  alto- 
gether unprecedented,  he  must  have 
been  unaware  of  the  fact  that  even  in 
the  British  Legislature  no  less  a  per- 
sonage than  the  gallant  Clochrane — the 
brave  Dundonald — was  dragged  from 
this  House,  clinging  desperately  to  the 
Benches  of  this  House,  and  expelled  and 
excluded  by  a  Vote  of  this  House ;  and 
that,  if  the  sympathy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  was  so  extensive  and  so  un- 
disceming  as  he  would  wish  us  to  be- 
lieve, it  is  strange  that  in  the  course  of 
his  rhetoric  he  did  not  contrive  to  drop 
a  single  regret  upon  the  treatment  of 
Captain  Cochrane.  I  am  also  anxious 
to  know  on  what  principle  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  hesitates  about  supporting 
the  authority  of  the  Chair  in  the  case  of 
the  excluded  elect  of  Northampton,  and 
the  remarkable  readiness  which  he 
showed  to  support  the  authority  of  the 
Chair  when  it  was  being  exercised 
ag^ainst  Irish  Members  of  the  House. 
Sir,  I  think  that  as  precedents  are  of 
such  weight  in  this  House,  the  precedent 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  himself  contributed  to  make 
ought  not  to  have  escaped  his  attention. 
It  is  true  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  has  been 
removed  from  proximity  to  the  Chamber 
— where  it  appears  he  was  contemplating 
some  scene  of  disorder — by  superior  force. 
I  want  to  remind  the  Chancellor  of  the 
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Duchy  of  Lancaster  that  when  Member 
after  Member  of  the  Irish  Party  was 
removed  from  this  House  by  superior 
force,  not  a  single  rhetorical  tear  welled 
from  the  overflowine  heart  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  If  Irish  Members  had 
used  physical  force  to  prevent  their  ex- 
pulsion, I  very  much  doubt  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  made 
such  a  speech.  I  doubt  whether  he 
would  feel  a  pang  to  see  Mr.  John 
Dillon  dragged  from  the  House.  I  think 
his  speech  eminently  calculated  to  excite 
thoughtless  and  uninstructed  persons 
against  the  dignity  and  authority  of  his 
own  Legislature,  and  the  reputation  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  be 
improved  by  the  marked  partiality  he 
shows  on  behalf  of  offenders  who  are 
apparently  of  his  own  kidney. 

Mr.  BUHT:  I  am  ^uite  unwilling, 
Sir,  to  enter  into  the  subject ;  but  I  can- 
not refrain,  on  a  question  which  seems 
to  be  unpopular,  from  saying  a  word  on 
the  unpopular  side.  I  regret  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  cannot  move  his 
Amendment,  as  I  feel  certain  that,  sooner 
or  later,  some  such  Hesolution  must  be 
adopted  by  this  House.  I  rose,  how- 
ever, chienv  to  support  the  views  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J. 
Co  wen)  in  his  appeal  to  the  Prime 
Minister.  I  am  not  surprised  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  cannot,  at  this  mo- 
ment, make  a  definite  statement ;  but  I 
hope,  before  the  Session  terminates,  he 
will  be  able  to  say  that  the  subject  will 
be  dealt  with  very  early  next  Session. 
When  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
spoke  of  the  popular  feelinc^  which  is 
rising  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  the 
sentiment  was  met  by  an  incredulous 
laugh  from  the  other  side  of  the  House ; 
but  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  perfectly  right. 
I  have  had  to  attend  meetings  recently 
in  the  North  of  England,  convened  with- 
out the  slightest  regard  to  this  particu- 
lar question,  and  at  those  meetings  there 
was  practical  unanimity  in  support  of 
Mr.  jBradlaugh,  although  the  persons 
attending  the  meetings  had  no  sym- 
pathy whatever  with  his  special  views, 
and  many  of  them  were  persons  whose 
leisure  was  occupied  with  the  advocacy 
of  the  principles  of  Christianity.  What 
we  have  witnessed  this  morning  goes 
to  show  that  there  is  a  rising  feel- 
ing in  the  country.  It  is  not  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  it  is  the  feeling  that  the 


constituencies  have  a  right  to  elect  the 
man  they  think  proper.  Sitting  in  this 
House,  we  might  hear  the  cheers  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  received  when  he  was  taken 
out,  and  those  cheers  were  ominous  that 
the  Gentlemen  who  now  ranged  them- 
selves affainst  the  electors  of  Northamp- 
ton are  doomed  to  a  speedy  defeat. 

Mr.  ILLINGWOETH:  Sir,  the 
Question  before  the  House  is  really 
whether  the  officers  of  the  House,  in  the 
discharge  of  their  duty,  exceeded  what 
was  demanded  by  the  necessity  of  the 
case.  I,  for  one,  do  not  hesitate  a  aihgle 
moment  in  supporting  the  view  of  tne 
case  taken  by  you,  Sir,  that  the  action 
which  has  been  taken  was  the  necessary 
outcome  of  the  KesolutionB  passed  by 
the  majority  of  the  House,  ana  that  youi 
Sir,  in  the  discharge  of  your  duty,  have 
not  exceeded  the  necessities  of  the  case  in 
ordering  the  removal  of  Mr.  Bradlauffh ; 
but  I  feel  some  difficulty  in  supporting 
the  Besolution  which  has  been  pro- 
posed on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
because  an  obligation  has  been  cart 
upon  you.  Sir,  by  the  passing  of  these 
two  Hesolutions  of  the  House,  both  of 
which,  to  say  the  least,  I  believe  to  have 
been  great  blunders.  I  am  not  going  to 
say  that  these  Besolutions  are  illegal. 
I  believe  that  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  great 
mass  of  the  people  of  this  country  that 
they  are  not  legal ;  and  it  is  impossible 
to  prevent  the  great  majority  of  the 
people  of  this  country  entertaining  thia 
opinion,  and  taking  consequent  action, 
£rom  the  belief  tlutt  bigot^  has  shown 
itself.  

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  question  of  the 
Parliamentary  Oath  is  not  the  Question 
now  before  the  House. 

Mr.  ILLINGWOETH:  I  can  only 
say  that  I  find  it  impossible  to  veto 
either  for  cue  Motion  or  the  other. 
With  all  respect  to  you.  Sir,  I  wish  to 
say  that  I  regret  exceedingly  what  has 
taken  place ;  but  I  renrd  it  as  the  con- 
sequential outcome  of  Resolutions  passed 
by  the  House  at  an  earlier  stage  of  the 
Session. 

Mr.  H.  B.  SAMUELSON:  Sir,  I 
feel  I  cannot  vote  on  either  side  of  the 
question ;  but  I  wish  to  say  one  word, 
as  I  have  been  an  eye  witness  of  the 
scene  in  the  Lobby  to-day.  I  stood 
within  three  feet  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  in 
front  of  him,  between  him  and  the  door; 
and  I  heard  him,  in  a  peiftotly  qnzei 
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suaner,  ebdm  what  he  mamtained  to  be 
his  lagil  right,  to  enter  the  House.  He 
dMB  endeftTonzed  to  make  his  way  into 
the  House,  and  was  prevented  by  oer- 
teitt  officials  and  police.  I  do  not  say 
whether  th^  were  right  or  wrong,  but 
am  merely  giying  a  rtatement  of  what 
oeeiUTed.  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  impeded 
in  taking  that  action  by  a  line  of  men 
who  are  not  Members  of  this  House, 
hot  who  were  drawn  up  across  the  portal 
of  the  House.  That  is  to  say,  that 
to-daj  a  Member  who  has  been  duly 
deetod  by  a  constituency,  and  whose 
return  has  not  been  impugned,  has  been 
prerented  from  entering  ue  door  of  the 
Hoaee  hj  those  who  are  not  Members 
flC  the  Mouse.  Mr.  Bradlaugh  used  no 
finoe  except  that  he  endeavoured  to  push 
Us  way  into  the  House — not  in  a  violent 
vay  at  first  [<'0h!"]  I  pledge  my 
honour  that  is  so.  I  saw  it  all.  Mr. 
Bradlangh  did  not  act  in  a  disorderly 
Banner.  He  tried  to  edge  his  wajy 
ftroogh  those  people  who  barred  his 
progices ;  and  was  then  seized,  pushed 
imbly,  and  hustled  across  the  ix>bby 
Sid  expelled,  expostulating  the  whole 
time  with  tiiose  who  held  him,  and 
maintaining  the  course  which  they  were 
liking  to  be  illegal.  It  is  not  for  me 
to  say  whether  it  is  so  or  not.  [^Ex- 
dhssffna^-]  WeU,  I  am  a  Member  of 
flds  Houfle,  and  I  have  a  right  to  ex- 
frass  my  opinions.  There  is  a  higher 
tnbonal  beyond  the  walls  of  this  House 
vhish  win  probably  dedde  that  point. 
I  say  inr  myself  I  have  no  sympathy 
VI0L  Mr.Bradlaneh's  opinions,  social  or 
politioal.  I  think  he  has  been  ill-advised 
m  endeavouring  to  take  the  Oath  after 
vhat  he  has  said ;  but  it  is  very  doubtful 
vhether  the  House  is  doin^  tiiat  which 
win  oonduoe  to  its  dignity  m  encourag- 
iag  at  the  door  of  the  House  a  scene  of 
rifllsDoe  so  unseemly  as  has  just  taken 
flaee.  I  am  sure  that  when  the  peo- 
ple of  En^^and  read  the  words  of  the 
qgfat  hon.  (Gentleman  the  senior  Mem- 
bsr  for  Birmingham  they  will  thank 
him  far  his  speooh.  [<'  Oh !  "]  They 
will  thank  lum  heartily  for  having 
hsd  the  manhood,  in  the  difficult 
ISBftftcm  in  which  he  is  placed,  to  stand 
ip  and  give  utterance  to  the  opi- 
soaa  which  he  has  expressed,  which 
Mix  aoeoidanoe  with  those  which  he  has 
wwlenlly  expressed  during  the  whole 
iiiaecfiii8paIitiGalli&.  I  cannot  vote 
fcrteBssnind'ainnf  mjhoTi  TVimiTlj  be- 


cause I  do  not  wish  to  do  anything  which 
seems  even  to  impugn  the  authority  of 
the  Speaker  when  carnring  out  the 
mandate  of  the  House.  I  cannot  forget 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  can  at  present  enter 
the  House  if  he  refrains  from  attempt- 
ing to  take  the  Oath  and  imitates  die 
example  of  Alderman  Salomons  and 
Baron  Bothschild,  who  contented  them- 
selves with  sitting  below  the  Bar,  and 
by  their  silent  presence  there  ultimately 
brought  Oonstitutional  pressure  to  bear 
on  the  Houses  of  Parliament,  and  thus, 
in  the  end,  succeeded  in  obtaining 
the  repeal  of  the  law  which  excluded 
Jews  from  the  House  of  Oommons.  I 
am  extremely  sorry  for  what  has  taken 
place  throughout  with  regard  to  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  and  in  saying  what  I  have 
I  believe  I  have  expressed  the  wishes  of 
my  constituents,  none  of  whom,  how- 
ever, have  spoken  a  word  to  me  of  pres- 
sure on  the  subject,  although  they  nave 
said  they  believed  it  would  be  impossible 
permanently  to  exclude  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
Rom  the  House  of  Oommons. 

Mb.  ASHTON  DILKE  :  I  wish.  Sir, 
to  ask  you  whether  it  is  possible  to  move 
an  Amendment  to  the  Amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Midhurst  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  ?  K 
not,  I  will  take  the  opportunity  of 
moving  it  when  the  Amendment  becomes 
a  substantive  Motion. 

Ma.  SPEAKER :  That  cannotbe  done, 
as  it  would  re-open  the  whole  question. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  7;  Noes 
191 :  Majority  184.— (Div.  List,  No. 
351.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
'  this  House  approves  the  action  of  Mr. 
Speaker  and  of  the  officers  of  this  House 
acting  under  his  orders '  be  there  added." 

Ma.  ASHTON  DILKE :  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  just  wish  to  ask,  for  the  benefit  of  a 
large  number  of  Members  who  do  not 
wish  to  cast  any  blame  on  the  action 
taken  by  the  Chair,  but  who  simply 
wish  to  register  their  protest  against  it, 
whether  I  should  be  in  Order  in  moving 
an  addition  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  of 
the  following  words : — 

"  But  is  of  apinion  that  the  regrettable  pro- 
ceedings attending  the  expulsion  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh provo  the  necessity  for  legislation  on  the 
fubjeot." 
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Mr.  SPE AKEB  :  The  Original  Ques- 
tion before  the  House  involves  the  con- 
duct of  the  Speaker,  and  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  is 
altogether  irrelevant. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON :   Before 

the  Question  is  put,  I  should  like  to  ask 

whether  this  is  irrelevant  ?  May  I  move 

to  add  the  words — 

"  That  this  Hoase  regrets  that  Mr.  Speaker 
has  been  placed  in  a  position  which  rendered 
the  course  which  has  been  taken  unavoidable.*' 

That  expresses  sympathy  with  you,  Sir. 
If  I  am  in  Order,  I  shall  move  these 
words. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  opens  up  the  whole 
question  of  Parliamentary  Oaths  and 
&e  conduct  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  on  the 
one  hand,  and  the  House  on  the  other ; 
and,  therefore,  I  could  not  consider  it 
regular. 

Mr.  OALLAN  :  Sir,  I  do  not  wish  to 
fi^ve  a  silent  vote  on  the  Motion  now 
before  the  House.  I  wish  to  state  why 
it  is  that,  having  seen  so  many  of  those 
scenes  attending  the  expulsion  of  Mem- 
bers of  this  House,  I  snail,  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  support  the  authorities.  I 
was  present  at  the  scene  which  has  just 
taken  place*  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  was  not  present, 
and  the  description  he  has  given  of  the 
scene  is  wholly  inaccurate.  Having  been 
present  when  the  assault  was  committed 
upon  the  Serjeant-at-Arms  by  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh,  and  at  the  closing  scene  outside, 
I  wish  to  state  simply  that  so  far 
from  Mr.  Bradlaugh  being  in  a  fainting 
condition  at  the  time  he  was  left  outside, 
in  a  far  worse  condition  was  the  officer 
of  this  House,  whose  collar  he  had  never 
let  go  through  the  struggle  outside  of 
the  House ;  and,  at  the  same  time,  he 
gave  him  as  good  a  shake  outside  the 
House  as  ever  a  bull-dog  gave  a  rat, 
thus  showing  that  although  he  asked 
for  a  glass  of  water,  he  was  in  no  faint- 
ing condition.  But  the  scene  was  dis- 
graceful in  the  extreme,  and  it  was 
disgraceful  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, because  of  their  want  of  moral 
courage  to  deal  with  the  case.  In  a 
brutal  manner  Mr.  Bradlaugh  committed 
an  assault  for  which  he  should  be  prose- 
cuted ;  and  if  he  does  not,  it  is  because 
this  House  lacks  moral  courage,  because 
it  lacks  back-bone.  It  shows  that  it 
deals  far  differently  with  an  ibiglish 
Member  from  the  manner  in  which  it 


deals  with  an  Irish  one.  Although  there 
have  been  many  expressions  of  sympathy 
with  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  yet  it  is  a  signifi- 
cant fact  that  there  are  none  who  come 
forward  and  offer  to  resign  their  seats 
in  his  favour.  For  the  reasons  I  have 
given,  I  shall  heartily  support  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Ohair  in  this  matter. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Reaohedy  That  this  House  approves 
the  action  of  Mr.  Speaker  and  of  the 
officers  of  this  House  acting  under  his 
orders. 

Mr.  LABOUOHEBE  :  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  on  going  into  Committee  of 
Supply  I  shall  move — 

"  That  every  person  returned  as  a  Member  of 
this  House,  who  shall  claim  to  be  permitted  to 
take  the  Oath,  notwithstanding  so  much  of  the 
Resolution  passed  by  this  House  on  the  26th 
April  last,  as  relates  to  the  taking  of  tiie  Oi^ 
shiedl  take  and  subscribe  the  Oath  of  Allegiaaoe 
in  the  form  and  in  the  manner  preecriMd  by 
Uw.'» 

ORDER     OF    THE    DAT. 


SUPPLYi— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

NAVY  (CADETS).— RESOLUTION.; 

Mb.  OOBST,  in  rising  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  reg^ulations  for  the  admission 
of  Cadets  into  the  Boyal  Navy ;  and  to 
move — 

'*  That,  in  the  opinionof  this  Honae,  Nayal 
Cadets  should  be  appointed  at  a  more  advanced 
age,  and  that  if  they  are  chosen  by  competitive 
examination,  such  competition  should  l>e  opeD, 
and  not  limited  for  the  purposes  of  patronage,** 

said,  that  the  boys  were  now  chosen  al 
too  young  an  age,  and  although  this 
selection  was  supported  by  professional 
men,  it  was  opposed  to  the  ezperienoe 
and  custom  of  all  Navies  in  the  woild. 
Why  should  this  country  set  itself 
against  the  universal  practice  and  ex- 
perience of  other  civilized  countries  in 
this  matter  ?  The  second  objection  was 
that  the  competitive  examination  was 
extremely  imurious  to  these  voung  boys^ 
because  of  the  numerous  ana  voir  heavy 
subjects  they  were  reouired  to  be  too- 
fident  in.    He  knew  uiere  was  a  dinscw 
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enoe  of  Qpinion  on  the  subject;  bat  he 
beKered  tbe  weight  of  the  t^timony 
nipported  his  assertipii.  One  of  the 
gentlemen  who  were  engaged  in  in- 
itracdnff  the  boys  for  examination  pur- 
poses acunitted  tikat  the  required  amount 
of  mathematical  knowledge  could  not  be 
« crammed  "  into  the  head  of  a  lad  of 
Boeh  tender  ag^  without  doing  perma- 
nent harm  to  his  inteUect,  and  greatly 
impairing  his  constitution.  Such  a  sys- 
tem was  fatal  to  proper  education ;  and 
he  might  observe  tnat  there  was  no 
paUic  school  in  the  Kingdom  which 
subjected  boys  to  such  a  rigid  examina- 
tion at  so  early  an  age.  The  next  ob- 
jection he  had  to  ui^  against  the  pre- 
sent method  of  training  cadets  was  the 
badness  of  the  Britannia  school.  Lord 
Dalhoosie,  when  a  Member  of  that 
House,  stated  that  while  he  was  com- 
mander of  the  Britannia  it  was  a  very 
bad  school.  All  our  g^reat  public  schools 
now  submitted  to  an  annual  inspection 
hj  the  joint  Syndicate  of  the  Universi- 
ties of  Oxford  and  Cambridge ;  and  he 
should  like  to  know  whether  the  Ad- 
miralty would  be  willing  to  subject  the 
BriUmnia  to  inspection  and  examination 
at  the  hands  of  this  Syndicate  ?  This 
was  a  fair  challenge;  and  if  Ihe  Ad- 
miralty would  not  accept  it,  perhaps  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  would 
ny  why  they  could  not  submit  to  such 
•a  ordeal.  The  next  objection  to  the 
prasent  system  was  that  the  boys  were 
not  sent  to  sea.  It  was  not  until  they 
had  left  the  Britannia  and  had  passed 
into  the  Navy,  at  the  age  of  15  or  there- 
ibonts,  that  they  were  sent  to  sea  at  all. 
They  might  be  educated  in  the  ordinary 
lehools  (H  the  country,  instead  of  being 
eooped  np  in  a  ship,  in  which  they 
banied  nothing  of  sea  life.  Again,  ho 
wished  to  know  why  admission  to  the 
Na?y  should  be  a  matter  of  patronage  ? 
Oiflre  was  no  patrona^  now  in  the 
Aimy;  and  it  was  only  in  the  Navy  and 
fte  iNidomatio  Service  that  the  dis- 
agreeable and  antiquated  system  of  pa- 
tRmage  survived.  Some  people  talked 
dxmt  the  importance  of  having  a  class 
of  ednoated  gentlemen  with  good  con- 
aaetimis  to  serve  as  officers  in  the  Navy; 
hot  he  would  ask  whether  the  officers  of 
ftsAnny  were,  in  regard  to  social  status, 
ana  whit  inferior  to  the  officers  of  the 
Kanyf  All  patronage  of  this  kind,  if 
it  ware  not  useful,  was  uinust.  Why 
>Uid  a  lad  be  debarred  from  serving 


the  Queen  in  the  Navy  simply  because 
his  father  or  his  friends  held  obnoxious 
political  opinions?  Considering  that  a 
Liberal  Government  was  in  Office,  and 
that  the  Office  of  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty was  held  by  a  Gentleman  whose 
opinions  on  this  subject  were  so  well 
known,  it  seemed  stranc^e  that  a  Con* 
servative  Member  should  be  standing 
there  pleading  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons for  the  abolition  of  patronage. 
The  circumstance  showed  that  a  system 
of  this  sort,  after  having  been  long 
established,  could  not  be  done  away 
with  in  a  moment,  even  by  the  most 
Liberal  and  advanced  Government  that 
ever  was  in  Office.  If  the  House  should 
prefer  that  the  Navy  should  be  open  to 
everyone  by  public  competition,  without 
patronage,  he  knew  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  would  be  very  glad,  and  the 
passing  of  the  Besolution  would  mate- 
rially strengthen  his  hands.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  concluded  by 
moving  the  Resolution  of  which  he  had 
g^ven  Wotice. 

Mr.  GOUELEY,  in  seconding  the 
Resolution,  observed  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ripon  (Mr. 
Goschen),  when  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, as  were  also  some  of  his  dis- 
tinguished Predecessors,  was  in  favour 
of  the  abolition  of  the  Britannia,  and 
held  the  opinion  that  boys  intended  for 
the  Naval  Profession  should  be  educated 
at  public  schools,  and  afterwards  learn 
their  profession  at  sea  under  commanders 
who  were  well  qualified  to  impart  to 
them  the  necessary  technical  knowledge. 
In  that  opinion  he  entirely  concurred, 
and  he  hoped  it  would  be  adopted  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty. One  result  would  be  to  secure 
equally  efficient  naval  officers  at  a  much 
smaller  cost  than  at  present,  and  another 
would  be  to  get  rid  of  a  most  obnoxious 
system  of  patronage.  Under  the  pre- 
sent system,  if  a  gentleman  wishea  to 
have  his  son  nominated  to  a  cadetship 
he  wrote  to  a  Peer  or  a  Member  of  Par- 
liament requesting  that  he  should  apply 
for  a  nomination  to  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  and  if  he  did  not  succeed 
the  first  time  he  wrote  again  and  again 
to  other  Peers  or  Members  of  that 
House.  He  had  himself  known  that 
process  repeated  30  or  40  times,  and  it 
was  time  that  the  patronage  system  was 
abolished.  In  the  ordinary  training 
ships  boys  were  well  trained,  but  the 


72d 


JVavjf 


(OOMMONBi 


(CatMt). 


724 


Only  prospect  they  had  before  them  was 
that  of  being  ordinary  seamen,  or,  at 
the  utmost,  becoming  petty  officers.  At 
Greenwich  School  there  were  about  100 
boys  receiving  technical  and  other  edu- 
cation ;  but  they  had  no  chance  of  re- 
ceiving commissions  as  cadets  or  other- 
wise, and  their  highest  prospect  was 
to  become  petty  officers,  or,  perhaps, 
stewards  on  board  Her  Majesty's  ships. 
The  whole  system  needed  revision,  and, 
for  his  part,  he  was  in  favour  of  afiford- 
ing  the  clever  boys  in  the  ordinary 
training  ships,  and  at  Greenwich,  means 
of  attaining  a  superior  education,  which 
would  enable  them  to  compete  with  the 
Britannia  boys.  He  hailed  with  plea- 
sure the  opinions  which  had  been  ex- 
pressed by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
<Mn  the  opinion  of  this  House,  Naval  Cadets 
should  he  appointed  at  a  more  advanced  age, 
and  that  if  they  are  chosen  hy  competitive  exa- 
mination such  competition  should  he  open  and 
not  limited  for  the  purposes  of  patronage," — 
{Mr,  Oorst,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 

Proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

SiK  JOHN  HAY  said,  he  wished  to 
express  concurrence  in  the  Besolution  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  He  (Sir 
John  Hay)  was  of  opinion  that  tney 
could  obtain  as  good,  if  not  a  better, 
class  of  boys  by  direct  selection  than  by 
competition.  Ho  had  always  advocated, 
when  he  was  previously  in  the  House, 
that  the  age  of  the  boys  who  entered  as 
cadets  should  be  raised.  In  former 
periods  of  naval  history,  when  sailoring 
was  a  different  business  than  now,  the 
management  of  a  ship  under  sail,  and 
other  kindred  matters,  required  that  a 
boy  should  be  taken  very  young,  and 
trained  up  for  the  purpose ;  but  now,  he 
thought,  they  did  not  require  boys  to  be 
taken  for  the  Navy  at  an  earlier  age 
than  for  Woolwich.  Lord  Dundonaid, 
for  instance,  a  most  distinguished  officer 
and  brilliant  seaman,  entered  the  Navy 
when  he  was  upwards  of  18  years  of 
age.  That  showed  that  Lord  Dun- 
donaid had  special  aptitude  for  the  Ser- 
vice., and  what  they  wanted  was  special 
aptitude.  There  was  no  reason  why  a 
Doj  who  had  speoial  aptitude  dLOuld  not 
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be  allowed  to  join  the  Navy  after  he 
had  attained  the  age  of  16.  In  his  opi- 
nion, they  would  oe  quite  as  efficient 
officers  by  taking  them  at  a  later  period 
than  the  age  at  which  the  lads  were  now 
taken.  He  believed  a  process  might  be 
introduced,  by  virtue  of  which  boys 
might  be  selected  by  prizes  in  pubUo 
schools,  not  on  the  knowledge  gained  of 
one  day's  examination,  but  of  the  gene- 
ral character  of  the  boy,  and  his  apti- 
tude for  a  darinff  and  skilful  life.  Me 
concurred  that  the  Britannia  was  not  the 
best  process  by  which  to  get  the  best 
class  of  boys.  It  was  necessary,  he 
thought,  to  put  them  first  into  sailing 
ships,  because  he  believed  they  woula 
thus  obtain  that  readiness  of  hand,  and 
quickness  of  eye,  and  special  adapta- 
tion necessary  for  a  successful  and  effi- 
cient officer.  He  would  be  glad  to  see 
some  change  made  in  the  direction  in- 
dicated by  the  Mover  of  the  Besolution. 
Patronage,  no  doubt,  was  a  very  bad 
process  tor  obtaining  the  boys ;  but  he 
was  of  opinion  that  if  it  was  bad  for 
those  who  were  admitted  by  such  means, 
it  was  also  equally  bad  and  unpleasant 
for  those  who  exercised  it.  He  did  not 
believe  the  Admiralty  desired  to  con- 
tinue the  system  of  patronage,  and  his 
opinion  was  that  the  changes  introduoed 
by  the  late  Mr.  Ward  Hunt  were  for  the 
public  interest. 

Sib  HENEY  HOLLAND  said,  that, 
heartily  concurring,  as  he  did,  in  the 
views  expressed  by  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Admiral  who  had  just  spoken, 
and  knowing  the  just  weight  that  would 
be  given  to  any  observations  or  sugges- 
tions made  bv  him,  he  (Sir  Heniy 
Holland)  would  not  have  interfered  in 
the  debate  had  he  not  been  requested  by 
several  persons  to  say  a  few  words  in 
support  of  the  opinion  that  naval  cadets 
should  be  appointed  at  a  more  advanced 
age.  He  certainly  thought  that  the 
necessity  of  choosing  the  Profession  for 
boys  of  such  tender  age  was  objection- 
able in  itself.  He  thought  that  it  was 
much  better  that  young  lads  should  go 
to  school  and  learn  a  little  for  them- 
selves about  the  different  professions  and 
chances  of  life.  It  did  not,  of  course, 
follow  that  the  parents  should  fall  in  with 
the  wishes  of  the  lads ;  but  the  lads  them- 
selves would,  at  a  more  advanced  age,  and 
with  more  knowledge,  be  able  to  appre- 
ciate the  reasons  for  choosing  this  spe- 
cial Brofession,  and  th^  womd  be  mors 
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Hkdy  to  take  to  the  Frofesrion  than  they 
are  now.  It  would  tend  to  lessen  the 
diaoonient  whioh,  he  feared,  was  felt  in 
many  oases  in  the  earlier  stages,  at  all 
events,  of  the  Profession.  Nor  could  he 
see  how  in  any  way  the  interests  of  the 
Navy  would  snffer  from  such  a  change. 
If  Vp*/^  were  given  at  public  schools, 
or  u  cadetships  were  offered  to  the  boys 
at  such  schools,  special  attention  would 
be  given  to  subjects  which  would  fit  the 
hojB  for  the  STaval  Service,  such  as 
mechanics,  mathematics  and  eng^eer- 
ingp  geo^;raphy  and  languages,  and  such 
lam  sabjeots.  The  actual  naval  work, 
the  special  knowledge  of  a  ship,  and 
how  to  handle  it,  and  so  forth,  could  be 
learnt  in  a  short  time  after  a  lad  had 
joined  his  ship ;  and  the  rieht  hon.  and 
gallant  Admiral  had  pointed  out  that  he 
entertained  no  doubt  on  this  point,  look- 
ing to  the  difference  between  the  sailing 
veaeels  of  the  former  days  and  the 
steamers  of  the  present  day.  He  (Sir 
Henxy  Holland)  would  not  delay  the 
Hoose  by  urging  further  reasons  in  sup- 
pout  of  this  view;  but  he  desired  to 

K I  upon  Her  Majesty's  Government 
part  of  the  Besolution  of  the  hon. 
end  leaxned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gotflt)  which  related  to  the  appointment 
of  naval  cadets  at  a  more  advanced  age, 
Bad  which,  he  believed,  would  advance 
the  interests  of  this  great  Profession. 

Mn.  TBEVELYAl^  said,  it  had  more 
Aanonoe  been  the  fate — ^he  might  al- 
aost  say  the  hard  fate— of  the  present 
Board  of  Admiralty  that,  when  they  had 
devised  and  carried  through  a  reform 
iriddi  they  fondly  imagined  was  a  bold 
ne;  when  thev  had  reasoned  away 
die  opposition  which  existed  inside  the 
Bervioe,  and  had  screwed  up  their  cou- 
nge  to  fiusing  the  opposition  which  they 
pssnmed  to  exist  in  the  House  of  Com- 
BonSi  then,  to  their  astonishment,  they 
inmd  themselves  met,  not  with  the 
Aaige  that  they  had  gone  too  far,  but 
Aaft  fhey  had  not  gone  far  enough ; 
fliat,  so  nr  from  being  praised  as  re- 
isimen,  they  were  re^^urded  as  unpro- 
itable  servants,  who  had  not  even  done 
SB  mncih  as  it  was  their  duty  to  do.  If 
ensure  oame  in  that  form,  he  should  be 
flis  last  to  oomplain,  and  especially  when 
Ik  came  from  the  opposite  benches.  The 
IMent  Board  of  A<uniridty  had  made  a 
gust  change — a  diange  which  was 
*<8n^  advocated  in  this  House  during 
Vjem  b6lwete  1675  and  1880,  and 


persistently  refused  by  the  Boards  which 
then  held  Office  ;  and  now  that  the 
thing  was  done,  it  was  a  subject,  he 
thoueht,  rather  of  congratulation  than 
complaint  that  the  first  effect  was  to 
elicit  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  (Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  a  demand 
for  still  more  extensive  reforms,  and  an 
interesting  speech  on  the  much  vexed 
and  all  important  question  of  the  edu- 
cation and  selection  of  our  naval  offi- 
cers. He  thought  the  House  was  not 
quite  aware  of  the  great  importance  of 
the  change  which  the  present  Board 
had  made;  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  seemed  to  under- 
rate altogether  the  practical  result  of 
that  change,  and  to  attribute  to  it  defects 
and  dangers  which  he  believed  to  be 
quite  imaginary.  What  Government 
had  done  was  this.  There  were  two 
theories  as  to  the  selection  and  educa- 
tion of  naval  officers.  One  was  to  take 
them  young,  and,  after  educating  them, 
partly  at  the  public  expense,  to  give 
them  a  long  knocking  about  on  board 
ship  while  still  boys.  The  other  was  to 
take  them  at  a  more  advanced  age,  when 
they  had  completed  all  except  their 
strictly  technical  education  outside  the 
Service,  to  give  them  that  technical  edu- 
cation, and  nothing  else,  and  to  send 
them  to  sea  as  young  men  rather  than 
as  boys.  This  last  might  be  said  to  be 
the  Continental  system,  which  prevailed 
in  Italy,  Germany,  France,  and  the 
United  States.  The  other  system  was, 
and  always  had  been,  for  good  or  for  evil, 
the  English  system  ;  and,  though  he  did 
not  say  there  was  not  a  bettor,  still  that 
system,  as  far  as  it  was  properly  worked, 
had  produced  out  of  British  lads  as  fine 
a  body  of  naval  officers  as  ever  existed 
in  the  world.  But  this  system,  as  worked 
between  1875  and  1880,  and  before 
1869,  had  very  grave  defects  ;  and  the 
present  Board  of  Admiralty  saw,  or 
thought  they  saw,  the  method  of  re- 
medying those  defects ;  and,  without  en- 
tering on  the  question  of  whether  the 
system  should  be  abandoned  and  an- 
other introduced,  they  made,  or  rather 
revived,  a  reform,  very  simple  in  its 
character,  by  which  the  received  and 
existing  national  method  of  officering  our 
Navy  might  be  made  as  perfect  as  it  was 
capable  of  becoming.  The  system  of  pure 
nomination,  which  existed  before  1869, 
and  which  was  revived  by  Mr.  Ward 
Hunt,   had  two  very  senous   defects. 
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When  the  authorities  in  whose 
patronage  lay  could  appoint  any 
whom  they  chose  to  be  a  naval  cadet, 
if  only  he  passed  a  test  examination,  the 
temptation  to  appoint  more  than  the  in- 
terests of  the  Service  required  became, 
in  the  long  run,  irresistible.  It  was  re- 
sisted by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith),  and  he  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  firmly 
believed  it  would  have  been  resisted  by 
Lord  Northbrook.  But  it  had,  in  past 
days,  been  yielded  to  by  First  Lords  of 
both  the  great  Parties  in  the  State.  It 
came  to  this — that,  for  some  years  toge- 
ther,  three  times  as  many  cadets  were 
entered  as  the  Service  of  the  Navy  re- 
quiredy  so  that  all  the  avenues  of  pro- 
motion were  blocked  up,  and  a  ruinous 
expense  inflicted  on  the  taxpayer.  That 
was  the  first  defect  of  our  old  system,  and 
of  that  defect  the  scheme  of  the  present 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  as  revived 
by  Lord  Northbrook,  had  afforded  a 
complete  and  permanent  cure.  The  most 
self-interested  and  unscrupulous  dis- 
penser of  patronage  would  never  care  to 
multiply  offices  when,  by  so  doing,  he 
did  not  increase  the  chance  of  his  own 
nominee  getting  one.  For  every  fresh 
cadetship  three  fresh  boys  would  have 
to  compete.  The  chances  were  three  to 
one  against  any  given  boy,  whether 
there  were  10  cadetships  or  whether 
there  were  100 ;  and  whatever  else 
might  be  said  for  or  against  the  system 
of  limited  competition  as  conducted  at 
Oreenwich,  this,  at  any  rate,  might  be 
safely  affirmed,  that  it  was  an  absolute 
specific  against  the  fatal  tendency,  which 
formerly  existed,  to  over-officer  the 
Navy.  But  the  reform  which  had  been 
set  on  foot  was  intended  to  do  much 
more  than  this.  He  was  not  without 
hope  that  many  of  the  objections  which 
Lord  Dalhousie,  in  his  very  striking 
speech  of  last  year — a  speech  so  striking 
tnat  those  who  heard  or  read  it  had 
never  ceased  to  regret  his  removal  from 
among  ub — brought  against  the  present 
system,  and  the  objections  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  had 
brought  against  it  would  turn  out  not 
to  be  inherent  in  that  system,  but  to 
have  been  actually  remedied  by  the 
measures  which  the  present  Board  of 
Admiralty  had  thought  it  right  to  take. 
The  old  system  produced  a  large  number 
of  as  fine  officers  as  anyone  could  wish 
to  tee ;  but  it  admitted,  likewise,  a  oer- 


tain  number  of  young  fellows  of  capacity 
inferior  to  what  the  public  had  a  right 
to  ask  for  in  those  who  served  it.  It  was 
those  young  fellows  who  were  the  weak 
part  of  the  Naval  Service  at  all  periods 
of  their  career,  and  at  no  period  more 
than  during  the  educational  period  to 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman's 
Besolution  related.  One  great  evil  com- 
plained of  was  that  the  boys  on  the  Bri- 
tannta  spent  their  time  in  painfully  grind- 
ing through  subjects  in  which  they  took 
a  very  small  intellectual  interest.  An- 
other complaint  was  that,  as  soon  as 
they  left  the  Britannia,  many  of  them 
dropped  those  subjects,  and  forgot  all 
about  them  with  extraordinary  rapidity. 
Now,  those  were  just  the  boys  who  were 
kept  out  by  limited  competition.  People 
were  very  apt  to  talk  of  the  competitive 
system  as  if  it  was  an  elaborate  machi- 
nery for  getting  a  service  composed  of 
senior  wranglers,  and  asked  whether  a 
man  who  came  out  at  the  head  of  a  class 
was  sure  to  make  the  finest  officer.  That 
was  not  the  contention  of  the  advocates 
of  competition.  Their  contention  was— 
and  he  maintained  that  it  had  been  fully 
borne  out  by  experience — that  the  effect 
of  competition  was  to  guarantee  that 
none  of  the  servants  of  the  public  should 
fall  below  a  very  respectaole  standard 
of  intelligence.  No  test  competition  that 
ever  was  invented  had  ever,  in  the  long 
run,  secured  that  end.  llie  facts  that 
now  were  before  them  proved  that  it  was 
from  the  disuse  of  competition  that  the 
evils  complained  of  arose ;  and  it  would 
be  from  its  revival  that  they  would,  in. 
great  part,  cease.  Let  them  take  the 
system  as  it  was  under  Lord  North- 
brook, and  as  it  was  during  the  last  five 
years.  Now-a-days,  if  a  boy  who  was  not 
very  sharp  was  offered  a  nomination,  his 
parents  made  up  their  mind  that  he  had 
no  chance  in  the  competition,  and  leffc 
him  to  continue  his  ordinary  school 
course,  where  he  got  the  usual  training 
of  a  boy  destined  to  civil  life.  But  when 
a  boy  got  a  nomination  under  the  old 
system,  whether  he  was  clever  or  stupid, 
it  was  worth  sending  him  to  a  orammer 
and  taking  the  chance  of  his  passing  the 
test.  In  the  words  of  the  President  of 
the  Boyal  Naval  Oollege — 

'*  It  was  possible  by  a  forced  and  sujperfidal 
process  of  preparation — ^by  cramming,  in  short 
— to  pass  boys  into  the  Service  who  would  hare 
no  cmmce  whatever  of  oompeting  successf  ally." 

But  the  evil  did  not  stop  there.  Having 
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been  got  into  the  BfUmmia,  it  was  ne- 
ceeaaxy  that,  at  jdl  hacarde,  they  ehonld 
be  got  through  it;  and  the  time  of  the 
nam  inBtmctors  was  conBumed  in  push- 
ing and  hufltling  boys  through  a  course 
of  sabjeots  which  they  never  more  than 
balf  understood,  and  which  they  worked 
at  solely  against  the  grain.    And  these 
were  the  b^s  who,  when  they  went  to 
sea,  dropped  their  painfully,  but  super- 
fidallyy  acquired  knowledge    as    com- 
pletely as  if  they  had  neyer  acquired  it 
at  all.    These  were  the  very  boys  whom 
fimited   competition  kept   out    of   the 
Navy.    When  limited  competition  was 
ezdianged  for  nomination  m  1874,  the 
Bferage  of  ability  fell  in  a  marked  man- 
ner.  The  450  cadets  who  entered  under 
competition  before  1874  obtained,  on  an 
average,  60  per  cent  of  full  marks  at 
flieir  final  examination.  The  235  cadets 
who  entered  by  pure  nomination  ob- 
tained 53  per  cent.  The  young  midship- 
men who  entered  by  competition  ob- 
tained in  their  first  examination  afloat 
anaTerage  of  811  marks  out  of  2,600. 
Ihe  midshipmen  who  entered  by  pure 
nomination  obtained  685  marks;   and, 
what  was  yexy  significant,  the  number 
of  eadeta  who  obtained  first-dass  certi- 
ieatea  on  leaving  the  Britannia  under 
eompetition  amounted  to  20  per  cent, 
tad  under  nomination  only  to  10  per 
mt    Some  curious  statistics  taken  by 
in  officer  of  high  rank  for  his  own  in- 
fannation  prOYod  that  it  was  from  the 
Im  who  had  taken  these  first-class  cer- 
tmntes  that  our  distinguished  and  suo- 
nhAiI  officers  were,  to  a  large  extent, 
iflriTed.    It  miffht  fairly  be  said  that, 
of  boya  who  toox  a  first-class  certificate 
m  learaig  the  Britannia,  50  per  cent 
booame  captains  and  commanders,  while 
of  boya  who  took  a  third-class  certificate, 
oaly  SO  per  cent  reached  that  rank.    So 
Aatwhat  the  reviyal  of  pure  nomina- 
tion did  was  practically  this — that  out 
of  evesy  1 00  boys  who  entered  the  Navy, 
it  diminished   the    exceptionally  able 
boja,  who  were   likely  to  grow   into 
nally  fint-rate  officers,  by  exactly  one- 
hUf  and  replaced  them  by  as  many 
boji   who    were    below  the    standard 
luflh  the  Service  of  the  country  re- 
tsired.      But    by    the    restoration    of 
nnitod  oomMtition  the  Britannia  hence- 
iorwaid  woiud  be  a  school  composed  en- 
tiiik  of  boys  for  whose  conduct  and 
*wies  there   was  a  real    and    solid 
Now  that  the  best  had  been 


done  for  the  old  system  imder  which  our 
officers  had  been  educated  for  so  many 
years,  he  should  be  inclined  to  ask  the 
House  to  let  that  system  work  a  little 
longer  without  at  once  pulling  it  to 
pieces  and  building  it  anew.  As  to  the 
rears  expressed  by  hon.  Members  of  the 
effects  of  competition  at  this  tender  age, 
he  was  firmly  persuaded  that,  under  the 
examination  as  at  present  conducted, 
those  fears  were  illuBory.  A  boy  might 
be  crammed  to  pass  a  test  examination 
which  he  would  not  have  passed  other- 
wise ;  but  if  a  competitive  examination 
was  properly  conducted  he  could  not  be 
crammed  so  as  to  enable  him  to  beat  a 
boy  better  taught  and  naturally  cleverer 
than  himself.  What  cramming  would 
enable  a  boy  to  do  unseen  passages  of 
French  and  Latin,  with  the  aid  of  a 
dictionary,  better  than  another  boy  who 
had  a  reel  and  solid  acquaintance  with 
those  languages,  and  who  had  superior 
mother- wit  to  himself  ?  The  best  testi- 
mony to  the  manner  in  which  the  exa- 
mination last  June  was  conducted  was 
afforded  by  the  only  letter  which  he  had 
seen  giving  the  account  of  the  reason  of 
a  boy's  failure;  and  in  that  letter  the 
parent  said  that  the  boy  had  been  over- 
coached  the  night  before ;  and  everyone 
who  knew  what  a  good  examination  was 
knew  that  the  worst  possible  preparation 
for  it  was  to  cram  up  to  the  last  night. 
He  firmly  believed  that  the  competition 
which  they  held  at  13  was  just  as  in- 
nocuous to  health  as  that  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  proposed  to  hold 
at  16  or  17.  But  hon.  Members  must 
not  think  that  he  wished  to  meet  this 
Besolution  with  a  hard-and-fast  negative. 
He  had  the  greatest  sympathy  with  the 
general  objects  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member.  He  had  the  keenest  sense  of 
the  defects  of  our  present  system  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  exposed ; 
and  for  months  past  he  had  been 
studying  in  every  way  in  his  power  the 
different  solutions  of  the  problem  of  naval 
education  which  had  been  so  ably  put 
forward  in  various  quarters.  He  felt 
most  strongly  the  very  great  discomfort 
and  disadvantage  to  our  midshipmen  of 
becoming  officers  in  Her  Majesty's  Ser- 
vice before  they  had  got  rid  of  school. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  to  minds  of  that 
energetic  and  resolute  class  which  we 
especially  valued  in  our  Navy,  it  might 
be  almost  a  mental  torture  to  be  dis- 
tracted between  rather  elementary  book 
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learning  in  the  abstraot  soienceB  and  the 
acquisition  of  the  practical  duties  of  a 
profession.  To  alternate  between  being 
a  captain's  aide-de-camp  in  a  naval  bri- 
gade and  reading  algebra  with  a  naval 
instructor ;  to  so  from  gun  drill,  and  in- 
spection, and  the  charge  of  boats  to  old 
schoolroom  learning  that  had  been  rubbed 
up  and  forgotten  ten  times  over  was  a 
life  of  such  waste  of  intellect  and  energy 
that  he  did  not  despair,  and  he  was 
farther  from  despairing  than,  ever,  of 
finding  some  corrective  for  it.  Young 
or  old,  when  a  lad  went  to  sea,  he  ought 
to  go  as  a  sailor ;  and  so  strongly  did  he 
hold  this  that  he  would  not  hesitate  to 
recommend  a  pretty  bold  recasting  of 
our  system  in  order  to  attain  this  desired 
end.  His  own  firm  belief  was  that  if  a 
young  man  had  three  years  at  sea  with- 
out having  his  attention  distracted  by 
school  work  he  would  learn  more  sea- 
manship and  more  seamanlike  qualities 
than  he  learnt  in  the  five  years  that  he 
now  served  afloat  in  a  capacity  some- 
thing between  a  schoolboy  and  an  officer. 
If  that  were  carried  out,  it  would  give 
him  a  year  or  a  year  and  a-half  to  con- 
tinue his  general  studies  before  he  joined 
the  Service.  There  is  much  to  be  said 
likewise  on  the  question  of  open  com- 
petition. There  is  much  to  be  said  for 
drawing  closer  the  connections  between 
our  great  public  schools  and  the  Navy 
by  giving  nominations  for  competition 
to  the  head  masters  of  such  schools  as 
Eton,  Harrow,  Winchester,  Cheltenham, 
Marlborough,  and  any  school  that  might 
desire  to  enter  the  lists.  Nor,  if  the 
House  of  Commons  so  wished  it,  would 
they  consider  that  the  Navy  would  be 
ruined  even  if  the  principle  of  open 
competition  was  imposed  upon  them  by 
Besolution  of  the  House.  The  introduc- 
tion of  open  competition  into  the  Indian 
Civil  Service,  and  into  the  Public  Offices 
at  home,  was  intimately  connected  with 
two  names  in  which  he  had  the  strongest 
and  the  closest  interest,  and  the  first 
years  of  his  public  life  were  spent  in 
urging  the  change  from  purchase  in 
the  Army  to  the  open  competition  which 
at  present  existed.  He  supposed  he 
was  one  of  the  last  men  in  that  House 
likely  to  regard  open  competition  with 
dread.  But  he  hoped  that  the  House 
would  leave  them  alone  for  the  present. 
The  Admiralty  had  thia  year  made  a  very 
great  change  in  their  method  of  first 
appointmrat ;  and  if  it  vere  merely  for 

Mr.  jlVevefyan 


the  purpose  of  making  sore  their  ffround 
and  obtaining  data  to  guide  their  mrther 
progress,  it  was  really  important  that  they 
should  be  allowed  some  time  to  see  how 
the  change  would  work.  In  the  intereeta 
of  the  Service,  and  speaking  as  one  who 
had  his  mind  open — ^widely  open — ^to  the 
possibilities  of  reform  being  needed,  he 
would  be  heartily  glad  if  they  were  al- 
lowed time  to  deliberate  very  carefully 
indeed  on  their  experiences  of  the  re- 
formed system  before  they  were  bound 
by  a  vote  of  Parliament  to  exchange  it 
for  another  to  which  it  was,  in  some  im- 
portant respects,  an  approach  and  an 
advance. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IREIiAND)  ACT,  1881— PRI- 
SONERS ARRESTED  UNDER  THE 
ACT.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Mb.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  the  reports  contained  in  the 
morning  papers  stating  that  two  of  his 
constituents  had  been  arrested  and 
placed  in  prison — ^namely,  Mr.  Murphy 
and  Mr.  Campion,  of  Rathdowney,  in 
Ihe  Queen's  County.  He  was  perfectly 
certain  these  two  men  were  among  the 
last  in  Queen's  County  who  would  aid 
or  abet  any  transgression  of  the  law. 
It  was  perfectly  impossible  to  conceive 
what  offence  they  had  been  guilty  of 
which  would  ju9tify  their  arrest ;  but  he 
supposed  that,  f^  had  been  done  in  other 
cases,  the  Government  would  be  pre- 
pf^red  to  shelter  themselves  behind  the 
powers  which  had  been  given  to  them, 
a^d  under  which  they  had  already  eeized 
Mr.  Doran  and  others,  of  Maryborough, 
and  placed  them  in  Naas  Gaol.  The 
difficulties  of  the  200  others  who  were 
confined  in  Ireland  were  very  well  stated 
in  a  letter  which  he  had  just  received 
from  Mr.  John  Beddington,  now  in  pri- 
son. He  said  it  seemed  to  him  very  im- 
likely  that  any  of  those  now  in  prison 
would  be  released  without  signing  some 
compromise ;  that  he  was  changed  with 
inciting  to  intimidation,  wh&,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  he  had  always  been  most 
anxious  to  prevent  breaches  of  the  law ; 
and  that  the  men  who  felt  as  he  did  on 
this  question  should  not  be  handed  over 
to  the  tender  mercies  of  the  Government. 
He  asked  what  would  beoome  of  those 
men  in  prison  who  wanted  to  brio^o^aeii 
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brfon  ilM  Land  Oommianonera  ?  He 
Y18  OQUMious  of  haying  sinned  too 
deeply  in  the  eyes  of  the  powers  that 
be^  beeaoM  he  ventured  to  assert  his 
own  light,  to  expect  pardon,  except  he 
was  prepared  to  sign  a  compromise,  and, 
eonse^uentlyy  he  was  lik^y  to  remain 
in  pnson  some  time.  His  father  and 
mother  were  old  and  decrepit.  He  had 
•a  extremely  strong  case  to  lay  before 
the  Land  CommisHion.  His  landlord, 
altiboogh  he  lived  within  three  miles  of 
the  property  he  occupied,  never  came  near 
it|  and  a  few  years  ago  he  raised  the  rent 
100  per  cent  over  Griffith's  viduation. 
Unlefls  he  was  allowed  to  obtain  legal 
advice,  he  could  not  appear  before  uie 
Land  Commission.  Tnis  man  was  re- 
jected throughout  the  country  b^  all 
who  knew  him,  and  was  utterly  inca- 
pable of  doing  the  thing  complamed  o^ 
or  attempting  to  break  the  law.  But, 
at  the  same  time,  he  was  a  man  of  de- 
tvmination,  and  never  hesitated  to  say 
that  which  he  thought  ought  to  be  said, 
and  assert  his  right.  This  man  appealed 
for  infinmation,  and  he  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  thought  the  appeal  was  a 
Tsiy  reasonable  one,  as  to  what  facilities 
would  be  afforded  to  men  like  him  to 
bring  their  cases  before  the  Land  Oom- 
— *— ^ —      This  man's  relatives  were  en- 


tn^f  dependent  on  his  exertions,  and 
were  entirely  unable  to  look  after  his 
iatsrests.  Such  had  been  the  tyranny 
d  the  landlord  daas  that  if  it  were  not 
lor  some  bold,  detennined  spirits  the 
■leat  bulk  of  the  tenants  could  never 
Save  been  induced  to  assert  their  rights 
ai  they  had  done  manfully  during  the 
kMt  18  months.  He,  therefore,  asked 
fts  GoTOtnment  how  they  proposed  to 
dial  with  tiiese  men  after  die  rising  of 
Pinliameiity  when  the  Land  Oommission 
WM  at  work,  and  what  was  the  alleged 
iiason  for  the  airest  mentioned  in  this 
Boning's  papers  of  Mr.  Campion  and 
Xr.  Mniphyf 

Kb.  W.  £.  FOBSTEB  said,  he  was 
act  aware  the  hon.  Ghendeman  was  about 
to  bring  forward  this  case.  As  to  the 
iist  qnestionf  he  could  not  answer  it 
latil  ne  got  information.  K  the  hon. 
Kamber  put  the  Question  down  on  the 
HoCiee  Paper  he  would  give  him  what 
VHwer  he  oonld,  in  aocoidance  with  the 
RSffioQS  answers  he  had  given  on  these 
VsUms;  but  he  was  not  in  a  position  at 
INSat  to  make  any  statements  at  all 
l|a«fbi  sobjeot    He  woi^d  take  care 


that  no  man  who  was  arrested  under  the 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  Act 
should  be,  if  he  could  possibly  prevent 
it — and  he  thought  he  should  be  able  to 
prevent  it — ^in  any  way  damaged  in  mak- 
ing applications  in  reference  to  his  hold- 
ing under  the  Land  Act  if  it  became  law. 
The  hon.  Member  wished  to  find  out  in 
what  way  he  would  carry  out  that  inten- 
tion. He  must  ask  for  time  to  consider 
the  way  in  which  he  would  cany  it  out. 
He  admitted  it  would  be  unjust  for  a  man 
to  be  deprived  of  his  power  of  obtaining 
a  judicial  rent,  and  of  naving  his  case  for 
a  fair  rent  put  before  the  Commissioners 
for  the  reasons  named  by  the  hon. 
Member. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  said,  one  part  of  the 
answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
more  or  less — rather  less  than  more — 
satisfactory.  He  stated  that  tenants 
arrested  would  have  an  opportunity  of 
putting  their  case  before  the  Court. 
Now,  they  had  a  great  deal  of  expe- 
rience as  to  the  promises  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  it  would  have  been 
more  satisfactory  had  he  been  a  little 
more  explicit  in  his  reply.  Then,  with 
regard  to  the  other  part  of  the  question, 
his  reply  was  most  unsatisfactory,  for 
they  were  always  led  to  believe  that  no 
imprisonment  would  take  place  unless 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  spo-. 
cially  and  carefully  examined  the  charges 
made. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  that  he 
did  examine  the  cases  personally ;  but 
he  declined  to  make  a  statement  from 
memory  when  he  had  not  received  No- 
tice and  had  not  the  Papers  before  him. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  thought  it  remarkable 
that,  having  examined  the  cases,  the 
mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
appear  to  be  a  perfect  blank  on  the  sub- 
ject. The  replies  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  conveyed  the  impression  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  kiiew  nothing 
of  the  case.  They  would  require  every 
statement  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman put  down  on  paper,  and  a  rigid 
examination  of  details. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  if  it  was  the  in- 
variable rule  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  look  into  every  case  ?  If  that 
were  so,  it  was  a  matter  of  some  satis- 
faction, for  he  would  rather  fall  into  the 
hands  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  than 
those  of  Under  Secretary  Burke.  They 
knew  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had, 
unfortunately,  been  led  astray,  while  thQ 
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bent  of  the  mind  of  Mr.  Burke  was 
against  the  tenants.  He  was  a  most 
odious  tyrant  in  every  relation  with  his 
tenants.  He  presumed  that  the  *' rea- 
sonable suspicion  "  on  which  those  men 
were  arrested  arose  from  the  moral  con- 
sciousness of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
In  the  Irish  Office  there  ought  to  be 
kept  a  pr6ci8  stating  opposite  each  man's 
name  the  grounds  on  which  he  was 
arrested 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  repeated  that 
he  looked  into  every  case ;  but  if  he  had 
had  Notice  he  would  have  been  able  to 
give  a  more  precise  answer.  He  must, 
in  the  strongest  possible  terms,  repu- 
diate the  description  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  had  given 
of  Mr.  Burke,  and  he  defied  the  hon. 
Member  to  get  that  description  endorsed 
by  the  tenants.  He  believed  there  was 
rarely  to  be  found  a  man  who  was  more 
sympathizing  with  the  tenants  or  more 
ready  to  redress  hardships  than  Mr. 
Burke. 

Mr.  healy  said,  that,  last  year, 
cases  were  brought  forward  in  that 
House  in  which  Mr.  Burke  had  rack 
rented  and  oppressed  tenants. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  that  no 
case  of  the  kind  had  been  proved. 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

SUPPLY—CIVIL   SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 
Supply — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  II. — Salaries  and  Expenses  of 
Civil  Departments. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 


led, 


( 

pose 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £5,027,  be 
g^nted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Department  of  the  Queen's 
and  Lord  Treasurer's  Remembrancer  in  Ex- 
chequer, Scotland,  of  certain  Officers  in  Scot- 
land, and  other  Charges  formerly  on  the  Here- 
ditary Revenue." 

Mr.  FINIGAN  said,  he  wished  to 
put  one  or  two  questions  to  the  noble 
Ix>rd  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
before  this  Vote  was  agreed  to.  First 
of  all,  he  wanted  to  know  what  was  the 
meaning  of  the  item  under  the  heading 
*"    •*'  Lyon  King  of  Arms,  £500 ; "  and 

Mr,  Mealy 


who  was  the  personage  who  represented 
the  Lyon  King  of  Arms  ?  He  also  de- 
sired to  know  what  explanation  oonld 
be  given  of  the  item  "  Secretanr  to  the 
Bible  Board,  £600  ?  "  He  should  like  to 
know  what  the  Secretary  to  the  Bible 
Board  had  to  do,  and  also  what  was  the 
particular  duty  of  the  Bible  Board  it- 
self ?  He  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would 
furnish  some  information  as  to  the  per- 
sons employed  by  the  Bible  Board.  The 
Committee  ought  to  understand  what 
they  were  asked  to  vote  the  money  for. 

Lord  FEEDERICK  CAVENDISH 
stated  that  the  Lyon  Kine  of  Arms  was 
the  Chief  of  the  Herald's  Colleee  in 
Scotland.  With  regard  to  the  %ible 
Board,  he  believed  its  duties  were  to 
see  that  there  were  no  inaccurate  copies 
of  the  Bible  published  in  Scotland.  It 
was,  of  course,  well  known  to  hon. 
Members  that  in  England  the  Bible 
could  only  be  printed  by  the  two  Uni- 
versities and  by  the  Queen's  Printers ; 
but  in  Scotland  Bibles  might  be  printed 
by  any  printer,  and,  consequently,  it 
was  considered  advisable  diat  there 
should  be  a  check  upon  the  issue  of 
copies  of  that  Book,  so^as  to  make  sure 
that  .  inaccurate  copies  should  not  be 

Eublished.  The  expense  of  this  had 
een  charged  on  the  public  for  ages 
past,  and  it  only  amounted  to  a  small 
sum. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  the  noble 
Lord  if  there  was  any  plea  for  the  ad- 
vocate  de  diaholioi  the  index  puryatoriui 
in  Scotland,  because,  if  there  was,  some- 
thing could  be  said  for  the  keeping  up 
of  this  charge. 

Mr.  healy  asked  if  there  were  any 
means  of  preventing  any  person  who 
wished  to  do  so  from  publishing  an  in- 
accurate version  of  the  Bible?  Was 
there  any  law  under  which  anyone  who 
wanted  to  publish  a  Bible  with  a  chapter 
or  verse  left  out  must  send  a  copy  to 
the  Secretary  to  the  Bible  Board,  who 
would  have  to  certify  as  to  what  had 
been  left  out  ? 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  wished 
to  be  informed  what  was  the  duty  of  the 
Bible  Board,  with  regard,  for  instance^ 
to  the  newly  revised  edition  of  the 
New  Testament  ? 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
should  like  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  to  inform  the  Committee 
what  were  the  duties  and  functions  of 
''  Her  Majesty's  Limner,"  whose  salaxy 
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Y18  tftaied  in  the  Vote  at  £97.  What 
was  it  that  he  was  required  to  draw  or 
paint? 

LoBB  EEEDEBICK  O^YENDISH 
said,  all  he  had  to  say  in  answer  to  the 
ffaertiona  that  had  been  put  to  him  was 
toat  some  of  tiiese  charges  were  relics 
of  the  ancient  Scottish  Monarchy,  and 
Wire  the  only  ones  that  now  survived 
in  connection  with  the  numerous  ap- 
jjointmenta  attached  to  the  ancient  Scot- 
tuh   Court.    He   was   not   very    weU 

Suainted  with  the  details  in  connection 
b  aome  of  the  matters  referred  to, 
and  he  thought  the  Solicitor  GFeneral  for 
Scotland  would  be  better  able  to  answer 
die  question  put  with  r^;ard  to  the  law 
on  the  subject  of  the  publication  of  the 
Bible  in  Scotland.  It  was  his  belief, 
however,  that  it  was  requsite  that  a 
eopy  of  eveiy  new  edition  snould  be  sent 
to  the  Bible  Board. 

Mb.  lea  my  asked  whether,  suppos- 
ing an  incorrect  copy  of  the  Bible  were 
Kted  in  England,  the  Bible  Board  in 
land  would  have  power  to  stop  its 
Gnvulation  in  that  country  ? 

LoBD  FBEDEBICK  CAVENDISH 
bdieved  that  the  duties  of  the  Bible 
Board  were  simply  confined  to  Bibles 
printed  in  Scotland. 

Mb.  BIOGAR  wished  to  ask  what 
were  the  duties  of  the  Law  A^ent  to  the 
Kble  Board  in  Scotland?  This  appoint- 
ment seemed  to  him  to  be  the  most 
euxiooa  appointment  in  connection  with 
the  Boara.  He  thought  the  noble  Lord 
oogfat  to  be  able  to  give  some  informa- 
turn  on  this  point.  He  should  like  to 
know  what  were  the  duties  both  of  the 
Becretary  and  of  the  Legal  Adviser  to 
the  Bible  Board  ? 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  should  like  to 
know  whether  if  a  Catholic  printer  were 
to  imbliah  the  Dauai  version  of  the 
BiUep  he  would  be  bound  to  submit  a 
vm  of  it  to  the  Bible  Board— whether, 
m  net,  the  Catholic  version  of  the  Bible 
amid  be  printed  in  Scotland  ? 

Mb.  LABOnCHEBE  said,  he  should 
Eke  to  put  a  farther  question  to  the 
aohle  Iiord,  and  that  was,  whether  the 
office  of  Secretary  to  the  Bible  Board 
vas  a  mneoure  or  not?  If  it  were  not 
a  sinecure,  he  apprehended  that  that 
officer  would  have  the  very  pleasant 
tmik  of  looking  at  every  Bible  that 
omasd  the  Scottish  Border  in  order  to 

MS  whether  it  was  the  correct  version. 

^tt  it  a  part  of  his  duty  to  do  this? 
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In  tact,  was  the  appointment  a  sinecure, 
or  was  it  not?  The  Committee  had 
already  been  satisfied  about  the  office 
of  Lyon  King  of  Arms,  because  the 
office  was  one  that  brought  in  some- 
thing ;  but  with  respect  to  the  Secretary 
to  the  Bible  Board,  he  could  not  see 
that  the  office  was  one  that  did  any 
good  to  the  inhabitants  of  Scotland,  or 
to  any  other  part  of  the  world,  the  only 
advantage  of  the  payment  of  £600  per 
annum  beinff  that  the  money  went  into 
the  pocket  or  some  gentleman  who  had 
nothing  to  do  in  return  for  it. 

Mb.  DICK-PEDDIE  said,  the  Bible 
Board  had  no  rifi^ht  to  interfere  with 
the  publication  of  any  edition  of  the 
Bible  unless  it  professed  to  be  the  autho- 
rized version.  Any  person  in  Scotland 
might  print  and  publish  any  other  ver- 
sion as  he  pleased.  He  might  publish 
a  new  and  altered  translation  and  no 
one  could  interfere  with  him.  There 
was  not  less  liberty  in  Scotland  than  in 
England  as  to  printing  the  authorized 
version.  In  England  it  could  be  printed 
only  by  the  Universities  or  the  Queen's 
Printer.  In  Scotland  it  could  be  printed 
or  published  by  any  man  if  he  re- 
ceived the  attestation  of  the  Board  as 
to  its  accuracy.  The  office  of  Secre- 
tary to  the  Bible  Board  was  not  a 
sinecure ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  was 
of  opinion  that  it  was  one  that  might 
be  abolished  with  advantage. 

Mb.  BIGQAB  said,  no  information 
had  as  yet  been  given  in  reply  to  his 
question  as  to  the  Law  Agent  of  the 
fiible  Board,  and  very  little  with  regard 
to  the  Secretary,  and  for  this  reason  he 
begged  to  move  that  the  Yote  be  re- 
duced by  the  amount  payable  to  the  Se- 
cretary and  the  Law  Agent  of  the  Bible 
Board. 

Tbe  chairman  ;  Both  the  Secre- 
tary and  the  Law  Agent  ? 

Mb.  BIQOAB  said,  he  meant  to  in- 
clude both  in  his  Amendment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  oxccodiDg  £4,187,  be 
granted  to  Her  Alajesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Sala- 
ries and  Expenses  of  the  Department  of  the 
Queen* s  ana  Lord  Treasurer's  Remembrancer 
in  Exchequer,  Scotland,  of  certain  Officers  in 
Scotland,  and  other  Charges  formerly  on  the 
Hereditary  Revenue.*' — (J/r.  Biggar,) 

LoHD  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  found  that  the  Secretary  had  an 
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officer  nnder  him  who  was  a  printer  by 
profeBsion,  and  who  was  employed  as 
reader  in  the  technical  work  of  revision. 
The  Secretary  also  had  to  provide  office 
rooms  and  papers. 

Sir  JOHN  hat  said,  he  had  been 
about  to  ask  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Scotland  for  some  information,  because 
he  thought  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman might  throw  some  light  on  the 
question.  He  believed  he  was  right  in 
saying  that  the  office  of  Queen's  I^nter 
in  Scotland  was  abolished  some  80  years 
affo.  That  office  used  to  entail  a  charge 
of  £6,000  a-year  on  the  public,  and  in 
its  place  the  present  arrangement  had 
been  made.  Of  course,  whoever  bought 
a  Bible,  like  a  person  who  bought  butter, 
wanted  to  buy  the  real  thing,  and  al- 
though any  person  in  Scotland  mig^ht,  if 
he  pleased,  print  copies  of  the  Bible,  he 
must  not  print  an  unauthorized  version. 
If  he  did,  the  public  would  not  have 
that  which  they  desired  to  have  ;  but  if 
this  Vote  were  abolished/  every  person 
who  wanted  the  correct  version  would, 
in  fliture,  bo  obliged  to  go  to  the  Ox- 
ford or  Cambridge  Press  for  it. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  would  suggest 
that  his  hon.  Friend  should  be  content 
with  the  protest  he  had  made ;  but  he  did 
not  understand  why  they  should  spend 
£840  on  the  two  offices  that  had  been 
the  subjects  of  discussion. 

Mr.  LEAMY  did  not  see  why  they 
should  have  in  the  office  of  Law  Agent  to 
the  Bible  Board  a  permanent  official  at 
a  salary  of  £240  a-vear,  which  was  to 
be  paid  whether  he  had  been  engaged  in 
any  prosecutions  or  not ;  nor  did  he  see 
why,  in  the  case  of  the  Secretanr,  it 
should  not  be  incumbent  on  the  ^oard 
to  engage  a  lawyer  who  might  institute 
prosecutions  in  case  of  any  breach  of 
the  law 

The  SOLICITOE  GENERAL  for 
SCOTLAND  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfottr)  said, 
he  was  not  aware  of  any  recent  cases  in 
which  prosecutions  had  been  instituted. 
He  believed  the  practice  was  that  proof 
sheets  of  every  proposed  edition  of  the 
Bible  were  sent  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Bible  Board,  and  when  these  had  been 
gone  over  by  the  reader,  the  Secretary 
also  went  over  them,  and  they  were  then 
submitted  to  a  meeting  of  the  Board, 
the  meetings  being  held  periodically. 
If  necessary,  corrections  were  made,  and 
these  were  sent  back  to  the  respective 
printerSy  who  sometimes  would  incur  a 
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good  deal  of  cost  in  mi 
tions. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  wished, 
before  the  Vote  was  put  to  the  Com- 
mittee, to  ask  a  question  which  he  re- 
garded as  a  pertinent  one.  He  wished 
to  ask  the  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland 
whether  it  was  not  a  fact  that  thejSecre- 
tary  to  the  Bible  Board  got  £600  a-year, 
and  gave  £100  a-year  to  a  tradesman 
who  did  the  work  for  him,  he  putting 
the  remaining  £500  a-year  into  his  own 
pocket  for  doing  nothing?  This  arrange- 
ment was  merely  because  it  was  neces- 
saxy  to  keep  up  a  show  of  doing  some 
work ;  but,  practically,  as  far  as  the 
appointment  of  the  Secretary  was  con- 
cerned, the  office  was  a  mere  sinecure. 
With  regard  to  the  appointment  of  Law 
Agent,  that  was  also  a  sinecure ;  and  he 
believed  he  was  justified  in  saying  that 
if  proceedings  were  taken  at  the  instance 
of  the  Bible  Board  aminst  a  printer  for 
infringing  the  law,  me  expenses  of  the 
prosecution  came  out  of  a  totally  dif- 
ferent Vote.  It  was,  therefore,  by  no 
means  necessary  that  the  allowance  for 
Law  Agent  ^should  be  continuous,  as  it 
was  now 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
SCOTLAND  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfoub)  said, 
he  could  not  state  what  the  arrangement 
between  the  Secretary  and  the  reader 
was,  but  no  doubt  there  was  some  ar- 
ran^ment  between  them.  The  results 
of  tne  duties  performed  were,  as  he  had 
already  statea,  submitted  to  the  Bible 
Board  at  their  periodical  meetings,  with 
such  observations  as  the  Secretary  had 
to  offer.  With  regard  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  Law  Agent,  he  was  amid  he 
could  not  add  to  what  had  already  been 
said  on  that  point.  All  he  knew  was 
that  the  office  was  one  that  was  still 
retained. 

Mr.    WILLIAMSON    said,    he  was 
afraid  that  the  continuance    of  these 
offices  kept  the  door  open  to  a  form  of 
abuse.     Me  sincerely  hoped  that  such 
an  expression  of  opinion  as  had  ^ready 
been  given  on  this  subject  would  lead 
to  this  result — that  while  the  present 
holders  of  the  offices  referred  to  should 
be  permitted  to  retain  them  for  the  rest 
of  their  lives,  it  would  be  impossible  for 
any  Government   to  continue  the    ap- 
pointments. There  was  an  evident  abuse 
which,  being  perpetrated  in  the  name  of 
the  Bible,  rendered  it  all  the  more  iU' 
tolerable, 
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Kb.  filOOAS  said)  he  WM  mnoh 
pleued  to  hear  what  had  fklleti  from  the 
Mm.  Oeaflemati  (Mr.  WiUiamBon)  who 
had  Jort  aat  down.  He  wished  to  put 
diia  quettion  to  the  BepreseatatiTes  of 
Her  Majesty's'GoTeniinent — ^Would  they 
pre  a  distuict  pledge  that  they  would 
Bol  re-appoint  men  to  these  two  sineoure 
offlessP  So  far  the  GK)Yemment  had 
besB  exoeedingly  unwilling  to  let  the 
Committee  know  what  were  the  facte  of 
die  ease;  and  it  would haTO  been  far 
better  had  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
ditauui  the  Solicitor  (General  for  Boot- 
land  oome  forward  at  oncoy  and  stated 
what  he  knew  about  the  matter  under 
disoBssion.  

LoBD  FBEDEBIOK  OAYENDISH 
ssid,  he  oould  assure  the  Oommittee  that 
&ere  would  be  no  new  appointments  to 
fliese  offices  without  the  question  being 
eareflilly  inyeetigated. 

Mb.  OALLAN  said,  he  thought  the 
statement  just  made  by  the  noble  Lord 
tlie  Secretaiy  to  the  Treasury  (Lord 
Frederick  OaTendish)  was  yerr  satis- 
iMtory ;  but  he  would  have  saTca  a  good 
deil  (H  wasted  time  if  he  had  made  that 
ttatement  before,  and  had  said  not  only 
that  no  future  appointment  would  be 
made  to  either  of  the  two  sinecure  offices, 
but  that  no  such  ap^ntment  should  be 
made  without  submitting  the  matter  to 
Aat  House.  If,  in  the  course  of  the 
somins^  winter,  one  of  these  officials 
should  die,  what  course  would  the  Go- 
Tsmment  be  likely  to  take?  There 
OBf^t  to  be  some  pledge  that  it  should 
aot  be  filled  up  without  the  sanction  of 
Am  House. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  It  would  not  be 
IDad  up  without  the  sanction  of  Parlia- 
aunt. 

Mb.  BIOGAB  said,  after  what  had 
Just  fJEdlen  from  the  I'^me  Minister,  he 
wcoldy  with  the  permission  of  the  Oom- 
mittee, withdraw  his  Amendment.  He 
ihoald  like,  however,  to  say,  with  re- 
gnd  to  the  Queen's  Plates  that  were 
emn  for  racing  purposes  in  Scotland, 
mat  he  was  Tery  sorry  to  see  these  items 

S.  the  Votes.  He  was  well  aware 
in  aayinff  this  he  di£fered  in  opinion 
iMn  B6me  of  his  hon.  Colleagues  upon 
fta  jtabjeot  <rf  horse-racing ;  at  the  same 
fim%  he  mode  it  a  rule  wmch  he  did  not 
IQtt  to  faveak  to  oppose  the  Vote  of  money 
ftr  sash  pntposes,  and  if  any  other  hon. 
kudMfr  nfdiud  support  him,  he  should 


certainly  moYC  to  omit  the  sums  put 
down  for  these  Queen's  Plates. 

Motion,  by  leaye,  mthdrmon. 

Original  Question  put,  and  tigr^ed  U. 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro 
poseci, 

**That  a  smn,  not  exceeding  £9,289,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
neceBiary  to  defray  the  Charge  wmch  will  come 
in  course  of  pa3mient  daring  the  year  ending 
on  the  81st  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Fishery  Boud  in  Scotland 
and  cerUun  Grants  in  Aid  of  Piers  or  Quays." 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  wished  to  say 
a  few  words  on  behalf  of  his  oonstituento 
the  fishermen  on  the  coast  of  Ayrshire, 
between  Ballantrae  and  GKrvan.  This 
was  one  of  the  most  important  herrine 
fisheries  in  Scotland.  The  fishizig  took 
place  in  Februaiy  and  March.  Outside 
the  great  spawniuff  bed  at  Ballantrae 
there  were  considerable  trawling  grounds, 
where  great  quantities  of  cod  and  other 
fish  used  to  be  taken  by  lines ;  but  the 
beam-trawlers  had  swept  away  the  lines, 
and  the  fishery  was  destroyed.  The 
fishermen  had  asked  him  (Oolonel 
Alexander)  to  forward  a  Petition  to  the 
Fishery  Board  against  beam-trawling. 
He  had  received  a  courteous  answer 
from  the  Secretary  that  he  could  do 
nothing.  In  the  year  1866  a  Sea  Fish- 
eries Oommission  was  appointed,  consist- 
ing of  the  present  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  and  Mr. 
James  Caird,  a  distinguished  agricul- 
turist. This  Commission  arrived  at  the 
curious  conclusion  that  beam-trawlers 
were  Free  Traders  and  ought  to  be  en- 
couraged, whereas  those  who  opposed 
beam-trawling  were  Protectionists  and 
ought  to  be  discouraged  in  every  possible 
way.  In  1 878  another  Commission  was 
appointed,  consisting  of  the  late  Mr. 
Buckland,  Mr.  Walpole,  and  another 
gentleman,  which  arrived  at  a  different 
conclusion.  The  Commission  reported 
that  the  Ballantrae  fishermen  had  made 
out  a  strong  pritnd  facie  case  aeainst 
beam-trawling  inshore,  and  thought  the 
Legislature  should  give  the  Secretary  of 
State  power  to  stop  beam-trawling  in- 
shore should  it  be  necessary  to  do  so. 
He  (Colonel  Alexander)  wished  to  know 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Harcourt)  would  cfury  out  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Commission,  and 
ask  Parliament  for  power  to  stop  beam- 
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trawling  inshore  at  any  place  where  he 
might  consider  it  necessary  so  to  do  ? 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  said,  he  was  able 
to  confirm  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
and  gallantMember  (Colonel  Alexander). 
His  (Sir  John  Hay's)  constituents  were 
largely  interested  in  this  question.  There 
were  numbers  of  these  hardy  and  excel- 
lent fishermen  who,  when  they  went  to 
sea,  found  their  legitimate  occupation 
seriously  interfered  with  by  trawling 
vessels  coming  from  a  distance.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  recommendation 
of  the  last  Commission  ought  to  be  at- 
tended to  by  the  Home  Secretary;  for 
although  he  had  great  esteem  and  re- 
spect K)r  Mr.  James  Caird,  he  did  not 
know  that  his  knowledge  of  sea  fisheries 
was  very  extensive.  He  (Sir  John  Hay) 
had  paid  great  attention  to  the  Beports 
of  the  Commissions,  and  he  did  not  see 
why  the  advice  of  the  later  Commission 
should  not  be  acted  upon.  There  was 
no  doubt  that  great  mischief  was  done 
by  the  trawlers  to  the  legitimate  occupa- 
tion of  the  fishermen  on  the  coast.  They 
were  a  set  of  men  who  were  hardy  and 
excellent  fishermen,  and  well  deserving 
of  encouragement.  There  was  plenty  of 
room  outside  the  line  fisheries  for  the 
trawlers,  and  he  trusted  the  Govern- 
ment would  give  efiPect  to  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  last  Commission. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said,  the  question 
now  under  discussion  had  been  brought 
forward  by  him  at  an  earlier  period  of 
the  Session,  and  the  Motion  he  had  then 
submitted  was  negatived  on  a  division. 
He  was  glad  to  find  that  hon.  Oentlemen 
opposite  were  now  inclined  to  concede 
the  principle  for  which  he  had  contended ; 
and  what  they  had  said  encouraged  him 
to  hope  that  when  this  question  was 
brought  forward  in  another  Session  he 
should  be  supported  by  those  hon.  Gen* 
tlemen.  At  present,  however,  the  ques- 
tion had  been  decided  by  what  had  pre- 
viously taken  place. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  wished  to  say  that 
although  thehon.Member  (Mr.  Webster) 
had  his  entire  sympathy  in  the  Motion 
he  had  formerly  submitted,  that  Motion 
was  brought  on  at  an  hour  in  the  morn- 
ing when  he  (Sir  John  Hay)  did  not 
happen  to  be  present.  It  was,  however, 
a  matter  with  which  he  hoped  the  Lord 
Advocate  might  interfere  in  the  sense 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Ayr- 
shire (Colonel  Alexander]  and  him- 
self. 

Qohnel  Alexander 


Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  he 
hoped  the  Home  Secretary  would  give 
a  reply  to  the  point  he  had  raised.  It 
would  only  be  necessary  for  him  to  Inter* 
fere  in  those  cases  where  he  might  think 
it  necessary  to  do  so. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  it  was  unfortunate  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate was  not  in  his  place  when  the  ques* 
tion  was  opened,  and  he  did  not  tiiink 
that  the  Representatives  of  the  Treasury 
were  well  qualified  to  decide  this  ques- 
tion. He  could  only  say  that  the  facts 
would  be  brought  before  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate 

Mb.*  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
had  received  several  letters  &om  Kerry 
with  reference  to  an  item  in  this  Vote, 
which  was  regarded  with  a  good  deal  of 
jealousy  by  cdl  the  fishing  interests  in 
Lrelcuid.  They  complained  that  the 
Irish  Members  gave  their  consent  for 
the  voting  of  public  money  for  certain 
purposes  in  Scotland,  when  similar 
g^nts  were  persistently  refused  to  the 
interests  in  which  they  were  concerned 
in  Ireland.  He  referred  to  the  item 
"  Cutter  and  Boat  Service ;  Pay  of  Offi- 
cers and  Crew  of  Cutter;  Victualling; 
Repairs  and  Service  Stores — Fisheiy 
Station  Votes  amounting  to  £2,480.'' 
It  was  of  great  importance  to  the  fish- 
eries on  the  Coasts  of  Ireland  that  they 
should  be  protected ;  but  they  were  not. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  they  suffered  a  great 
deal  from  the  trawlers,  who  also  fre- 
quented the  Coast  of  Scotland,  as  well  as 
from  the  great  misconduct  of  the  number 
of  foreign  fishermen,  principally  French, 
who  h^itually  broke  their  nets.  He 
bblieved  that  the  Scotch  fishermen,  in 
common  with  the  English  and  Irish 
fishermen,  had  sustained  much  injury 
from  the  Belgian  fishermen,  who  xnade 
use  of  instruments  which  were  called 
''  Belgian  devils."  The  cutter  mentioned 
in  this  Vote  had  proved  of  great  service 
in  protecting  the  Scotch  fishermen  from 
the  depredations  committed  by  these 
foreigners,  and  it  had  also  been  usefiil 
in  maintaining  the  peace  and  preventing 
dangerous  quarrels  among  the  Scotch 
fishermen  themselves.  The  Irish  fisher- 
men suffered  from  the  same  evils,  and 
the  Inspectors  of  Fisheries  had  repeat- 
edly made  urgent  representations  as  to 
the  advisability  of  establishing  a  good 
Cutter  Service  in  the  Irish  waters,  such 
as  was  voted  by  the  House  in  favour  of 
the  Scotch  fisheries  year  after  j^ear.  Bat 
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the  Iriflih  fishermen  had  hitherto  found 
it  impoesible  to  seoure  due  attention  on 
the  part  of  the  Ooyemment  to  this  very 
reasonable  application,  and  it  therefore 
hecame  neoessazy  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers should  make  a  distinct  stand  upon 
this  point.  He  was  sorry  to  appear  to 
oppose  the  Scotch  Vote,  especislly  as  he 
▼as  inclined  to  think  that  the  Scotchmen 
did  not  get  so  much  from  the  Imperial 
Berenue  as  they  had  a  fair  right  to  in 


representations  they 
made  as  to  the  inadequacy  for  the  sums 
Toted  for  the  Scotch  Service.  But  on 
this  occasion  he  felt  it  necessary  to 
exceed  the  representations  that  had  been 
made  to  him  from  Kerry.  Therefore, 
he  should  move  the  reduction  of  this 
Yote  by  the  sum  of  £2,480,  in  the  hope 
of  being  enabled  to  obtain  some  assur- 
snoe  from  the  Gtovemment  that  the 
daims  of  Ireland  in  this  matter  should 
receive  the  same  treatment  as  those  of 
Scotland. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  Iliat  a  Bum,  not  exceeding  £6,809,  be 
gmited  to  Her  Maierty,  to  eomplete  the  sum 
seeenuy  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
IB  oonxae  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
flie  Slot  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Tg»p«n«w  of  the  Fishery  Board  in  Scotland 
■nd  eeitain  Orants  in  Aid  A  Piers  or  Quays.'* 
—{Mr.  Arthur  (T  Connor.) 

LoBD  FBEDEBICK   CAVENDISH 

was  understood  to  say  that  much  con- 

■deration  had  been  ffiven  to  the  subject 

befinre  it  was  decided  to  send  a  vessel  to 

the  Scotch  Coast.    A  greater  number  of 

Beofceh  fishermen  were  employed  there 

fliaa  the  number  of  Irish  nshermen  on 

the  "bngh  Coast ;  and  it  did  not  follow 

Aat  because  a  jninboat  had  been  placed 

oif  the  Coast  of  Scotland  to  prevent  the 

dspredations  of  foreign  vessels,  that  one 

dionld  alao  be  sent  to  the  Irish  Coast  for 

pofioe  purposes.    He  was   not   aware 

fliai  distarbances  had  occurred  in  con- 

asekiim  with  the  Irish  fisheries ;  but  if, 

on  examination,  it  was  foimd  to  be  ne- 

r,  a  ffunboat  would  be  sent. 

T.  P.  O'CONNOE   said,  he 

fhoogbt  the  mind  of  the  noble  Lord  was 

tfl  insufficiently  impressed  with  the 

iapoirtanoe  of  wis  question.     In  the 

Bmrt  of  the  Fishery  Commission  of 

1179  he  found  an  expression  of  opinion 

te  diere   ought  to    be    a    properly 

^VVped  vessel  on  the  Irish  Coast,  for 


the  purposes  of  carrying  out  fishinfi"  ex- 
periments and  discovering  new  fiening 
grounds.  He  did  not  think  the  noble 
Lord  had  any  claim  whatever  to  take 
further  time  for  the  consideration  of 
this  matter.  As  long  as  there  has  been  a 
Heport  from  the  Fishery  Commissioners, 
so  long  had  there  been  a  paragraph  in  it 
demanding  that  a  vessel  should  be  sent 
to  the  Coast  of  Ireland,  and  the  Inspectors 
of  Fisheries  had  declared,  on  their  own 
responsibility,  that  a  necessity  existed 
for  this  gunboat.  There  had  been  a 
discussion  a  few  days  ago  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Irish  fisheries,  and  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had,  upon  that 
occasion,  given  an  assurance  wnich  was 
satisfactory  as  far  as  it  went. 

The  CHAIEMAN  pointed  out  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gal  way  that,  although 
it  was  allowable  by  way  of  illustration 
to  show  that  there  was  no  Vote  for  a 
gunboat  off  the  Coast  of  Ireland,  it  was 
not  competent  to  him  to  discuss  the 
question  of  the  Irish  fisheries  upon  the 
Scotch  Vote. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  thanked  the 
Chairman  for  his  ruling.  He  had  quoted 
the  Eoport  of  1879  by  way  of  illustra- 
tion, and  would  conclude  the  few  obser- 
vations he  had  to  make  by  a  reference 
to  the  Eoport  of  1880,  which  said  that 
''the  attendance  of  a  gunboat  or  two 
was  necessary  during  the  mackerel  season 
to  protect  the  fishery."  The  Commis- 
sioners of  Irish  Fisheries  were  every 
year  pressing  this  question  upon  the 
Government;  the  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford  (Mr.  Blake)  had  also,  on 
more  than  one  occasion,  brought  it  be- 
fore the  House,  and  he  had  never  heard 
him  speak  upon  the  subject  without 
impressing  the  immense  necessity  which 
existed  for  placing  a  gunboat  off  the 
Irish  Coast,  for  the  purpose  of  protect- 
ing the  fisheries.  He  therefore  trusted 
that  the  Government  would  lose  no 
more  time  in  carrying  out  this  recom- 
mendation. 

Mr.  LEAMY  said,  that  the  Commit- 
tee were  not  only  asked  to  vote  £2,430 
for  Cutter  and  Boat  Services,  but  there 
was  also  a  charge  of  £200  for  salary  of 
the  commanding  officer  of  the  Vigilant 
cruiser,  besides  £100  for  salary  of  the 
commanding  officer  of  H.M.8.  Jackal^ 
and  another  sum  of  £50  in  connection 
with  the  gunboat.  It  would  really  seem 
as  if  the  whole  Navy  were  concerned  in 
the  protection  of  the  Scotch  fisheries  ; 
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buty  leaving  that  point  out  of  the  ques- 
tion, he  was  quite  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand why  the  commander  of  the  Jackal 
should  receive  £100  in  addition  to  his 
naval  pay. 

Mb.  DIOK-PEDDIE  said,  the  Scotch 
Members  had  quite  recently  shown  their 
readiness  to  support  measures  for  the 
development  of  ike  Irish  fisheries ;  but 
what  they  were  asked  to  do  now,  as 
a  means  of  aiding  Ireland,  was  to 
acquiesce  in  refusing  the  Vote  for  the 
fisheries  of  their  own  country.  That 
might  be  an  Irish  way  of  securing  the 
desired  end,  but  it  was  certainly  not  a 
Scotch  one.  He  hoped  that  the  Irish 
Members  would  give  up  their  opposition 
to  this  Vote. 

Sm  JOHN  HAY  said,  he  would 
remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  addressed  the  Committee  that  the 
course  adopted  by  hon.  Members  near 
him  was  tne  only  means  they  had  of 
calling  attention  to  the  necessity  which 
they  believed  existed  for  placing  a  gun- 
boat in  Irish  waters.  He  could  assure 
the  Committee  that  no  better  service  was 
done  than  that  performed  by  the  VigUani 
and  Jackal;  and  he  trusted  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Ireland  would  not  wish  to  im- 
prove the  Irish  fisheries  so  far  as  to 
remove  these  vessels  from  the  Coast  of 
Scotland.  He  approved  strongly  the 
stationing  of  gunboats  of  the  N'avy  at 
various  places  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
tecting the  fisheries,  because,  amongst 
other  reasons,  it  gave  their  officers  and 
men  excellent  experience  of  waters  which 
it  required  much  skill  to  navigate.  He 
was  entirelv  opposed  to  stopping  the 
Jackal  and  the  Vigilant  in  their  work  ofif 
the  Coast  of  Scotland ;  but  he  should  be 
glad  to  hear  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  prepared  to  do  what  was  re- 
quested by  Irisii  Members,  if  necessary. 

Lord  FEEDERICK  CAVENDISH 
explained  that  the  extra  pay  to  the  com- 
manding officer  of  the  Jackal  was  for 
work  done  in  connection  with  the  Scotch 
fisheries,  which  was  much  more  difficult 
than  that  which  was  usually  performed 
by  naval  officers.  If  upon  further  ex- 
amination it  was  found  that  a  gunboat 
was  required  off  the  Irish  Coast  for  the 
purpose  indicated  by  hon.  Members 
opposite,  he  should  be  glad  to  do  evei^- 
thing  in  his  j>ower  to  persuade  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  to  station  a  vessel 
there.  The  question  of  disputes  between 
-n^  «*^  gji^  foreign  fiahexmea  would  be 

Mr.Leamy 


discussed  at  the  Intemational  CongresB, 
which  was  shortly  to  meet  at  the  Hague. 
He  must  remind  the  Committee  that  the 
reason  for  sending  a  gunboat  to  the 
Scotch  Coast  was  very  cufferent  to  that 
which  might  exist  in  the  case  of  the 
Irish  fisheries.  It  was  purely  a  matter 
of  police  as  regarded  Ireland,  and  he 
could  hiurdly  beHeve  that  the  same  state 
of  things  existed  off  the  Irish  Coast  as 
off  the  Scotch  Coast. 

Mr.  E.  COLLINS  said,  he  was  per- 
fectly sure  there  was  no  disposition  on 
the  part  of  his  hon.  Friends  to  reduce  the 
Vote  for  the  Scotch  fisheries.  The  ques- 
tion of  having  a  cutter  in  Irish  waters 
had  been  discussed  during  the  last  few 
years  by  those  interested  in  the  Irish 
fisheries ;  and  the  Irish  Fishery  Commis- 
sioners had  impressed  upon  the  Govern- 
ment the  desirability  of  sending  a  boat 
for  the  purposes  they  had  indicated. 
But  he  would  like  to  mention,  for  the 
information  of  his  hon.  Friends,  that 
there  was  a  great  distinction  to  be  drawn 
between  the  objects  contemplated  by  the 
Irish  Fisher[^Commissionersand  matters 
of  police.  He  also  reminded  them  that 
a  gunboat  was  sent  to  the  Irish  Coast, 
and  occasionally  a  cruiser,  which  looked 
after  the  Irish  fisheries.  For  these  ser- 
vices no  separate  Vote  was  taken  in  the 
Estimates,  but  it  formed  a  charge  upon 
the  Admiralty. 

Mb.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  it 
was  not  his  intention  to  proceed  to  a 
division;  but  he  had  felt  it  to  be  hia 
duty  to  take  formal  notice  upon  this 
Vote  of  the  different  treatment  accorded 
to  Scotland  and  Ireland.  In  asking  per- 
mission to  withdraw  his  Amendment,  he 
begged  leave  to  say  that  his  appeal  to 
the  Government  for  the  stationing  of  a 
vessel  in  Irish  waters  was  made  as  much 
in  the  interest  of  the  Scotch  as  of  the 
Irish  fishermen.  A  Return  showed  that 
in  one  season  there  were  60  English, 
115  Irish,  and  187  Scotch  vessels  en- 
gaged on  one  Irish  fishing  ground,  while 
lumier  down  the  coast,  at  Ardglaas,  as 
many  as  213  Scotch  vessels  were  en- 
gaged. The  placing  of  a  vessel  on  the 
coast  would,  therefore,  be  for  the  advan- 
tage of  the  Three  Countries.  He  might 
also  mention  that  inasmuch  as  the  Scotch 
boats  were  larger  than  the  Irish,  their 
interest  in  the  matter  wasproportionately 
greater.  It  was  not  only  for  police  pur- 
poses that  this  was  required,  but  for  the 
protection  of  fishermen  and  fishing  pro- 
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Xhe  Beport  statod  distixiotlj 
ihtt  it  wa«  neceaaary  ^at  a  aroiser 
ilMMild  be  stationed  off  the  coast  of 
K0R7  and  Ciork  for  the  protection  of 
the  maekerel  fiahety  from  those  depre- 
dations. When  tiie  question  again  pre- 
iflBfted  itself  he  trasted  that,  for  the 
ipasons  he  had  stated,  they  would  reoeiYe 
tte  snppoirt  of  Scotch  Members  in  aid  of 
the  daun  for  a  boat  to  be  stationed  off 
the  Coast  of  Ireland. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  put,  and  ti^r^ed  to. 

(8.)  £3,944,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
die  Board  of  Lunacy  in  Scotland. 

Mb.  WEBSTER  said,  he  had  been 
n^nested  to  bring  forward  a  question 
which  was  the  subject  of  a  Petition  he 
had  preaanted  to  the  House  from  the 
OanYention  of  Burghs.  The  question 
was  as  to  whether  it  was  not  desirable 
fliaft  the  Lunacy  Board  should  be  merged 
iato  the  Board  of  Superyision  for  the 
Bsliflf  of  the  Poor  in  Scotland.  The 
Oommittee  would  observe  that  tb  e  charge 
ndcr  this  head  was  considerable — 
namely,  £5,944,  of  which  £3,200  was 
lor  the  sslaiies  of  Senior  Oommissioner, 
OommisBumer,  Senicr  Deputy  Oommis- 
Booflr,  and  Deputy  Oommissioner ;  and 
these  gentlemen,  in  addition  to  the 
amount  of  their  salaries,  had  an  aUow- 
anoafbr  trayelling  expenses  of  £1,000. 
There  were  also  a  secretary  and  a  staff 
ef  darks,  whose  salaries  brought  tho 
total  amount  under  that  head  to  the 
Sim  of  £4,864.  Now,  it  had  been  Tory 
deaily  pointed  out  by  the  Oonvention 
tihaft  a  ^eat  part  of  the  business  of  the 
Lmaoy  Oommissioners  was  devoted  to 
ths  ovanight  of  pauper  lunatics,  most  of 
vliom  were  kept  in  the  parochial  poor- 
kmsns^  which  were  under  the  direct 
shanre  of  the  Board  of  Supervision  of 
Ae  Boor  in  Scotland,  It,  therefore,  de- 
red  giave  consideration  whether  the 
of  the  Lunacv  Commission 
■idit  not  be  supersedea  and  merged, 
Mhe  had  b^Eose  said,  into  the  dejjMirt- 
of  the  Board  of  Supervision,  whose 
underlay  and  embodied  the 
part  of  that  of  the  Lunacy  Oom- 
He  confessed  he  had  up  to 
fte  present  time  not  been  able  to  get 
■IflUBi  inlhnnation  to  justify  him,  with 
bs  zsspeet  and  regara  to  the  Gom- 
Wttn^  IB  proposing  on  that  occasion 
ihnhtJIy  to  do  awaj  with  the  Oommis- 


sion ;  and  he,  therefore,  confined  himself 
to  giving  Notice  that  if,  upon  further 
consideration,  it  appeared  to  Scotch  and 
other  hon.  Members  that  this  Commis- 
sion had  seen  its  day,  and  that  it  should 
be  merged  into  the  department  for  the 
relief  of  the  poor,  the  question  would 
be  deliberately  raised  again  next  year. 

Thb  LOED  advocate  (Mr.  J. 
M'LiJiBN)  pointed  out  that  the  Lunacy 
Commissioners  were  appointed  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  out  certain  Acts  of 
I^arliament.  They  were  medical  men, 
and  performed  duties  with  respect  to  all 
public  and  private  lunatics  throughout 
Scotand ;  and,  under  the  circumstances, 
he  did  not  think  that  the  staff  was  more 
than  adequate  for  the  requirements  of 
the  service.  It  might  be  that  on  some 
grounds  the  union  of  the  department 
with  the  Board  of  Supervision  of  Belief 
to  the  Poor  was  desirable ;  but  he  could 
hold  out  no  prospect  that  it  would  take 
place. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(4.)  £5,746,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Begistrar  Oeneral's  Office,  Scotland. 

(5.)  £5,582,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Board  of  Supervision  for  Belief  of  the 
Poor,  and  for  Public  Health,  Scotland. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  wished 
to  elicit  from  the  Government  some  ex- 
plicit statement  as  to  their  intentions 
with  regard  to  the  sum  of  £10,000  which 
appeared  as  a  grant  in  aid  of  medical 
relief  under  this  Vote.  It  was  a  matter 
of  just  complaint  in  Scotland  that  this 
gtSLut  was  limited  to  so  small  a  sum  as 
£10,000,  having  regard  to  the  very 
lavish  expenditure  for  the  same  purpose 
in  England.  He  believed  the  Prime 
Minister  had  on  the  previous  day  ex- 
pressed some  intention  of  dealing  with 
the  matter  in  speaking  on  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  A3rrBhire  (Mr. 
Cochran-Patrick) ;  but  it  had  not  been 
easy  to  gather  exactly  what  it  was  that 
the  Prime  Minister  was  desirous  to  con- 
vey. He  would,  therefore,  be  glad  to 
know  whether  the  Government  proposed 
to  ask  for  any  Supplementary  Estimate 
this  year  for  the  purpose  of  rectifying 
the  existing  inequality  ? 

LoKD  FEEDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  it  would  not  be  possible  for  him  to 
add  anything  to  the  explicit  statement 
made  by  the  Prime  Minister,  and  which, 
he  believed,  was  perfectly  understood  by 
all  Scotch  Members.    He  should  regard 
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perty  against  the  depredations  of  foreign 
it  as  simply  a  waste  of  time  to  attempt 
any  further  explanation. 

Ma.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
helieved  that  hon.  Memhers  below  the 
Oan^way  on  that  side  of  the  House  were 
entitled  to  a  civil  reply  from  the  noble 
Lord  when  a  question  affecting  the  ex- 
penditure of  public  money  was  addressed 
to  him.  He  wished  to  elicit  from  the 
noble  Lord  whether  the  Government  in- 
tended to  make  any  immediate  alteration 
in  the  arrangements  which  at  present 
existed  with  respect  to  the  Medical 
Board  in  Scotland,  and  whether,  in  order 
to  do  so,  it  was  proposed  to  enlarge  the 
Vote  by  a  supplementary  sum  ? 

Lord  FRM)EEICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  Prime  Minister  had  distinctly 
stated  that  no  change  would  be  made 
this  year,  but  that  the  matter  would  be 
considered  next  year. 

Vote  agreed  to. 
Resolutions  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £4,270,  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary 
to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course 
of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st 
day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries  of  the 
Officers  and  Attendants  of  the  Household  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  and  other  Expenses." 

Mb.  FINIQAN  said,  he  objected  to 
this  Vote  en  hloCy  and,  in  saying  that, 
he  wished  to  state  that  his  objection 
was  not  to  any  individuals,  but  to  the 
whole  system  of  paying  for  the  House- 
hold of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Ireland. 
He  had  heard,  in  that  House  and  else- 
where, great  speeches  delivered  on  the 
tyrannv  of  government  in  certain  coun- 
tries ;  out  he  would  not  now  refer  to  any 
other  system  of  government  than  that  at 
Constantinople,  which  was,  in  his  opi- 
nion, the  only  one  which  could  be  rea- 
sonably compared  with  the  English 
system  of  government  in  Lreland,  and 
he  was  quite  aware  that  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant's Household  in  Dublin  was  kept 
up  on  a  somewhat  similar  principle  to 
that  which  regulated  the  household  of 
a  Pasha  imder  the  Turkish  rule.  He 
protested  against,  and  was  bound  to 
oppose,  any  system,  with  all  its  sur- 
roundings, that  supported  a  tyrannous 
rule  in  Lreland,  ana  which  kept  up  > 
permanent  staff  of  effete  officials  such  as 
that  provided  for  in  this  Vote.  He 
found  that  the  salaries  for  the  House- 


hold of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  amounted 
to  £3,631.  Now,  he  said  that  a  house- 
hold which  took  so  large  a  sum  of  mone^ 
must  be  of  an  extravagant  kind,  and  it 
was  very  hard  for  Lish  Members  to  be 
asked  to  vote  £3,631  to  maintain  a 
household  which  directly  supported  a 
wretched  system  of  government.  For 
that  reason  he  should  vote  against  the 
charge.  Then  there  was  another  item, 
under  sub-head  D,  for  the  Ulster  King- 
at-Arms,  to  which  he  had  last  year  called 
the  attention  of  the  Committee.  Hap- 
pily, there  were  no  Kings  in  Ireland ; 
and  there  they  did  not  want  even  an 
Irish  King,  and  certainly  not  the  ano- 
maly called  the  Ulster  King-at-Arms. 
For  his  own  part,  he  thought  that  Kings 
and  Ireland  would  do  very  weU  apart, 
and  that  the  Irish  people  would  be 
much  better  without  either  the  realities 
or  emblems  of  Boyalty.  Besides  the 
amount  of  salary  paid  to  the  Ulster 
£[ing-at-Arms,  he  saw,  on  referring  to 
a  foot-note,  that  he  received  £500  a-year 
as  Keeper  of  State  Papers.  Now,  this 
system  of  giving  duplicate  offices  to  one 
individual  had  been  common  in  England, 
and  much  more  common  in  Ireland,  and 
such  offices,  as  a  general  rule,  were 
State  rewards  to  persons  who  had  ren- 
dered services,  not  to  Ireland,  but  to 
those  who  misruled  it.  Therefore,  he 
opposed  the  Vote,  first,  on  account  of 
the  Ulster  King-at-Arms  holdine  dupli- 
cate offices,  to  which  he  objected  on  ab- 
stract grounds,  and  secondly,  because 
he  objected  to  the  office  itself.  He  fur- 
ther objected  to  the  item  of  £25  for 
emblazoning  arms.  In  moving  that  the 
Vote  bo  reduced  by  two-thiras  of  the 
whole  total,  he  expressed  a  hope  that 
Irish  Members  would  divide  against  this 
charge  again  and  again,  not  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  individual  included  under  it, 
but  in  opposition  to,  and  as  a  protest 
against,  a  system  of  government  which, 
he  thought,  should  be  done  away  with 
as  quicfly  as  possible.  He  wished  to 
see  Ireland  ruled,  if  it  must  be  so  ruled, 
in  accordance  with  the  so-called  Act  of 
Union,  which  had  been  violated  in  spirit 
and  word,  in  equity  and  in  law,  and 
in  every  possible  way.  He  beffged  to 
move  that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by  two- 
thirds  of  the  total  amount. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*That  aBnm,not  exceeding  £1,428, 1>e  granted 
to  Her  liaieBty,  to  complete  the  lum  neceamy 
to  defray  the  Ghaige  which  will  ccnne  in  couM 
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Mk.  ABTHUR  O'CONNOB  asked 
▼hetiier  he  would  be  in  Order  in  after- 
waids  movinff  a  reduction  of  the  Vote 
Vy  the  sum  of  £1,800  for  salaries  of  the 
Household  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant? 

Thx  CHAIBMAN  said,  the  hon. 
Member  would  be  in  Order  in  moving 
the  reduotion  of  the  Vote  by  £1,800, 
but  not  the  reduction  of  an  item  after 
a  reduction  had  been  moved  on  the  total. 

ICn.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOB  said,  in 
that  case  he  would  ask  his  hon.  Friend 
to  withdraw  the  present  Motion,  to  en- 
able him  to  move  the  reduction  of  the 
household  eanpenses. 

Thb  CHAJlBMAN  said,  he  had  ^ven 
tte  hon.  Member  for  Ennis(Mr.  Fimgan) 
an  opportunity  to  do  so;  but  he  had 
deddea  to  move  the  reduotion  of  the 
total,  and  it  would,  therefore,  not  be 
eompetent  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Queen's  County  to  move  the  reduction 
of  an  item. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  he  under- 
itood  the  hon.  Member  for  Ennis  to 
make  his  Motion  upon  two  grounds. 
His  first  objection  was  to  the  Vote  en 
Upf ;  but  he  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  pre- 
Mraed  that  as  lonff  as  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tnaiu^  of  Ireland  was  kept  up  the 
Oooumttee  would  vote  the  sum  necessary 
ior  i««n*itminy   the   prescut  form  of 

CBmment  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  Mem- 
then  especially  objected  to  the  charge 
ior  the  Ulster  King-at-Arms.  This  Vote 
vas  rimilar  to  that  for  the  Lyon  King-at- 
Aim%  and  he  found  that  the  present 
OQBopaat  came  into  office  in  1853,  when 
it  was  fixed  that  his  salary  was  to  be 
£S0O  Brjeta  in  addition  to  fees.  But 
hr  a  TteaBorj  Minute  of  the  25th 
fthraazyy  1872,  it  was  settled  that  the 
■bry  was  to  be  £750  in  lieu  of  fees. 
Biaoe  that  time  fees  had  been  paid  into 
fte  Bieheqaer  to  the  amount  of  £6,015, 
bf  iriuckit  would  be  seen  that  the  Trea- 
■ny  had  been  gainers  of  a  considerable 
mi  annoally.  He  understood  also  that 
fte  office  was  not  to  be  again  filled  up 
viflioat  the  consent  of  the  Treasury — 
Asfc  is  to  say  that,  on  the  office  becoming 
tSBttt^  tfaers  would  be  an  opportunity 
sIsQUBdariag  whether  it  should  con- 
tes  or  not  With  r^^ard  to  the  duties 
*  As  Ksspsr  of  Iraite   Papers,  he 


wished  to  observe  that  they  were  per- 
formed by  the  Ulster  King-at-Arms  in 
the  most  efficient  manner,  and  that  the 
amount  charged  in  the  Estimate  for  the 
services  rendered  were  no  more  than  an 
adequate  remuneration  to  that  officer. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  observed,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  apparently 
had  not  thought  it  right  to  make  any 
reply  to  the  general  observations  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ennis.  He  joined 
with  his  hon.  Friend  in  his  strong  ob- 
jection to  Boyal  Courts,  under  all  cir- 
cumstances ;  and  if  he  objected  to  Boyal 
Courts  d  fortiorty  he  objected  to  Vice- 
regal Courts  which  were  very  shams, 
and  he  contended  that  the  effect  of  the 
Vice-regal  Court  on  the  people  of  Dub- 
lin was  to  bring  to  the  surface  all  the 
snobbish  elements  of  society.  Such  per- 
sons had  for  a  long  time  uniformly  op- 
posed everything  in  the  shape  of  the  re- 
generation of  the  Irish  nation  and  the 
advance  of  public  opinion.  If  in  Lon- 
don anyone  desired  to  find  a  class  of 
persons  a  little  below  the  Corporation  of 
the  City,  it  would  be  necessary  for  him 
to  go  to  those  parts  of  the  Metropolis 
where  the  Boyal  tradesmen  "  most  do 
congregate,"  and  then  it  would  bo  found 
that  every  proposal  emanating  from  the 
party  whicn  represented  progress  and 
improvement  was  met  with  uniform 
opposition  on  the  part  of  these  hangers- 
on  of  Boyalty.  It  was  precisely  the 
same  in  Dublin.  In  that  city  there  was 
no  resident  aristocracy,  but  in  its  place 
there  was  a  number  of  officials,  profes- 
sional men,  and  tradesmen.  The  Vice- 
regal system  in  Dublin  was  kept  up  by 
various  expedients,  notably  amongst 
others  by  tne  influence  of  the  weaker 
sex.  If  you  wanted  a  professional  man 
to  take  any  manly  and  straightforward 
action  upon  a  question  of  policy  in  Ire- 
land, he  would  be  sure  to  be  got  at  by 
the  patronage  which,  in  the  shape  of 
large  salaries,  the  English  Government 
had  under  its  control  in  Ireland,  and 
which  were  kept  up  to  an  extravagant 
figure  simply  because  they  were  not  the 
rewards  of  professional  ability,  but  be- 
cause they  were  bribes  by  which  the 
talent  of  the  country  could  be  kept  in 
the  anti-national  ranks.  But  he  would 
be  completely  secured  by  the  female  be- 
longings of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and  an 
invitation  to  a  ball  was  one  means  by 
which  the  Government  in  Ireland  was 
propped  up  by  the  Lord  lieutenant  and 
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the  Chief  Secretary.  With  regard  to 
the  present  holder  of  the  office  of  Lord 
Lieutenant  in  Ireland  he  had  nothing 
to  say  beyond  that  he  worked  in  silence 
and  secresy,  and  that  he  had  probably 
blushed  occasionally  to  find  himself 
famous  by  allusions  which  Irish  Mem- 
bers were  compelled  to  make  in  that 
House  to  some  of  his  operations. 
He  had  nothing  to  urge  personally 
affainst  the  present  holder  of  the  office, 
wiiom  he  believed  to  be  a  high-minded 
nobleman ;  but  he  pointed  out  that  they 
were  dealing  with  a  country  the  majority 
of  whose  inhabitants  at  the  present  mo- 
ment were  in  such  a  state  of  destitution 
that  the  Qovemment  had  been  obliged 
to  OTorthrow  on  their  behalf  the  prin- 
ciples which  related  to  the  land.  It  was 
in  such  a  state  of  things  that  there  was 
a  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Ireland  with  a 
salary  of  £20,000  a-year  and  a  house- 
hold which  was  charged  at  the  addi- 
tional sum  of  £3,631.  And,  then,  in 
order  that  his  religious  wants  might  be 
attended  to,  he  was  provided  with  a 
chaplain  whose  salary  and  allowances 
amounted  to  £780.  Finally,  there  was 
the  Ulster  King-at-Arms  with  the  salary 
of  £750  a-year,  who,  although  he  had 
never  had  the  pleasure  of  seeing  him, 
he  presumed  belonged  to  something  in 
the  nature  of  the  order  of  beadles. 
However  that  might  be,  to  spend  £750 
in  a  wretchedly  poor  counta^,  for  the 
purpose  of  keeping  up  this  miserable 
and  ghastly  remnant  of  feudal  days, 
was  rather  too  much  to  propose  in  a 
House  composed  of  Liberals  pledged 
to  economy.  This  question  had  been 
brought  before  the  Oommittee  on  pre- 
vious occasions  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands)  and  by  the 
late  Joseph  Hume,  who  repeatedly 
asked  that  a  change  should  be  made ; 
and  whenever  the  opportunity  should 
present  itself  of  following  in  the  foot- 
steps of  the  latter,  whom  he  regarded 
as  a  trustworthy  guide  in  political 
questions,  whether  English  or  Irish, 
he  should  protest  against  this  Yote  in 
the  belief  that  he  would,  by  so  doing, 
act  in  conformity  with  the  wishes  of  the 
English  and  Irish  people.  When  he  con- 
trasted the  poverty  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land with  tne  enormous  expenditure  on 
State  officials,  he  regarded  the  latter  as 
the  embodiment  of  the  worst  form  of 
foreign  customs  which  existed  at  the 
present  day;  and  for  that  reaaon,  and 

Mr.  T.  P.  (yCannar 


for  the  purpose  of  convincing  the  Go- 
vernment of  their  sincerity,  he  trusted 
his  Colleagues  would  always  meet  this 
Yote  with  persistent  hostility. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  said,  the  re- 
marks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oalway 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  rather  conveyed 
the  impression  that  the  payment  to  the 
Ulster  l^ng-at-Arms  was  a  loss  to  the 
country ;  but  the  fact  was  the  reverse  of 
this.  The  fees  for  the  last  five  and 
a-half  years  which  had  been  paid  into 
the  Treasury  amounted  to  £6,015,  as 
against  five  and  a-half  years'  salary, 
which  amounted  to  £4,185. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
did  not  attach  much  importance  to  the 
item  of  Ulster  £[ing-at-Arm8.  After  all, 
arms  were  but  the  hieroglyphics  of  no- 
bility, and  as  such,  perhaps,  might  be  of 
interest  to  persons  of  an  archfBologicaltnm 
of  mind.  Although  he  was  not  opposed 
to  the  office  in  the  hands  of  its  present 
occupier,  he  hoped  that  when  it  became 
vacant,  it  would  not  be  again  filled  up. 
If  the  Lord  Lieutencmt  &en  chose  to 
pay  an  officer  of  the  kind  out  of  his  own 

Eocket,  no  one  could  of  course  object  to 
is  doing  so.  But  his  objection  to  the 
Yote  rested  on  larger  grounds.  He  agreed 
with  a  Member  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment in  saying  that  the  whole  system  of 
administration  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
was  a  mockery  and  a  sham.  He  had 
himself  heard  a  Member  of  the  present 
Government  use  these  words,  at  a  bye 
election,  when  he  was  endeavouring  to 
obtain  the  Irish  vote— 


"We  owe  you,"  he  said,  *'a  debt;  and 
one  who  feels  we  have  wronged  you — not  m  his 
own  person,  but  in  those  of  his  predecessors — 
I  will  endeavour,  in  connection  with  honest 
men,  to  wipe  out  the  memory  of  those  crimes 
and  obliterate  the  last  traces  of  English  mis- 
rule in  Ireland,  and  I  hope  the  da^  is  not 
distant  when  this  farce  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
will  bo  got  rid  of." 

These  were  the  words  of  one  of  the  pre- 
sent occupants  of  the  Treasury  Benoh. 
Moreover,  he  had  heard  an  Irishman 
say  in  the  House  of  Commons — 

"  I  can  understand  what  people  talk  about 
when  they  speak  of  the  sunuiine  of  Royal^, 
but  the  moooo^ine  of  Vioeroyalty  is  ntteny  in- 
comprehensible. ' ' 

But  his  objection  to  the  office  was  not 
only  that  it  was  a  sham  and  a  mookearj^ 
but  because  the  powers  intrusted  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  nad,  to  his  mind,  been 
groBslv  abused.  That  House  had  ex- 
tended to  title  present  Lord  lieuteiuuit 
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and  hiB  Chief  SeorotaxYTeiy  exceptional 
powers,  and  sooh  as  nad  never  oefore 
been  extended  to  any  authority  in  Great 
Britain.  They  had  placed  the  liberties 
of  the  people  of  Irekuid  at  the  arbitrary 
win  of  two  men,  with  regard  to  one  of 
whom  he  must  say  that  the  present 
Lord  Lieutenant  had  shown  that  ne  was 
Tei^  much  given  to  that  turn  of  mind 
whioh  enaUed  him  to  see  reasonable 
grounds  of  suspicion  against  men  whom 
he  and  his  subordinates  or  satellites 
might  ehoose  to  represent  as  fit  subjects 
far  imprisonment.  The  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had,  in  his 
plaee  in  that  House,  repeatedly  stated 
that  these  powers  were  conferred  in 
Older  that  persons  of  bad  character 
and  unruly  members  of  the  community 
dioold  be  placed  under  restraint  when 
it  was  found  impossible  by  ordinary 
process  of  law  to  prevent  them  carrying 
out  their  mischievous  designs.  But 
the  result  of  these  powers  was  that 
Ae  turbulent  were  at  large,  and  that 
tte  village  ruffians  were  we  and  per- 
fMsily  free.  There  was  no  single  village 
^rant  in  prison  in  Ireland  under  the 
Ooeroion  Acts,  and  there  was  no  single 
Queen's  County  landlord  who  for  one 
■oment  was  in  apprehension  for  his 
personal  safety.  There  was  a  tyrannous 
attitiide  towards  the  jpeople  that  would 
ps  ftf  to  break  the  spirit  and  crush  tho 
ndependence  of  any  population  less  das- 
tiethsnthelrish  people.  But,  on  the  other 
hsad.  the  Chief  Secretary  had  listened  to 
iitstested  representations  —  had  given 
Us  ear  to  the  persistent  suggestions  of 
■an  who,  whether  they  were  supported 
bj  Secret  Service  money  or  not,  he  (Mr. 
Aithur  O'Connor)  did  not  know,  but 
viw  had  instilled  into  him  the  idea  that 
As  men  most  trusted  by  the  people 
Vtts  fit  sabjeots  for  the  exercise  of  his 
tnsptional  powers;  and  it  was  found 
bom  ona  end  of  L^dand  to  the  other, 
asR  whose  lives  up  to  the  present  had 
bssn  blamelessy  against  whom  no  specific 
ihaige  could  be  brought — men  who  were 

tasted 

Tbb  CHAIBUAN:  I  would  point 
sat  to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  right 
tiaa  to  discuss  this  subject  is  on  the 
IwstYote  for  the  Executive.  This  is 
rinly  a  Vote  for  the  Household. 
^£i  ABTHUB    O'CONNOR    said, 

t'  i  so ;  but  ha  would  do  away  with 
Loid  Lieutenant,  and  he  would  in* 
Ms  the  boosahold  i&  the  comdemna- 


tion.  He  would  recommend  a  "bag 
and  baggage  policy"  for  Ireland  as 
complete  as  was  suggested  for  Bulgaria. 
He  objected  .to  this  household  of  the 
Lord  lieutenant,  and  he  objected  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  himself.  He  supposed 
if  there  were  no  Lord  Lieutenant  there 
would  be  no  necessity  for  tlie  household, 
and  therefore  he  objected  to  the  expen- 
diture for  the  household  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant.  He  wished  to  say  that  he 
did  not  make  his  observations  with  re- 
gard to  the  arrests  in  Ireland  without 
personal  knowledge.  He  had  good  per- 
sonal knowledge  of  years  standing  with 
many  of  the  men  now  inmrisoned. 

Thb  chairman  :  I  have  pointed 
out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  ques- 
tion of  the  arrests  comes  under  the  Vote 
for  the  Executive.  This  is  simply  a  Vote 
for  the  Household,  and  his  remarks  are 
out  of  Order. 

Me.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  said,  as, 
of  course,  he  was  not  in  a  position  to 
challenge  the  ruling  of  the  Chair,  there 
was  absolutely  nothing  for  him  to  do 
but  to  submit  to  it,  which,  under  the 
circumstances,  he  did.  But  he  would 
go  on  to  the  next  head  of  the  Vote — the 
salary  and  allowances  to  the  chaplain. 
The  chaplain  of  Dublin  Castle  received 
£184  12«.  8(/.,  and  an  allowance,  in  lieu 
of  a  furnished  house,  of  £150— that 
was,  in  a  round  sum,  £335  a-year  for 
a  chaplain  for  Dublin  Castle.  He  was 
under  the  impression  that  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  for  the  time  being  must  ne- 
cessarily be  a  Protestant  and  a  member 
of  the  Church  of  England,  and  the 
chaplain  presumably  would  be  a  mem- 
ber of  the  same  Church.  This  was  a 
charge,  therefore,  for  the  appointment, 
in  a  Catholic  country,  and  where  the 
Church  of  England  had  been  disestab- 
lishod,  and  which  was  maintained  out 
of  the  taxes  upon  a  Catholic  popula- 
tion, of  a  chaplain — to  which  appoint- 
ment a  member  of  the  same  faith  as 
the  great  majority  of  the  people  was 
not  eligible.  This  appointment  of  a 
chaplain  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  from 
which  Eoman  Catholics  were  excluded, 
was  a  remnant  from  the  days  when  the 
ecclesiastical  supremacy  of  the  majority 
of  the  people  of  this  country  was  main- 
tained in  Ireland.  He  objected,  there- 
fore, to  this  pay  to  the  chaplain  to  the 
Castle  of  D  ublin ;  and  the '  'reading  derk, ' ' 
of  course,  would  come  imder  the  same 
condemnation,  as  did  also  the  organist, 
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the  master  of  tlie  chair,  and  the  keeper 
of  the  chapel.  He  did  not  know  whe- 
ther it  was  necessary  to  refer  to  the 
item  of  £1,562  for  Queen's  Plates  to  be 
run  for  in  Ireland.  He  fancied  that 
those  who  derived  any  benefit  from 
these  Plates  did  not  belong  to  the  great 
bulk  of  the  people  of  Ireland ;  but  as 
objection  was  not  raised  to  a  similar 
item  in  the  Scotch  Vote,  ho  would  not 
oppose  this  particular  item.  He  re- 
gretted that  it  would  not  be  in  Order, 
according  to  the  ruling  of  the  Chair- 
man, to  discuss  the  conduct  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  in  connection  with  the  house- 
hold provided  for  him  by  the  House. 
His  official  residence — the  Castle — had 
over  its  gates  the  emblem  of  Justice, 
and  it  was  remarkably  well  placed,  for 
its  back  was  turned  to  the  people. 

Mr.  LEAMY  said,  the  Committee  had 
heard  a  great  deal  about  the  Ulster 
King-at-Arms ;  could  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary give  any  information  about  another 
official,  the  **  Kettle  Drummer,"  and 
could  he  also  say  what  were  the  duties 
of  the  **  Serjeant  of  the  Hiding  House?" 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  shoudd  like  to 
ask  a  question  with  regard  to  some  en- 
closures in  PhoDnix  Park,  and  he  thought 
the  inquiry  would  properly  come  under 
this  Vote.  Why  was  it  that  the  **  swells" 
of  Dublin,  and  none  but  those  connected 
with  the  Castle,  were  allowed  intakes  from 
the  Park  for  cricket  and  other  purposes  ? 

The  chairman  :  This  question 
would  apply  to  a  Vote  which  has  been 
passed.  Class  I. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  of  course,  if  it  was 
out  of  Order  he  would  not  put  the  ques- 
tion ;  but  he  thought  that  the  Committee, 
being  now  upon  the  Vote  for  Household 
Expenditure,  this  matter  would  come 
under  it. 

The  chairman  :  No ;  it  is  not  in 
the  Vote  at  all. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  as  to  the 
inquiry  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Water- 
ford,  the  office  of  **  Serjeant  of  the 
Riding  House  "  was  instituted  in  1843, 
with  a  salary  of  £30  a-year,  in  lieu  of 
the  appointment  of  a  Master  of  the 
Riding  House,  with  a  salary  of  £200. 
The  ** Kettle  Drummer"  was  the  only 
remnant  of  a  band  of  a  drummer  and 
six  trumpeters  appointed  in  the  days  of 
Charles  II.  He  received  £61,  and  when 
the  present  holder  of  the  office  died  the 
question  of  renewing  the  appointment 
would  be  re-oonaidered. 

Mr.  Arthur  ff  C^nor 


Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  should  be  glad 
to  know  if  the  Chief  Secretary  could 
inform  him  by  whose  instructions  were 
the  intakes  from  the  Park  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  the  Castle  made,  and  whe- 
ther they  were  permitted  in  favour  of 
others  besides  those  having  connection 
with  the  Castle  ?  He  would  also  like  to 
know  if  the  state  of  friction  still  con- 
tinued between  the  Veterinary  authori- 
ties and  the  Lord  Lieutenant  with  remrd 
to  the  sale  of  milk  ?  Formerly,  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  sold  his  milk  and  his  cab- 
bages, and  the  result  was  that  the 
Veterinary  authorities  of  Dublin  insisted 
that  there  should  be  the  usual  inspection^ 
and  the  Vice-regal  milk  was  for  a  time 
stopped.  Did  mat  state  of  things  exist 
now,  or  had  an  Order  in  Council  ex- 
empted Phcenix  Park  from  that  veteri- 
nary inspection,  which  was  insisted  upon 
in  respect  to  other  dealers  in  milk  and 
keepers  of  cows  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  as  to  the 
first  question,  it  had  been  ruled  by  the 
Chairman  as  not  being  pertinent  to  the 
Vote.  If  the  hon.  Member  would  give 
Notice  of  a  Question  on  the  subject,  he 
would  endeavour  to  answer.  As  re- 
garded the  other  point,  he  had  heard  of 
no  state  of  friction,  and  he  was  not 
aware  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  sold 
milk  and  cabbages. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  his  Predecessor  did. 

Mr.  FINDLATER  said,  he  must  pro- 
test against  the  idea  that  the  people  of 
Dublin  had  any  wish  for  the  abolition  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenancy.  He  had  been  a 
citizen  of  Dublin  for  40  years,  and  had 
every  means  of  knowing  that  the  views 
of  the  citizens  were  quite  the  reverse  of 
those  that  had  been  put  forward  by  hon. 
Members,  who,  after  all,  were  not  Dublin 
ratepayers. 

Mr.  BIGK>AR  said,  he  waa  not  pre- 

gared  to  dispute  the  statement  of  the 
on.  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Find- 
later)  that  a  larg^  proportion  of   the 
population  of  Dublin  were  in  favour  of 
the  maintenance  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 
This  would  be  found  to  be  the  case  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  eveiy  centre  of 
the'aristocracy.     The  small  shopkeeping 
class  in  eveir  village  set  more  value 
upon  the  small  amount  of  their  sales  to 
landlords  and  land  agents  than  on  all 
their  other  business.    The  same  was  the 
case  in  Dublin.    All  those  who  obtained 
custom  from  the  Castle,  or  who  got  in* 
vitations  to  State  balls  or  oeremoniea^  or 
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wlio  ware  on  temiB  with  those  who  were 
wmetimwt  inTxted,  or  who  got  employ- 
ment directly  or  indirectly  with  reg^ard 
to  matters  A  this  sort — ftll  theee  were 
eieeedingly  anxione  there  should  be  no 
dinnge.  The  vanity  of  women  also 
showed  itself  in  oonneotion  with  the 
Osstle  oeremonies.  But  all  ihis  was 
what  he  objected  to.  Any  political 
nirit  that  was  displayed  in  other  parts 
flif  Ireland  never  found  moral  support 
in  the  capital  of  the  country ;  but,  on 
the  contrazy,  there  were  always  objec- 
tionfl  and  adverse  criticisms  from  the 
narties  in  place,  and  those  under  their 
nfloenoe.  Another  objection  to  the 
prosont  system  was  that  the  class  of  per- 
sons he  had  referred  to — the  genteel  and 
ssmi-ffenteel  peopleof  Dublin — instilled 
iito  the  ears  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  the 
nost  absurd  and  erroneous  ideas  as  to 
As  wants  and  wishes  of  the  Lish  people. 
Ai^  good  intentions  he  might  have  nad 
no  support.  The  Lord  Lieutenant  and 
As  Government  in  Dublin  were  so  ear- 
wigsed  by  the  ehopocraoy  and  the  pro- 
Hwnnnnl  classes  that  they  were  misled  as 
tD  what  was  desirable  and  what  ought  to 
k  done  for  the  good  of  the  Irish  people. 
Ben  he  was  juSdfied  as  a  taxpayer — as 
M  Imperial  taxpayer — in  objecting  to  a 
Tots  of  this  kind ;  and  he  did  object  to 
fts  Vote  as  a  whole,  and  without  ref er- 
moe  to  special  items,  though  he  did 
■psdaUy  to  the  item  for  XTlstor  King  at 
ImBf  thongh  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman 
fay  ddlfimy  refen^  to  the  fees  that 
me  parties  paid  to  this  o&xnal.  Why 
Mt  leave  him  to  the  support  he  received 
torn  this  aonzoe?  Ox  course,  if  there 
iss  to  be  a  Lord  Lieutenant  at  all,  he 
usthave  a  household;  but  what  was 
vaatsd  was  to  ^t  rid  of  the  Lord 
iMtenant  and  his  household  with  him. 
It  ssomod  to  him  that  English  and 
IboUi  Members  ought  to  assist  Mem- 
kmi  from  Ireland  in  getting  rid  of  an 
measonable  and  anomalous  expendi- 
tms^  jnst  as  Irish  Members  would  assist 
ia  pHttuiff  an  end  to  a  useless  expendi- 
Ibs  in  lidmburgh  or  elsewhere.  He 
•odd  not  understand  whv  English  Mem- 
kmi  should  insist  on  voting  for  expendi- 
tat  tat  matters  which  were,  in  his  opi- 
IMa«  at  leasty  most  unreasonable.  Of 
As  Lnd  Lieutenant  himself  he  knew 
*tiMng,  except  that  his  name  appeared 
IS  fte  Bgnature  to   warrants  for  eon- 

a  prisoners   to  gaol.     Nothing 
.  tobebu>wnixxaetioally  astohis 


abilities  or  capabilities ;  he  seemed  to  be 
a  mere  blind  tool  in  the  hands  of  wire* 

Sullers,  beyond  which  ho  did  nothing, 
unrounding  him  the  Lord  lieutenant 
had  secretaries  and  a  staff  of  clerks; 
but  it  seemed  an  absurd  thing  that  he 
should  require  this  array  of  clerks, 
aides-de-camp,  Steward  of  the  House- 
hold, Oentlemon  Ushers,  and  so  on.  All 
these  were  matters  for  which  a  Vote 
should  not  be  asked,  and  he  considered 
he  was  only  doine  his  duty  in  refusing 
such  a  Vote.  Ml  these  things  had  a 
tendency  to  demoralize  and  corrupt  the 
genteel  and  semi-genteel  population  of 
Ireland,  and  the  trading  classes,  who 
hoped  to  get  occupation  in  connection 
with  these  ofEces.  They  lessened  the 
influence  of  Members  of  Parliament  and 
of  public  opinion,  and  encouraged  a 
great  amount  of  mischief,  and,  on  the 
other  side,  not  a  word  had  been  said  in 
defence  by  the  Chief  Secretary. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  was  not  sur- 
prised that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  not 
received  any  defence,  because  ho  be- 
lieved that,  if  out  of  Office,  the  Chief 
Secretary  would  join  with  the  political 
section  to  which  he  belonged  in  seeking 
to  abolish  the  office,  the  Four  Courts  of 
Dublin,  and  every  distinction  that  dis- 
tinguished the  capital  of  Ireland  from 
the  position  of  a  provincial  town  such 
as  Manchester  or  Liverpool.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  did  not 
represent  the  mass  of  the  educated  opi- 
nion of  Ireland,  for  that  mass  was  in 
favour  of  retaining  the  Lord  Lieutenancy 
of  Ireland,  and  with  an  increased  bril- 
liancy, if  possible.  It  was  regarded  as 
one  of  the  land  marks  of  Irish  Nation- 
aHty.  ["  No,  no ! "]  He  had  his  own 
opinion  as  a  Nationalist,  and  had  ex- 
pressed it  before  many  of  those  who  in- 
terrupted him  were  known  in  the  poli- 
tical world.  He  looked  upon  this  Lord 
Lieutenancy  as  a  golden  link  totho  Crown, 
and  he  looked  forward  to  the  time  when 
instead  of  being  a  mere  appanage  to  the 
Crown,  one  of  the  Princes  of  the  Blood 
Boyal  would  assume  the  office  of  Lord 
Lieu  tenant,  and  a  son  of  Her  Majesty 
open  a  Parliament  in  Dublin  composed 
of  Hepresontatives  of  the  opinions  of  the 
country.  Those  who  had  a  stake  in  the 
country  and  were  anxious  for  their 
country's  prosperity  wished  to  see  that 
day,  and  ho  hoped  to  see  it  yet,  though 
he  was  not  so  sang^ne  as  he  was  some 
half-a-dozen  years  ago.    But  as  to  what 
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bad  been  said  of  tbe  opinion  of  Dublin, 
if  tbat  alone  were  ftiToarable  to  tbe  re- 
tention of  tbe  office  of  Lord  Lieutenant, 
it  would  not  merit  mucb  consideration, 
for  Dublin  was  not  tbe  capital  of  Ire- 
land BO  mucb  as  it  was  tbe  capital  of 
tbe  flunkeyism  of  tbe  country,  and  be 
would  wisb  to  remove  tbe  office  of  Lord 
Lieutenant  from  tbe  dingy  gilding  tbat 
now  surrounded  it  and  to  brigbten  it 
into  a  real  Eoyal  Court.  He  sbould 
vote  for  tbe  retention  of  tbe  Vote  if  tbe 
Amendment  was  intended  as  an  expres- 
sion of  opinion  against  tbe  office  of  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  BEDMOND  said,  be  tbougbt  it 
was  tbe  duty  of  Irisb  Members  to  offer 
strenuous  opposition  to  Votes  wbicb  were 
asked  for  for  tbe  maintenance  of  insti- 
tutions wbicb  tbey  believed  prejudicial 
to  tbe  true  interests  of  tbe  counti^.  He 
believed  tbat  tbe  institution  of  Lord 
Lieutenant  was  altogetber  bad.  It 
formed  in  Ireland  a  centre  for  tbe 
demoralization  of  tbe  wbole  country. 
Tbose  wbo  represented  tbe  feelings  and 
aspirations  of  tbe  people  bad  too  mucb 
reason  to  look  witb  despair  upon  Dublin, 
becauiie  every  national  movement,  every 
outcome  of  national  sentiment  from  tbe 
Irisb  people  met  witb  opposition  always 
directed  m)m  Dublin.  Wbat  tbe  bon. 
Member  for  Monagban  (Mr.  Findlater) 
said  witb  respect  to  tbe  opinion  of  Dublin 
was  no  doubt  strictly  correct,  and  no 
doubt  tbat  opinion  was  in  favour  of  tbe 
retention  of  tbis  institution.  It  was  but 
natural  tbat  it  sbould  be  so,  and  tbe 
institution  itself  bad  created  sucb  an 
amount  of  national  demoralization  and 
national  degradation  in  Dublin  as  was 
quite  sufficient  to  account  for  tbe  opinion. 
Wbat  tbe  state  of  Dublin  society  was 
could  be  gatbered  from  tbe  descriptions 
of  Obarles  Lever  and  otbers,  and  it  was 
known  tbat  Dublin  society  was  made  up 
of  men  wbo  bad  no  rigbt  wbatever  to 
pose  as  tbe  gentry  of  tbe  country.  Public 
opinion  in  Dublin  bad  grown  corrupt 
under  Castle  influences,  and  tbat  was 
wby  tbe  opinion  of  Dublin  was  in  favour 
of  an  institution  wbicb  tbe  rest  of  Ire- 
land viewed  witb  strong  dislike;  and 
tbose  wbo  desired  to  see  tbis  influence 
abolisbed  were  determined  tbat  tbe  Vote 
sbould  not  be  carried  witbout  a  full  ex- 
pression of  opinion  upon  it.  Tbe  bon. 
Member  fbr  Lbutb  (Mr.  Callan)  bad  gra- 
tified bis  wisb  to  sttad  up  as  tbe  only 
Member  on  those  Benches  to  sayaword  in 

Mr,  OMan 


favour  of  tbe  maintenatioe  of  this  insti- 
tution. He  was  within  his  riffht  in  ez- 
Eressing  bis  opinion ;  but  tbe  distinotion 
e  bad  gained  was  not  to  be  envied,  for 
there  was  no  question  tbat  throughout 
Ireland  tbe  vast  majority  of  the  people 
were  bitterly  hostile  to  tbis  institution. 
Dublin  was  tbe  rallying  point  of  anti- 
national  opinion;  Dublin  opinion  was  de- 
moralized and  corrupt,  and  there  oouldbe 
no  thoroughly  healthy  nation^  life  there 
until  tbe  officialism  ofthe  Castle  and  its 
evil  traditions  were  entirely  swept  awav. 
There  were  many  reasons  tbat  made 
him  anxious  to  oppose  this  Vote,  and 
he  hoped  tbat  the  opposition  would  be 
carried  to  a  division.  Among^  other 
reasons,  because  the  Lord  Lieutenant^ 
whose  existence  as  such  was  called  in 
question  upon  this  Vote,  was  the  osten- 
sible mode  of  ccurying  into  effect  the 
tyrannical  coercive  laws.  The  only 
reason  why  he  seemed  to  have  any 
existence  in  Ireland  was  because  his 
name  sbould  appear  at  the  foot  of  war- 
rants issued  in  Ireland  for  the  purpose 
of  incarcerating  men  against  wnom  no 
crime  was  alleged,  men  who  ever  com- 
manded tbe  respect  and  esteem  of  their 
fellows.  But  be  would  not  infringe  upon 
tbe  Chairman's  ruling ;  and  he  sincerely 
trusted  that  on  a  subsequent  Vote  these 
might  be  a  more  legitimate  rai^g  of  the 
questions  attaching  to  tbe  office,  as  well 
as  otbers  in  connection  witb  the  Gentle- 
man wbo  filled  tbe  ill-starred  offioe  of 
Chief  Secretary.  On  tbis  Vote  he  would 
say  nothing  further,  and  be  hoped  ft 
division  would  be  taken  if  only  to  show 
tbat  the  bon.  Members  fbr  Monaglutfl 
and  Louth  did  not  share  the  opinions  of 
the  majority  of  Irisb  Bepresentativ^s. 

Mr.  FINIOAN  said,  he  bad  not  heatd 
one  reasonable  argument  in  support  of 
tbe  Vote,  but  many  why  tbe  opposition 
sbould  be  continued.  He  disputed  alto- 
getber tbat  there  was  any  justice  ill 
supporting  a  Vote  of  this  large  sum  of 
money  annually,  to  maintain  a  foreign 
Household  in  the  capital  of  Ireland. 

It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  befine 
Six  of  the  clock,  the  Chairman  reported 
Progress. 

Eesolutions  to  be  reported  jTo-Morrsi^k 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

House  adjourned  at  ten  miniiias 
l)efore  Six  o'dodt 
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r^mm  (Scotland)  •  (184). 
fkmmiffm — RtpoH — ^PkeBomption  of  life  (Scot- 

InQ  •  (107). 

lAKD  ULW  (IKELAKD)  BILL.— (No.  187.) 
{,Th4  Lwi  JMwp  8Mi.) 

[]fIB8T  VIOHT.J 


Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Honae  to  be 
pat  into  Committee,  read. 

M§90d^  **  That  the  House  do  now  re- 
■obe  iteelf  into  Committee."— (7%#  Lord 

LoBD  DENMAN  rose  to  move,  as  an 

Antodment,  that  the  Honse  do  resolve 

kmU  into  Committee  on  that  day  six 

■Mtlis     He  (Lord  Denman)  had  read 

mA  written  out   all  the  Amendments 

&e  Bill,  so  that  he  did  not  hastily 

the  measure ;  but  he  was  sure 

litigation  might  be  increased  by  it, 

■a  appeal  to  the  House  of  Lords 

hi  been  proposed  as  an  Amendment. 

tarn  EUju.  of  AIBLIE  rose  to  Order, 

_  that  it  would  be  irregular  to 

into  a  discussion  of  the  Amend- 

at  tiiat  stage  of  the  Bill. 

Imbd  denman  remarked,  that  he 

m  often  interrupted  in  that  House,  and 

nfcned  to  his  IVotest  of  12th  July, 

llOVp  in   which  he  showed  how  Lord 

Dtoboyne,    an   Lish  Peer,  had  been 

Mtentod  from  speaking  on  the  Irish 

lof  Bin.     He  went  on  to  allude  to 

UMy  when   three    noble  and  learned 

Ittdi,  all  papils  of  a  most  eminent 

hnal  Pleader  (Mr.  Tidd),  had  over- 

nbd  Lords  Lyndhurst  and  Brougham 

m  flha  CGonnell   case,  and  reminded 

Mr  Lcvrdahipa  that,  although  from  an 

angularity  as  to  the  jury,  the  defen- 

faft  (O^OonneU)  escaped  eight  out  of 

Ummths  of  imprisonment,  and  a  fine 

tf  UjOQO,  yet  the  law  was  vindicated. 

Heaboallnded  to  1846,  when  his  noble 

■d  leaned    Belative    had    proposed 

dwsi  jhr  the  Protection  of  Life  Bill, 

ia|iuwring  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and 

^  ' '        to  bind  aooosed  parties  over 


to  keep  the  peace ;  and  as  it  was  in  that 
year  deemed  safe  to  throw  out  the  Pro- 
tection of  life  Bill,  so  he  thought  the 
present  Ministiy,  having  a  Coercion  Bill 
and  an  Arms  Bill,  might  well  dispense 
with  this  Bill.  He  feared  that  he  might 
be  alone,  like  the  Father  of  Lentuhis, 
when  he  voted  against  buying  off  the 
Oauls  with  gold;  but  he  could  not 
willingly  go  on  with  this  Bill,  full  of 
such  sweeping  changes  as  were  devised 
by  it,  and  concluded  by  moving  his 
Amendment. 

Amendment  moved  to  leave  out 
("  now ")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
motion  ("on  this  day  six  months.") — 
{The  Lord  Denman.) 

On  question,  that  (''now")  stand  part 
of  the  motion,  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

House  in  Committee  accordingly. 

Paet  I. 
Ordinary  Conditions  of  Tenancies. 

Clause  I  (Sale  of  tenancies). 

Lord  WAVENEY  moved,  in  page  1, 
line  20,  after  the  word  (''thereof ")  to 
insert — 

(<*  Provided  always,  that  in  defect  of  agree- 
ment it  shall  ho  lawful  for  the  landlord  to  pre- 
sent for  the  approval  of  the  GommiMionors  the 
purchaser  whose  holding  shall  he  considered 
most  advantageous  to  the  estate  hy  reason  of 
contiguity.") 

The  noble  Lord  said,  the  object  of  the 
Amendment  was  that  where  two  persons 
were  willing  to  purchase  a  particular 
lot,  the  lan(flord  should  have  the  power 
of  making  the  selection  most  advan- 
tageous to  the  estate.  No  damage 
would  be  done  to  the  tenant  in  the  cir- 
cumstances. 

Lord  HAELECH  said,  he  was  glad 
that  this  Amendment  had  been  moved 
by  an  Ulster  landlord  who  was  in  favour 
of  tenant  right.  The  principle  was  a 
good  one,  because  where  consolidation 
could  be  effected  within  certain  limits  it 
was  a  most  advantageous  thing  both  for 
landlord  and  tenant. 

Lord  CAELINGFOED  said,  the 
Amendment  had  been  carefully  con- 
sidered by  the  Government,  and  he 
could  assure  the  noble  Lord  behind  him 
that  it  would  be  quite  unnecessary,  be- 
cause the  Bill  did  not  contemplate,  nor 
would  the  Court  require,  directions  as  to 
a  presentation  of  this  kind.  The  matter 
would  be  found  to  work  itself  satisfac- 
torily out  in  practice. 

IFiret  Niffht.'] 
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The  LOED  OHANOELLOE  said,  that 
the  Amendment  was  absolutely  unne- 
cessary. If  the  landlord  objected,  on 
reasonable  grounds,  to  any  proposed 
purchaser,  his  objection  woidd  receive 
effect ;  and  if  he  choose  to  exercise  his 
own  right  of  pre-emption,  the  uncon- 
trolled selection  of  a  new  tenant  would 
rest  with  him. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Lord  DUN8ANY  moved  to  amend 
sub-section  4,  by  providing  that  where 
the  tenant  ''shall  agree''  to  sell  his 
tenancy  to  some  other  person  than  the 
landlord,  he  should  inform  the  landlord 
of  the  name  of  the  purchaser,  and  state 
therewith  the  amount  of  the  considera- 
tion agreed  to  be  given  for  the  tenancy. 
The  words  of  the  clause  were,  **  where 
a  tenant  has  agreed,"  and  that,  he 
thought,  was  rather  indefinite.  If  a 
tenant,  either  through  inadvertance,  or 
from  any  other  cause,  did  not  give  notice 
at  all  to  his  landlord  that  he  had  sold 
his  farm  to  any  other  person,  the  sale 
was  not  null  and  void,  as  one  might 
naturally  suppose  it  would  be,  but  it 
simply  became  voidable.  As  the  clause 
now  stood,  the  landlord  had  no  right  of 
pre-emption  whatever. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  1,  line  21, 
leave  out  (*'has  agreed")  and  insert 
{**  shall  ag^ee.") — {The  Lord  Bunsany,) 

Lord  CAELINGFOED  said,  he  did 
not  think  that  the  dangers  apprehended 
by  the  noble  Lord  would  arise ;  but  he 
(Lord  Carlingford)  thought  they  might 
trust  the  Commission  with  a  matter  of 
this  kind,  since  the  determination  of 
other  matters  of  greater  importance  was 
left  to  their  discretion. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUEY  asked 
by  what  possibility  a  sale  could  be 
allowed  to  stand  if  there  had  been  no 
notice  given  to  the  landlord  ? 

The  LOED  OHANOELLOE  said,  if  the 
landlord  did  not  object,  no  harm  could 
be  done.  He  would  not  be  bound  to 
admit  the  purchaser  as  a  tenant,  unless 
he  had  received  the  proper  notice. 

The  Earl  of  DEEBY  asked  whether 
he  was  right  in  concluding  from  the 
clause,  as  it  now  stood,  that  a  sale  might 
be  valid  of  which  no  notice  had  been 
given  to  the  landlord  ? 

The  Earl  of  LEITEIM  asked  a  simi- 
lar question,  observing  that  the  matter 


involved  other  interests  of  the  landlord 
besides  his  right  of  pre-emption. 

Earl  OAIENS  said,  he  thought  the 
point  of  considerable  importance,  as  the 
landlord  would  not  always  wish  to  exer- 
cise his  right  of  pre-emption,  but  would 
sometimes  prefer  that  the  purchaser 
should  be  the  owner  of  the  adjacent 
holding,  or  some  other  desirable  person. 

The  Earl  of  DUNEAVEN  sug- 
gested  that  a  difficulty  would  arise  if  the 
tenant  sold  his  interest  without  notioe 
to  the  landlord  and  then  left  the  country. 

Lord  OAELINGFOED  said,  that  the 
Government  did  not  differ  on  the  real 
point,  only  as  to  the  method  of  proce- 
dure, and  therefore  the  Government 
would  accept  the  Amendment. 

The  LOED  OHANOELLOE  said, 
that  the  better  way  would  be  to  insert 
the  words  ''in  writing,"  so  as  to  secure 
that  the  notice  shoiild  be  given  in 
writing. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

The  Duke  of  AEGYLL  moved,  in 
page  2,  line  5,  after  (''  court,") 

("  Provided  that  the  landlords  objection  shall 
be  conclusive  in  the  case  of  any  tenancy  in  a 
holding  where  the  improvements  in  respect  <xC 
which,  if  made  by  the  tenant  or  his  predeccasors 
in  titie,  the  tenant  would  have  been  entitled  to 
be  compensated  under  the  provisions  of  the 
landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870,  have 
been  made  by  the  landlord  or  his  predecesson 
in  title,  and  not  by  the  tenant  or  his  predeoes- 
sors  in  title.") 

The  noble  Duke  said,  the  Amendment 
was,  to  his  mind,  of  considerable  im- 
portance, although,  perhaps,  it  might 
not  be  apparent  at  first  sight.  They 
had  now,  by  reading  the  Bill  a  second 
time,  assented  to  its  principle,  and  he 
could  assure  his  noble  jFriend  the  Lord 
Privy  Seal  that  he  should  neither  move 
nor  vote  for  any  Amendment  which,  in 
his  opinion,  was  in  derogation  of  the 
main  principle  and  purpose  of  the  Bill. 
As  their  Lordships  had  voted  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  this  was  the 
only  just  and  straightforward  mode  of 
proceeding.  What  he  considered  the 
main  principle  of  the  Bill  was  this — ^that 
every  tenant  in  Lreland  should  have  the 
power  afforded  of  re-valuation ;  and,  in 
the  second  place,  that  every  tenant  in 
Ireland,  with  but  few  exceptions,  should 
have  the  power  of  sale.  He  had  already 
stated  at  considerable  length  his  objeo- 
tions  to  this  power  of  sale,  and  he  would 
now  say  what  mi^ht  be  vifg^  in  itf|; 
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fftTonr.  He  thought  it  was  absolutely 
just  in  all  caaes  where,  by  the  custom  of 
the  oonntry,  the  tenant  had  it,  and  in  all 
cases  in  whioh,  without  the  custom  of 
the  oonntiy,  the  tenant  could  pay  for  it. 
He  admitted  that  probably  the  power  of 
sale  might  be  the  most  convenient  form 
in  whic£  the  tenant  could  be  repaid  for 
improToments,  and  as  a  large  proportion 
of  the  tenantry  of  Ireland  haa  done  the 
improvements,  it  was  the  most  proper 
form;  and  he  fully  admitted  that  the 
power  of  sale  mitigated  very  much  the 
narslmeas  of  eviction.  In  the  case  of 
the  very  smallest  dass  of  tenantry, 
though  he  thought  the  power  of  sale  m 
their  case  was,  perhaps,  the  most  mis- 
chievous, yet  incidentally  it  might  have 
the  advantage  of  enabling  the  wealthier 
tenant  buying  out  the  poorer  one,  and 
thus,  to  some  extent,  consolidating  the 
property.  On  those  grounds,  he  agreed 
there  was  much  to  be  said  for  the  power 
of  sale.  He  did  not  intend  by  his 
Amendment  to  touch  the  power  of  sale 
in  any  of  the  cases  to  which  those  argu- 
ments applied.  Having  stated  the  ar- 
ffumenta  in  favour  of  free  sale,  he 
flioaght  his  noble  Friend  the  Lord  Privy 
Seal  would  admit  he  had  stated  them 
fidrly,  and  he  would  remind  the  House 
of  one  of  the  strongest  objections  to  that 
mrer.  In  the  Keport  of  the  Bess- 
Donmgh  Commission,  in  one  of  the  few 
passages  with  which  he  entirely  con- 
euRed,  this  statement  occurred — 

"The  ri^htof  free  sale,  even  more  than  fixity 
d  fflnnro,  interferes  with  a  landlord's  riijpht  of 
Hoirol  over  hie  property  in  respect  of  his  power 
t»  duMMB  the  tenants  by  whom  he  is  surrounded, 
ad  to  snxxound  himself  by  those  whom  he 
Intel." 

And  in  another  paragraph  they  pointed 
oat  the  consequences  of  this,  and  they 


«« 


Except  for  main  drainage  and  similar  im- 
its  on  a  large  scale  which  ma^  bu  un- 
hy  the  landlord  as  a  commercial  spocu- 
the  result  of   depriving  them  of  the 
at  of  sale  must  eminently  be  to  dis- 
sfcin  further,  if  not  to  extinguish,  every 
npon  the  soil." 


Ihat  was  a  definite  objection ;  and  surely 

(be  Government  would  admit  that,  in 

SMss  where  none  of  the  arguments  for 

ftse  sale  applied,  it  was  a  most  unrea- 

■BsUe  thing  to  apply  this  power  to  the 

'Mbueticm  ot  the  landlord's  sentimout 

if  oviMnhip.    His  Amendment  applied 

"'i^to  eases  where  landlords  had,  at 

^  OGLZiy.       [thibd  sbeies.] 


some  time  or  other,  either  by  themselves 
or  their  predecessors  in  title,  executed 
all  the  improvements,  as  was  generally 
the  case  in  England  and  in  Scotiand. 
He  must  press  this  Amendment  on  the 
Government,  because  the  Government 
had  admitted  that  this  Bill  referred  to  a 
most  exceptional  state  of  things,  and 
Mr.  Gladstone  had  expressly  said  that 
he  hopefully  looked  forward  to  the  time 
when  Ireland  would  be  able  to  arrive 
at  a  healthier  state  of  things.  Then, 
why  shut  the  door  to  a  healthier  state 
of  things  ?  In  cases  where  landlords  had 
executed  all  the  improvements,  for  any 
sake,  let  them  retain  that  sentiment  of 
ownership,  out  of  which  the  whole  zeal 
for  agricultural '  improvements  had  its 
rise.  No  man  could  pretend  that  this 
Amendment  was  contrary  to  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Bill.  This  matter,  he 
thought,  was  even  more  important  in 
the  future  than  in  the  present.  As  re- 
garded the  efficiency  of  this  clause  in 
the  future,  the  Government  professed  to 
desire  that  a  g^eat  number  of  persons 
would  buy  land  in  Ireland.  Supposing 
a  number  of  tenants  bought  their  farms 
and  made  all  the  improvements  as  it  was 
expected  they  would  do,  some  circum- 
stances, say,  occurred  which  prevented 
the  farmer  continuing  his  residence  there 
— as,  for  instance,  sickness — and  he  de- 
sired to  let  it  to  some  person  whom  they 
choso.  Now,  under  the  Bill  as  it  stood, 
they  could  not  do  this  without  the  next 
day  the  chance  of  this  tenant  selling  the 
tenancy  to  some  other  person.  He  hoped 
the  Government  woidd  agree  to  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  2,  lino  5,  after  ("court  ")  insert — 
('' Provided  that  the  landlords  objection  shall 
bo  conclusive  in  the  case  of  any  tenancy  in  a 
holding  where  the  improvements  in  respect  of 
which,  if  made  by  the  tenant  or  his  predecessors 
in  title,  the  tenant  would  have  been  entitled  to 
be  compensated  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870,  have 
been  made  by  the  landlord  or  his  predecessors 
in  title,  and  not  bv  the  tenant  or  his  predeces- 
sors in  title.")— (^-^'^  -^«^'«  of  Argyll.) 

Lord  Ci^JlLINGFOKD  sympathised 
with  a  good  deal  which  had  been  said 
by  the  noble  Duke,  and  it  had  given 
him  a  great  deal  of  pleasure  to  hear  him 
recognize  some,  at  least,  of  the  advan- 
tages which  they  believed  would  arise 
from  the  sale  of  the  tenant's  interest. 
At  the  same  time,  he  was  not  convinced 
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by  the  noble  Duke  that  this  Amendment 
was  a  necessary  one.  It  would,  he 
thought;  in  respect  to  the  present  state 
of  things,  have  a  very  narrow  operation 
indeed.  If  it  were  to  be  adopted,  he 
should  ask  that  the  words  ''  substantially 
maintained"  should  be  inserted  with 
reference  to  the  improvements,  because 
it  was  obviously  possible  that  improve- 
ments might  have  been  made  by  the 
landlord  50  years  ago,  but  maintained 
ever  since  by  a  long  succession  of  ten- 
ants, in  which  case,  of  course,  the  ex- 
emption should  not  apply.  But,  setting 
that  aside,  what  he  said  was,  that  in  the 
existing  state  of  things  in  Ireland  cases 
in  which  landlords  could  possibly  take 
advantage  of  this  provision  were  of  so 
rare  occurrence  that  he  did  not  think 
it  advisable  to  create  such  an  excep- 
tion to  the  general  system  of  tenure 
which  the  Government  thought  ought 
to  be  applied  to  the  country,  and 
this  all  the  more,  seeing  that  when 
a  landlord  expended  money  in  im- 
provements it  was  open  to  him  to  raise 
the  rent  of  the  holding  in  order  to  com- 
pensate himself  for  his  outlay.  He  ob- 
jected, also,  to  the  mode  in  which  his 
noble  Friend  proposed  to  proceed,  inas- 
much as  direct  exemption  from  the  Act 
was  preferable  to  this  indirect  exemp- 
tion. He  would  not,  however,  put  their 
Lordships  to  the  trouble  of  going  into 
the  Lobby  on  the  question. 

The  Makquess  of  SALISBURY: 
Does  the  noble  Lord  accept  the  Amend- 
ment, then  ? 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  :  No;  but 
we  will  not  go  into  the  Lobby  on  it. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL :  Why  does 
my  noble  Friend  not  answer  my  argu- 
ments? He  has  said  nothing  against 
this  Amendment  whatever,  and  I  am 
very  much  afraid  that  his  real  objection 
is  this — that  it  is  an  unpopular  idea  in 
Ireland  that  the  landlord  should  ever 
improve  his  own  land.  He  rather  wishes 
to  aiscourage  than  to  encourage  the  im- 
provement of  the  land  by  the  landlords 
of  Ireland.  I  shall  certainly  divide  the 
Committee. 

The  Earl  of  LEITRIM  supported 
the  Amendment,  contending  that,  as  the 
Bill  stood,  confiscation  of  landlords'  im- 
provements would  follow. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
that  if  the  landlord  had  not  charged  a 
fair  rent,  having  regard  to  his  improve- 
ments, this  ought  to  be— and  he  had  no 
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doubt  would  be — taken  into  account. 
Then,  with  respect  to  future  improve- 
ments, it  was  distinctly  provided,  that 
if,  after  the  rent  had  been  fixed,  im- 
provements were  made  by  agreement 
between  the  landlord  and  the  tenant, 
there  might  be  an  additional  rent 
charged  in  respect  of  them.  He, 
therefore,  greatly  doubted  whether  it 
was  wise,  in  the  interests  of  those 
who  approved  of  the  proposal,  to  in- 
sist upon  this  Amendment.  The  land- 
lords had  already,  let  them  remember, 
the  means  of  compensating  themselves 
for  their  outlay  on  improvements.  If 
the  Amendment  were  to  be  adopted,  he 
suggested  that  after  the  reference  to  the 
Act  of  1870  there  be  inserted  the  quali- 
fying phrase  *'  as  amended  by  this  Act." 
But,  while  he  suggested  this,  he  must 
point  out  that  it  would  not  be  wise  to  place 
tenants  on  estates  where  the  landlords 
made  the  improvements  in  a  worse 
position  than  that  occupied  by  other 
tenants. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  he  had 
no  objection  to  accept  the  words  sug- 
gested;  but  he  must  direct  attention  to 
the  armment  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend.  It  was  said  that  Hiey  should 
not  place  the  tenant  of  a  holding  on 
whicn  the  improvements  were  made  by 
the  landlord  in  a  worse  position  than  the 
tenant  of  a  farm  where  the  landlord  did 
not  make  the  improvements.  His  reply 
to  this  was  that  the  Bill  itself  placed 
the  one  tenant  in  a  worse  position  than 
the  other,  and  that,  therefore,  the  argu- 
ment for  uniformity  at  once  fell  to  the 
ground. 

The  Marquess  of  WATERFORD 
suggested  that  the  requirement  of  the 
Amendment  should  not  be  that  all  the 
improvements  should  be  made  by  the 
proprietor.  If  this  requirement  were 
kept  in,  then  the  tenant  might,  by  erect- 
ing a  pigstye,  throw  the  entire  clause 
out  of  gear,  for  then  it  would  not,  of 
course,  be  possible  to  say  that  all  the 
improvements  had  been  made  by  the 
tenant. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  pointed 
out  that  the  suggestion  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess introduced  quite  a  new  element, 
because  what  it  really  amounted  to  was 
that  they  should  exempt  from  the  ope- 
ration of  the  Bill  farms  on  which  some 
of  the  improvements  had  been  made  hy 
the  tenant,  and  some  by  the  landlord.  If 
they  begun  with  a  pigstye,  they  zntro« 
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dnoed  an  dement  of  doubt  into  the  whole 
matter. 

Thi  ILkBQTTEse  OF  WATEHFOED : 
That  matter  would  be  left  to  the  Court 
to  decide — ^that  is,  whether  the  improve- 
ments were  permanent  or  not,  and  whe- 
ther they  had  been  made  by  the  landlord 
— ^whether,  in  fact,  the  estate  had  been 
managed  after  the  English  system. 

The  Dtke  of  LEINSTEB  was  under- 
rtood  to  oppose  the  Amendment. 

Lom  OKANMORE  and  BROWNE 
pointed  out  that  amongst  permanent  im- 
prorementB  was  main  drainage,  and  if 
it  were  not  kept  up,  all  other  improve- 
ments would  be  valueless.  The  landlord 
made  this  improvement. 

Amendment  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

The  Eael  of  B  ELM  ORE  moved, 
in  page  2,  line  5,  after  (''court,")  to 


("  The  landlord's  objection  shall  be  conclusive 
vh«n  the  XJlater  tenant  right  custom,  or  the 
tenefit  of  the  usage  corresponding  to  such  cu^s- 
tooi«  has  been  purchased  or  acquired  by  the 
landlord  or  his  predecessors  in  title.") 

Oues  of  the  purchase  by  a  landlord  o^ 
flie  tenant's  interest  were  by  no  means 
■0  rare  as  had  been  thought.  He  had 
made  inquiry  both  within  and  outside 
Ulster,  and  had  collected  a  number  of 
cues  which  occupied  seven  pages.  There 
vere  several  cases  in  county  Down  ;  at 
hast  eight  cases  in  county  Armagh.  In 
Antrim  £4,500  had  been  given  by  a 
hndlord  for  the  tenant  rig^ht  in  116 
acres,  £1,200  for  that  right  m  60  acres, 
£700  in  170  acres,  £110  in  16  acres,  and 
£1,500  in  72  acres.  Outside  Ulster  he 
ftnnd  that  a  gentleman  in  Queen's 
Ommty  had  bought  up  the  tenant's  inte- 
mt  in  14  farms.  Me  had  been  asked 
iheOier  the  landlords  in  such  cases  had 
lot  increased  the  rent  in  proportion  to 
fte  sum  ffiven  for  the  tenant  right  ?  He 
kad  made  inquiry,  and  had  been  in- 
imied  that  in  some  cases  possibly  there 
lught  have  been  some  increase ;  that  in 
Mrtun  cases  there  had  been  none  at  all ; 
ind  that  in  no  instance  had  the  rent 
ken  nnreasonablv  increased.  He  was 
rfopnion  that  where  the  landlord  had 

IHquind  the  tenant  right  he  should  be 
Cnsd  from  liability  under  the  Act ;  and, 
tbircfoio^  he  moved  the  present  Ameud- 
ttttt 


^Bfttdment  MM^^y 

J* »  S,  lioe  5,  after  ("  court/')  insert- 
V^Vflod's  objection  shall  be  conclusive 
'■■•fte  tlliLip  iinaiLt  riflrht  custom,  or  the 


benefit  of  the  usag^  corresponding  to  snch  cus- 
tom, has  been  purchased  or  acquired  by  the 
landlord  or  his  predecessors  in  title.") — {The 
Earl  of  Beltnore.) 

Lord  CAKLINGFOED  said,  that  the 
noble  Earl  had  not  been  able  to  show 
that  there  were  many  cases  to  which  his 
Amendment  would  apply. 

The  Rvrl  of  BELMORE  :  Sixty-five. 

Lord  CAELINGFORD  :  In  the  whole 
Province  of  Ulster  ? 

Tqe  R\rl  of  BELMORE:  Sixty- 
eight. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  he  would 
not  dwell  upon  that,  as  ho  did  not  rest 
on  this  contention.  The  Government 
were  quite  unable  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. The  provision  of  the  Land  Act 
of  1870  was  that  when  the  Ulster  tenant 
right  custom  was  bought  up  by  the 
landlords  that  custom  ceased  to  attach 
to  the  holding  in  which  it  had  been 
bought ;  but  the  Act  went  on  to  say 
that  all  the  general  provisions  of  the 
law  should  apply  to  the  holding  just  as 
they  applied  to  every  other  holding  in 
Ireland.  That  was  the  principle  of  the 
present  Bill.  The  noble  Earl  was  pro- 
posing that  to  such  cases  the  general 
provisions  of  the  Bill  should  not  attach. 
The  landlord  in  such  cases  looked  upon 
the  purchase  money  of  the  tenant's  inte- 
rest as  an  investment.  If  he  had  not 
increased  the  rent  so  as  to  pay  a  return 
on  that  investment  the  Government 
could  not  help  him  as  to  the  past ;  but 
he  would  bo  entitled  to  raise  it  for  the 
future.  The  landlord  could  not  be  paid 
in  these  cases  both  ways,  both  by  an  in- 
crease of  rent  and  a  return  of  the  capital 
sum  invested. 

Earl  CAIRNS  said,  it  was  very  diffi- 
cult and  dangerous  to  be  certain  as  to 
what  this  Bill  meant ;  but  he  was  under 
the  impression  that  that  which  the  Lord 
Privy  Seal  said  could  bo  done  could  not 
be  dono.  He  understood  the  noble  Lord 
to  say  that  any  money  paid  for  the  ten- 
ant right  by  the  landlord  would  be  re- 
couped by  increasing  the  rent.  On 
Monday  night  the  noble  Lord  assured 
the  House,  in  the  most  solemn  way,  that 
the  sum  x)aid  for  the  tenant  right  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  rent,  that  they 
wore  drawn  up  on  parallel  linos,  and 
had  nothing  to  do  with  each  other.  The 
Act  of  1870  declared  that  where  the 
landlord  had  purchased  or  acquired  the 
benefit  of  such  a  usage  as  the  Ulster 
Custom,  the  holding  should  not  thence- 
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forward  be  subject  to  such  usage.  But 
now,  in  1881,  this  Bill  came  in  and  said 
that  all  over  Ireland  the  tenant  might 
sell  that  which  in  the  interval  the  land- 
lord had  purchased  with  his  money,  and 
on  the  strength  of  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
The  number  of  landlords  who  had  pur- 
chased in  this  way  was,  no  doubt,  small ; 
but  the  principle  was  very  important. 
He  had  never  before  known  an  instance 
where  Parliament  had  been  so  openly 
asked  to  violate  the  most  solemn  engage- 
ments. It  was  said  that  the  landlord 
could  recoup  himself  by  raising  the  rent, 
which,  in  consideration  of  the  other  ele- 
ments of  the  Bill,  was,  in  effect,  saying 
— **If  you  are  a  landlord,  recoup  your- 
self by  raising  your  rent ;  if  you  are  a 
tenant,  the  way  to  recoup  yourself  is  to 
get  your  rent  lowered."  He  trusted  that 
by  this  Amendment,  or  by  some  similar 
means,  those  unfortunate  persons  who 
had  spent  many  thousands  of  pounds  on 
their  estates  would  be  protected. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  the 
objection  of  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
was  more  apparent  than  real  as  applied 
to  this  Bill.  If  the  tenant's  interest  was 
bought  by  the  landlord,  he  was  entitled 
to  charge  interest  in  the  shape  of  addi- 
tional rent  against  the  tenant ;  and  that, 
no  doubt,  was  what  took  place.  But, 
apart  from  this  purchase,  what  the  ten- 
ant had  to  sell  was  his  own  ;  it  did  not 
belong  to  the  landlord.  [**0h!"]  His 
improvements  were  his  own,  and  would 
it  be  contended  that  the  landlord  had  a 
right  to  dispose  of  them  ?  The  Ulster 
tenant  right  depended  upon  custom  on 
estates  in  Ulster,  which  settled  the  terms 
between  landlord  and  tenant  in  many 
ways  which  deviated  from  the  particular 
provisions  in  this  Bill,  under  which  the 
right  of  sale  was  given  generally  in  Ire- 
land. The  Ulster  Custom  remained; 
and  the  new  law  being  extended  over  all 
the  country,  it  was  difficult  to  see  any 
sound  reason  for  this  Amendment,  which 
would  seem  to  suggest  that  those  who  had 
bought  the  tenant's  goodwill  in  Ulster 
were  to  be  regarded  as  more  unjustly 
treated  than  those  who  never  were  sub- 
jected to  the  Ulster  Custom. 

TiiE  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
if  any  person  came  before  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  and  proposed  to  escape 
from  engagements  solemnly  entered  upon 
on  the  reasons  he  had  alleged,  the  pro- 
I>osition  would  be  repelled  with  expres- 
nons  of  indignation.     What  the  land- 

£arl  Cairns  ~ 


lord  bought  up  under  the  Act  of  1870 
was  not  the  tenant's  improvements ;  it 
was  the  Ulster  tenant  right  custom.  The 
landlord  had  acted  under  that  which  the 
Government  had  systematically  despised 
and  trampled  under  foot  in  this  Bill,  and 
the  extent  of  which  they  appeared  to 
have  forgotten.  What  induced  the  land- 
lords to  pay  up  the  Ulster  Custom  was 
the  sentiment  of  ownership — the  desire 
to  be  masters  of  their  own  estates,  and 
that  was  the  thin^  which  Parliament 
solemnly  guaranteed  to  them.  Now,  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  said  that  it  was 
a  sufficient  fulfilment  of  the  promise^ 
sufficient  compensation — that  the  land- 
lords should  have  the  power  which  they 
then  had  of  raising  the  rent  to  any  extent 
which  the  tenants  would  pay.  The  sen- 
timent of  ownership  was  the  thing  which 
was  bought  up,  and  no  proposals  to 
give  any  additional  rent  were  a  fulfil- 
ment of  the  contract  which  Parliament 
had  made.  He  earnestly  hoped  their 
Lordships  would  honour  the  signature 
of  Parliament  in  this  respect,  and  would 
not  allow  it  to  be  dishonoured  by  accept- 
ing the  proposal  of  the  GK)vemment. 

The  Duke  of  ABERCORN  observed, 
that  no  landlord  could  raise  his  rent 
without  rendering  himself  unpopular; 
and,  therefore,  the  suggestion  that  he 
could  do  so  in  order  to  compensate  him- 
self for  the  loss  of  the  tenant  right  was 
impracticable. 

The  Makquess  of  LANSDOWNE 
said,  the  assumption  of  the  Government 
appeared  to  be  that  a  landlord  in  the 
case  where  he  had  bought  up  the  Ulster 
tenant  custom  would  be  able  to  recoup 
himself  by  raising  the  rent;  but  there 
was  this  paradox  attaching  to  the  Ulster 
right,  that  in  dealing  with  it  they  could 
not  say  that  two  and  two  made  four. 
The  tenant  right  and  the  landlord's  fee 
simple  together  made  a  sum  far  in  exceas 
of  the  selling  or  letting  value  of  the 
farm  as  a  whole.  In  a  case  in  which 
the  landlord's  interest  might  be  worth 
25  years'  purchase,  and  the  tenant  right 
worth  25  years'  purchase,  the  landlord 
could  not  charge  additional  rent  repre- 
senting the  interest  on  the  sum  paid  by 
him .  The  purchases  made  by  landlords, 
though  few  in  number,  had  not  been 
made  as  commercial  speculations,  but 
had  been  made  in  order  to  liberate  the 
holdings  from  a  custom  the  operation  of 
which  they  believed  to  be  detrimental 
to  their  estates.     The  purchases  hsA 
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been  made  by  the  landlords  in  order 
to  ^ve  them  &e  power  of  dealing  with 
their  land  aa  thej  thought  proper,  and 
exennsing  freedom  in  the  selection  of 
iheir  tenants.  It  was  a  great  injustice 
when,  on  the  inyitation  of  Parliament, 
landlords  had  bought  the  tenant  right 
with  these  objectsi  that  Parliament 
■honld  turn  round  upon  them  and  tell 
them  that  the  money  the^  had  invested 
had  been  expended  in  vain. 

Thk  Eabl  of  ANNESLEY  said,  it 
was  impossible  that  any  private  person 
ooold  find  out  the  number  of  cases  that 
had  occurred.  He  had  purchased  ten- 
ant rights  and  also  made  improvements. 
The  injustice  proposed  to  be  done  was 
analogous  to  a  tradesman  claiming  the 
payment  of  an  account  for  the  second 
time. 

Thk  Eabl  of  LEITBIM  said,  he  was 
of  opinion  that  the  tenant's  improve- 
ments would  be  invaded  by  the  intro- 
duction of  this  Amendment. 

Thk  Earl  of  DX7NBAYEN  said,  he 
thought  the  case  was  hardly  met  by  the 
Amendment  before  them. 

Thb  Duke  of  ABOYLL  said,  that  if 
this  Amendment  were  accepted  one  of 
his  own,  which  followed,  would  be  use- 
less. It  had  the  same  object,  but  would, 
he  beKevedy  attain  it  in  a  better  form. 
He  denied  that  the  landlords  had  in- 
creased their  rent  by  an  amount  corre- 
nonding  to  the  sum  spent  on  the  pur- 
chase of  the  tenant  right.  On  the  con- 
trary, they  had  in  repeated  cases  reduced 
flub  rent.  He  contended  that  there  had 
been  no  recouping  on  the  part  of  the 
hsdlord.  The  tenant  being  allowed  the 
Mnrer  of  sale  which  the  Bm  gave  him, 
flis  landlord  shoidd  be  entitled  to  prove 
tD  the  Court  that  he  had  laid  out  a  cer- 
tiin  sum  of  money  that  he  had  not  been 
leeouped,  which,  as  a  matter  of  common 
kmeetyi  should  come  out  of  the  pur- 
Aase  money.  The  form  of  his  Amend- 
■eut  to  give  effect  to  this  view  seemed 
tD  be  more  consistent  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  than  the  Amendment  now 
Dnoie  tnom* 

In  Mabqusss  of  SALISBUEY  con- 
tend that  it  would  be  quite  possible 
to  pass  both  Amendments,  but  recom- 
Mded  the  withdrawal  of  the  Amend- 

Iaent  of  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Unore)  if  the  Committee  thought  that 
ftii  of  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
^VD)  would  oome  more  within  the 
■KitcftheBiU. 


Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Commit- 
tee) withdrawn. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  moved,  in 
page  2,  line  28,  after  ('^  tenancy,")  to 
insert — 

("Where  before  the  pasaing  of  this  Act  the 
landlord  or  any  of  his  predecessors  in  title  has 
purchased  or  acquired  the  Ulster  tenant  right 
custom  or  the  benefit  of  a  usage  corresponding 
to  the  Ulster  tenant  right  custom  to  which  any 
holding  was  subject,  and  such  holding  has  in 
pursuance  of  section  one  or  section  two  of  the 
Liandlord  and  Tenant  ( Ireland)  Act,  1870,  ceased 
to  be  subject  to  such  custom  or  usage  ;  or 

(**  Whore  before  the  passing  of  this  Act  the 
landlord  or  any  of  his  predecessors  in  title  has 
purchased  or  acquired  the  right  of  sale  of  the 
tenant's  interest  in  such  holding,  and  where  the 
tenant  or  any  of  his  predecessors  in  title  have 
been  paid  the  consideration  for  such  purchase 
or  acquisition  either  by  payment  of  a  sum  of 
money,  or  by  a  corresponding  abatement  of  rent, 
or  where  the  tenant  or  any  of  his  predecessors 
since  such  purchase  or  acquisition  is  or  are  not 
proved  to  have  paid  money  or  given  money's 
worth  with  the  express  or  implied  consent  of  the 
landlord  or  any  of  his  preueccssors  in  title  on 
account  of  becoming  the  tenant  of  such  holding ; 
and 

(**  The  tenancy  in  such  holding  is  sold  for  the 
first  time  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  the  land- 
lord shall  be  entitled  to  apply  to  the  Court  to 
have  paid  to  him  out  of  the  purchase  moneys  of 
the  tenancy  the  sum  which  he  can  prove  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Court  to  have  been  paid  by  him 
or  his  predecessors  in  title  by  way  of  considera- 
tion for  the  purchase  or  acquisition  of  the  Ulster 
tenant  right  custom  or  of  the  benefit  of  such 
usage  or  of  any  right  of  sale  of  the  tenant's 
interest  in  such  holding ;  subject  nevertheless 
to  any  deduction  which  the   Court  may  deem 

i'ust  in  respect  of  any  moncj'  received  by  tho 
Eindlord  or  his  predecessors  m  title  by  way  of 
fine,  increased  rent,  or  otherwise  on  account  of 
the  sum  so  paid  as  aforesaid.") 

The  noble  Duke  wished  to  say,  as  one 
of  those  who  were  responsible  for  the 
Act  of  1870,  that  he  felt  that  there  was 
an  absolute  contract  between  Parliament 
and  those  landlords  in  Ireland  who  pur- 
chased land  under  it.  As  a  matter  of 
common  honour  and  honesty,  and  not  as 
a  question  of  policy,  he  held  that  they  had 
no  right  to  violate  that  contract.  But  he 
admitted  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  to 
the  Members  of  the  Government  that  if 
before  this  new  Triumvirate,  which  was 
invested  with  the  power  not  of  valuing 
rent,  but  of  re-distributing  the  property 
in  Ireland — if  before  that  High  Com- 
mission, vested  with  such  powers  of  dis- 
posing of  the  property  of  every  man  in 
Ireland,  the  tenant  could  prove  that  he 
had  recouped  the  sum  paid  for  the 
tenant  right,  then  he  admitted  that  tho 
contract  might  be  departed  from ;  but 
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unless  that  could  be  shown,  he  con- 
tended they  would  be  grml^y  of  a  direct 
and  violent  breach  of  contract.  He 
entirely  dissented  from  what  was  stated 
on  this  subject  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  the  Lord  Chancellor  the  other 
night,  and  he  maintained  that  he  was 
perfectly  accurate  when  he  said  that  this 
^ill  would  give  the  tenant  power  to  sell 
what  was  not  his  own.  From  that  in- 
justice, he  was  sorry  to  say,  they  could 
not  wholly  escape.  However,  they  might 
in  some  way  mitigate  the  injustice.  There 
were  hundreds  of  landlords  in  Ireland 
who  had  allowed  their  tenants  to  sit  at 
a  far  lower  rent  than  could  have  been 
exacted  from  them,  for  the  purpose  of 
keeping  out  the  power  of  sale.  Their 
Lordships  swallowed  a  great  deal  when 
they  swallowed  this  proposal  for  indis- 
criminate sale  by  the  tenant  of  tenant 
right;  but  he  could  not  swallow  the 
proposal  to  break  faith  with  those  who 
had  purchased  property  in  Lreland  under 
the  solemn  guarantee  of  Parliament.  Li 
moving  his  Amendment  he  was  perfectly 
willing,  as  was  distinctly  stated  in  it,  to 
take  the  opinion  of  the  new  Court  which 
had  been  set  up  as  to  whether  or  not  the 
landlord  had  been  recouped  for  what  it 
was  now  proposed  to  dispossess  him  of ; 
but,  for  his  own  part,  he  regarded  the 
Triumvirate  as  a  barbarous  convention 
of  a  barbarous  condition  of  things. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
did  not  for  a  moment  call  in  question  the 
motives  which  influenced  the  noble  Duke 
in  proposing  the  Amendment,  nor  did  he 
deny  that  there  was  a  good  deal  in  the 
considerations  his  noble  Friend  had  ad- 
vanced ;  but  the  adjustment  of  this  ques- 
tion upon  principles  of  absolute  justice 
under  the  Bill  was  a  more  difficult  matter 
than  the  noble  Duke  seemed  to  be  aware 
of.  He  would  not  repeat  the  arguments 
he  had  used  before,  but  would  only  say 
that  they  were  merely  removing  impedi- 
ments which  previously  existed  by  law 
to  a  man  taking  his  own  goodwill  and 
his  own  improvements  to  the  most 
available  market.  The  latter  part  of 
the  Amendment  appeared  to  be  quite 
just ;  but  as  for  the  other  part  he  would 
ask,  By  whom  was  the  landlord  to  be 
repaid  ?  Not  by  the  person  who  had  re- 
ceived the  money  from  him,  but  by  the 
existing  tenant,  whether  he  had  been  a 
short  or  a  long  time  in  occupation,  and 
whether  he  had  derived  profit  f^om  it  or 
not.     If  the  view  ti^en  by  his  noble 
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Friend  of  the  Act  of  1870  was  sound,  it 
would  rather  follow,  that  it  might  be 
the  duty  of  Parliament  to  make  com- 
pensation. He  could  imderstand  the 
argument  that  a  man  who  had  sold  the 
tenant  right  and  received  money  for  it 
should  repay  the  landlord ;  but  he  could 
not  understand  why  a  man  who  had  de- 
rived no  benefit  from  the  transaction 
should  be  called  upon  to  do  so. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  that  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend's  argument 
was  a  good  deal  inconsistent  with  the 
preceding  provision  of  his  own  Bill, 
which  said  that  where  permanent  im- 
provements were  made  by  the  landlord 
the  landlord  should  be  recouped.  The 
only  difference  between  the  cases  was 
that  in  the  one  instance  the  landlord  had 
spent  his  money  in  making  improve- 
ments, in  the  other  in  purchasing  the 
tenant  right.  But  in  botn  cases  he  had 
spent  his  money.  If  the  Amendment 
was  not  accepted  a  tenant  who  had  only 
been  in  the  rarm  some  six  months  mi^ht 
sell  something  that  was  really  not  nis 
own. 

Earl  CAIRNS  said,  the  fallacy  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  was  this — ^he 
assumed  that  the  person  who  was  at 
present  in  possession  had  a  property  in 
the  tenant  right.  But  these  holdings 
were  different  from  others,  in  that  they 
had  stamped  upon  them  a  distinct  cha- 
r«witer  by  Parliament,  which  declared 
that  they  should  not  be  subject  to  tenant 
right,  as  formerly  they  were.  By  this 
Bill  they  were  going  to  say  that  those 
holdings  should  be  put  up  to  see  what 
some  person  would  give  for  the  tenant 
right.  It  was  a  fallacy  to  say  that  that 
money  belonged  to  the  tenant  in  posses- 
sion. It  rather  belonged  to  the  landlordi 
who  had  bought  the  tenant  right  by  Act 
of  Parliament. 

On  question?  (leave  being  given  to 
the  Earl  Grantille  to  vote  in  the  House) 
Their  Lordships  divided : — Contents  219; 
Not-Contents  67 :  Majority  152. 
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Keane,  L.  ricarde.) 

Kenlis,  L.    (if.  Sead-  Somerton,  L.  {E,  Nor" 

fort.)  manton,^ 

Kenry,  L.    (E.   Dun-  Stanley  oi  Aldcrloy,  L. 

raven     and    Mount-  Stewart  of  Garlios,  L. 

EarL)  {E,  Galhtcay,) 

Ker,  L.     (if.  Lothian,)  Stratheden  and  Camp- 

Eintore,L.  (f.^TtVi^or^.)  bell,  L. 

Lamington,  L.  Strathspey,  L.  {E,  Sea- 

Lawrencef  L.  afield.) 

Loconfield,  L.  Sundridge,  L.  (2>.  Ar- 

Lismore,  L.     (V.  Lis-  gy^i-) 

more.)  Talbot  de  Malahide,  L. 

liovat,  L.  Tcmplomore,  L. 

Lovcl  and  Holland,  L.  Tollcmache,  L. 

(J5?.  Egmont.)  Truro,  L. 

Lyvedcn,  L.  Tyrone,  L.  (if.  Water* 

Manners,  L.  ford.) 

Massy,  L.  Ventry,  L. 

Monteaglc,    L.       (if.  Yemon,  L. 

Sligo.)  Yivian,  L. 

Monteaglo    of    Bran-  Waveney,  L. 

don,  L.  Wentworth,  L. 

Moore,  L.     (if.  Drog-  Wostbury,  L. 

heda.)  Willoughby  de  Broke, 

Napier,  L.  L. 

Northwick,  L.  Wimbome,  L. 

Norton,  L.  Windsor,  L. 

O'Neill,  L.  Wj-nford,  L. 
Ormathwaite,  L. 

NOT-CONTENTS. 

Solbomc,  L.  (Z.  Chan-  Canterbury,  V. 

eellor,)  Evorsloy,  V. 

Falmouth,  Y. 
Leinster,  V.   (D.  Lein- 
sfer.) 

Ailesbury,  M.  Torrington,  V. 
Northampton,  M. 

Exeter,  L.  Bp. 

Airlie,  £. 

Durham,  E.  Abordare,  L. 

Granville,  E.  Ampthill,  L. 

Kimborley,  E.  Boyle,   L.      [E.    Cork 

Morlev,  E.  and  Orrery.)  [  Teller.'] 

Northbrook,  E.  Braye,  L. 

Saint  Germans,  E.  Breadalbane,  L.      (J?. 

Spencer,  E.  Breadalbane.) 

Sydney,  E.  Camoys,  L. 

xarborough,  E.  Carew,  L. 
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Carlingfford,  L.  Monson,  L.    [leller,'] 

Oirrington,  L.  Mostyn,  L. 

Clcrmoiit,  L.  Mount  Temple,  L« 

Clifford  of  Chudleigh,  O'Uagan,  L. 

L.  Ponsonby,  L.  (J?.  S«m- 
Crowe,  L.  borotigh^ 

Dacre,  L.  Bamsay,  i.     {E.  Dal- 
Elgin.   L.      {E.  Elgin        hnusie.) 

and  Kincardine.)  Kibblosdale.  Xi. 

Fingall,  E.     {E.  Fin-  Roeebery,  L,  {E,  Eoie- 

gall.)  berg.) 

Foley,  L.  Sandhurst,  L. 

Granard,  L.     {E.  Gra-  Sayo  and  Sole,  L. 

nard.)  Sefton,  L.    (E.  Seftan.) 

GroA-illo,  L.  Skene,  L.     {E.  Fife.) 

Houghton,  L.  Strafford,  L.     (V.  En- 
Konmare,  L.    {E.  Ken-       Jield.) 

mare.)  Sudeley,  L. 

Kinnaird,  L.  Suffiold,  L. 

Leigh,  L.  ITiurlow,  L. 

Loftus,  L.     {M.  Elg.)  Vaux   of   Harrowden, 
L3rttelton,  L.  L. 

Methuen,  L.  Wolverton,  L. 

Monck,  L.  ( V.  Monek.)  Wrottesley,  L. 
Moncreiff,  L. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Duke  of  AKGYLL  moved,  in 
page  2,  line  34,  after  ("  tenancy,")  to 
insert — 

(**0r  for  moneys  payable  to  the  landlord 
under  the  preceding  sub-section  in  respect  of  the 
purchase  or  acquisition  by  the  landlord  or  his 
predecessors  in  title  of  the  Ulster  tenant  right 
custom  or  the  benefit  of  such  usage,  or  of  any 
right  of  sale  of  the  tenant's  intcr^  in  such 
holding.") 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Earl  CAIBNS  moved  to  insert,  in 
page  3,  line  30,  after  (''usage,")  the 
following  words : — 

"(14.)  Where  a  sale  of  a  tenancy  is  made 
under  a  judgment  or  other  process  of  law  against 
tiie  tenant,  or  for  the  payment  of  the  debts  of 
the  deceased  tenant,  the  sale  shall  bo  deemed  to 
be  made  by  the  tenant,  and  shall  bo  made  in 
the  prescribed  manner  and  subject  to  the  condi- 
tions of  this  section." 

The  LOKD  CHANCELLOE  objected 
to  the  Amendment  on  the  ground  that 
the  Bill,  as  it  stood,  did  not  interfere 
with  the  ordinary  process  of  law. 

Earl  CAIENS  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther the  Government,  after  creating  this 
right  of  sale,  intended  to  allow  a  judg- 
ment creditor  to  put  up  a  holding  for 
sale,  and  thereby  to  deprive  the  landlord 
of  all  the  safeguards  which  were  thrown 
over  the  right  in  the  previous  part  of 
the  section  ?  If  so,  any  tenant  who 
wanted  to  get  rid  of  those  safeguards 
"would  only  have  to  allow  a  coUusive 
execution  to  be  taken  out  against  him. 

Amendment  agr^id  to. 


Earl  CAIBNS  moved  to  insert — 

(*^  Any  sum  payable  to  the  landlord  out  of  the 
purchase  moneys  of  the  tenancy  under  this  sec- 
tion shall  be  a  first  charge  upon  the  purchase 
moneys.*') 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Earl  CAIENS  moved  the  following 

Amendment : — 

''  (16.)  A  landlord,  on  receiving  notice  of  an 
intended  sale  of  the  tenancy,  may,  if  he  is  not 
desirous  of  purchasing  the  tenancy  otherwise 
than  as  a  means  of  securing  the  i)ayment  of  any 
sums  duo  to  him  for  arrears  of  rent  or  other 
breaches  of  the  contract  or  conditions  of  ten- 
ancy, give  notice  within  the  prescribed  time  of 
the  sum  claimed  by  him  in  respect  of  such 
arrears  and  breaches,  such  sum  failing  agree- 
ment between  the  landlord  and  tenant  to  be  de- 
termined by  the  Court,  and  ma^  claim  to  par- 
chase  tho  tenancy  for  such  sum  if  no  purchaaer 
is  found  to  g^ve  the  same  or  a  greater  sum ; 
and  tho  landlord,  if  no  purchaser  be  found 
within  tho  prescribed  time  to  five  the  same 
or  a  greater  sum,  shall  be  adjudged  the  purchaser 
of  the  tenancy  at  that  sum." 

The  noble  and  learned  Earl  said,  there 
was  no  doubt  that  the  Bill  gave  to  the 
landlord  the  right  of  pre-emption  of  ten- 
ancy on  any  occasion  of  sale,  and  there 
were  many  cases  in  which  the  right 
would  be  exercised ;  but  he  was  bound 
to  say  that  he  did  not  think,  as  a  general 
rule,  the  landlord  would  be  desirous  of 
purchasing  the  tenancy,  and  thus  enter 
into  a  controversy  with  the  tenant  as  to 
the  value  of  the  tenancy.  The  oonse* 
quence  would  be  that  the  occasions 
would  be  few  on  which  the  landlord 
would  buy  the  tenancy  as  a  purchaser ; 
but  there  woidd  be  a  great  number  of 
occasions  on  which  he  would  take  a  very 
lively  interest  in  the  sale  for  other  rea- 
sons. The  landlord  under  the  BiU  was 
informed  that,  practically,  the  remedy 
by  eviction  against  a  tenant  would  be  of 
very  little  worth,  and  that  the  way  in 
which  he  must  look  for  re-imbursement 
for  arrears  was  by  giving  the  power  of 
free  sale  to  the  tenant.  The  tenant  would 
be  driven  to  make  a  sale  of  the  tenancy, 
and  the  landlord  would  be  paid  out  of 
the  purchase  money  the  sum  due  to  him. 
Therefore,  the  landlord  would  have  a 
vital  interest  in  two  things — namely, 
that  sufficient  should  be  produced  by  the 
sale  to  pay  the  arrears  of  rent  and  other 
charges;  and,  secondly,  that  some  ma* 
ohinery  should  be  provided  by  which  he 
would  really  know  what  sum  the  incom- 
ing tenant  paid,  because  their  Lordahipf 
would  see  that  as  between  the  inoominff 
and  outgoing  tenant  the  object  of  both 


785 


ZtmiZmff 


fAT70T78T4,  1881} 


(Ireland)  Bill. 


786 


would  be  to  keep  fhe  landlord  in  the 
dark  as  to  what  sum  really  had  been 
paid  in  the  change  of  tenancy.    It  was 
most  desirable    Uksi   some   machinery 
should  be  provided  enabling  the  land- 
lord to  ascertain  the  sum,  as  nothing 
oonld  be  easier  than  for  the  outgoing 
tenant  to  have  a  contract  by  which  the 
incoming  tenant  would  appear  to  pay  a 
certain    sum,   say    £100,   whereas,    in 
reaEly,  the  amount  that  would  be  paid 
would  be  £200.    Nothing  was  easier 
tium  to   pay  another  £100  to  a  third 
party,  to  be  given  to  the  outgoing  ten- 
ant after  the  landlord  was  disposed  of. 
For  these  reasons  he  thought  his  Amend- 
ment should  be  added  to  the  dause. 
The  landlord,  if  he  did  not  wish  to  ]pur- 
diase,  should  be  allowed    to  go  mto 
Court  and  say — "I  have  a  claim  against 
llie  tenant,    and,  unless   that   sum  is 
ferthooming,  I  claim  to  have  the  ten- 
ancy adjudged  to  me."    There  could  be 
no  possible  harm  done  to  the  tenant  if  a 
purchaser  were  found  to  buy  at  a  price 
more  than  the  sum  due  to  the  landlord. 
The  LOBD   GHANOELLOB    said, 
fliat  if   the  landlord  passed  over  the 
ne-emption  right,  ana  did  not  wish  to 
Dseome  tiie  possessor,  he  ought  not  to 
stand  in  the  way  of  the  tenant  realizing 
his  tenant  right  in  the  best  way  he 
eoold.     This  Amendment  would  give 
the  landlord  a  double  advanta&fe  over 
tte  tenant.    If  the  noble  and  learned 
Barl    had    proposed    an    Amendment 
■mply  to  prevent  a  collusive  sale  the 
Qorenunent  would  have  been  prepared 
Id  eoDsider  it ;  but  the  Amendment,  as  it 
Awdy  would  prevent  a  sale  where  the 
h$MJii$9  were  undoubted,  and  it  was  of 
nTrwaaiin  stringency  against  the  tenant. 
Thb  Mabquzss  of  SALISBTJEY  said, 
ha  thought  that  the  opportunity  of  coUu- 
Ml  pointed  out  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Akod  (Earl  Oaims)  was  one  of  the 
peatest  dangers  they  had  to  encounter. 
Ott  danger  was  ^at  the  tenant  would 
mH  hia  holding  nominally  for  a  small 
|Bee^  but  reallv  for  a  large  one,  and  so 
fejto  eaoape  the  debt  he  owed  to  the 
ladlord.    The  s^ympathies  of  the  noble 
iad  laazned  Lord  opposite  (the  Lord 
Ohnoellor)  were  highfy  excited  for  fear 
Aatsoant  might  be  forbad  to  pay  the  rent 
laa;  but  the  remedy  was  ver^  simple. 
Aaaoment  the  tenant  paid  his  arrears 
dflMrif^  of  the  Ifudlord  given  by  the 
*yidmflnt  would  fall  to  uie  ground. 
^Avwoida,  the  tenant  would  prac- 


tically exercise  the  very  common  right 
of  buying  in  the  tenancy  for  the  price 
he  pleased ;  and  if  he  choose  to  pay  the 
money  due  from  him  to  the  landlord  the 
rights  of  the  latter  ceased,  and  no  pos- 
sible injury  could  be  done  to  the  tenant. 

Lord  O'HAGAN  argued  that  if  the 
Amendment  wore  passed  it  would  de- 
prive the  tenant  of  the  advantages  con- 
templated by  the  statute,  inasmuch  as  it 
woidd  tend  to  limit  the  right  of  free  sale. 
Why  should  the  landlord,  if  he  had 
arrears  paid  to  him,  have  any  advantage 
over  anybody  else  in  the  sale?  Why 
should  he  not  be  in  the  open  market 
competing  with  anybody  else,  so  that 
the  tenant  might  have  freedom  to  obtain 
the  largest  amount  which  might  be 
given  in  the  open  market  for  his  interest 
in  his  tenant  right '?  If  the  landlord  got 
the  amount  of  his  arrears  and  was  pre- 
pared to  pay  the  full  value  according  to 
the  opinion  of  the  Court  on  ascertain- 
ment of  the  justice  of  the  tenant  right 
without  question,  he  got  all  he  wanted 
and  all  he  was  entitled  to.  He  got  the 
amount  of  his  arrears,  he  had  the  hold- 
ing of  his  own  land.  He  lost  nothing 
whatever.  Was  it  so  very  unfair  that 
the  tenant  pressed  by  circumstances 
should  have  as  fair  a  chance  of  obtain- 
ing the  full  value  of  his  tenant  right, 
the  landlord  having  the  same  pull  upon 
him  as  to  the  amount  of  his  arrears  as 
he  would  have  if  he  went  into  the  open 
market?  As  the  Amendment  was  in 
contravention  of  the  principle  of  the 
clause,  and  the  machinery  of  the  Courts, 
he,  for  one,  would  oppose  it. 

Earl  CAIRNS  contended  that,  so  far 
from  its  being  in  contravention  of  the 
clause,  it  was  merely  incidental  to  it. 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  that 
the  tenant  should  produce  the  utmost 
shilling  that  could  be  produced  upon 
the  holding.  The  landlord  and  tenant 
were  in  the  same  boat.  They  both 
wanted  to  get  the  utmost  possible  sum 
that  could  be  got  for  the  tenant  right. 
It  might  be  that  the  landlord  did  not 
want  to  become  the  purchaser,  and  that 
he  had  no  wish  to  interfere  in  the  trans- 
action at  all  except  for  the  purpose  of 
having  his  arrears  paid.  The  tenant 
came  to  him  in  Ireland,  and  said — *'  I 
wish  to  sell  my  tenancy."  **  Well,  you 
owe  me  arrears  of  £200,  and  of  course 
that  is  a  sum  which  I  am  anxious  to 
have."  The  tenant  said — *'  It  may  pro- 
duce that  sum  or  it  may  produce  less." 
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"  I  do  not  want  to  buy  your  tenant  right ; 
all  I  want  is  the  sum  due.  I  do  not 
wish  to  hamper  you  in  any  way  in  selling 
your  interest.  Get  the  highest  price  you 
can  get  by  auction  or  by  private  con- 
tract, or  in  any  other  way  ;  but  the  sum 
due  to  me  should  be  treated  as  a  reserve 
price,  so  that  if  you  cannot  get  a  higher 
sum,  then  I  take  the  holding  for  that 
sum.  By  all  means  get  £200  or  £300. 
I  won't  exercise  my  right  of  preventing 
you  ;  and,  rather  than  have  a  settlement 
by  the  Court,  if  you  do  not  get  more  than 
£200,  let  that  and  the  amount  of  the 
arrears  be  the  reserve  price."  How  was 
that  against  the  principle  of  the  Bill  ? 
He  had  never  heard  that  the  reserve 
price  was  against  the  principle  of  any 
sale. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY  asked  if  the 
noble  and  learned  Earl  would  explain 
whether  a  tenant,  having  given  notice 
of  an  intended  sale  and  having  reason 
to  suppose  that  he  would  not  get  what 
he  thought  an  ample  price  for  his  ten- 
ancy, would  have  the  power  of  with- 
drawing from  the  sale?  If  he  would 
have  that  power  it  did  not  seem  to  him 
that  any  injustice  would  be  done  to  him 
by  this  Amendment ;  but  if  he  would  not 
have  it,  the  Amendment  would  put  it  in 
the  power  of  the  landlord  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  tenant's  temporary  in- 
ability to  find  a  purchaser  at  a  fair 
price.  At  the  same  time,  they  must 
all  be  desirous  of  preventing  collusive 
sales. 

Earl  OAIENS  said,  he  had  no  hesita- 
tion in  answering  that  question.  The 
transaction  should  be  perfectly  free,  and 
he  intended  the  utmost  liberty  in  that 
respect  to  the  tenant.  He  would  be 
willing  to  add  words  to  make  that  inten- 
tion quite  clear. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  that  the 
objection  raised  by  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Derby)  was  the  only  one  which 
he  entertained.  So  explained,  he  had 
no  objection  to  the  Amendment.  But 
it  was  quite  plain  that,  as  the  Amend- 
ment stood,  the  tenant,  if  he  once  gave 
notice  of  sale,  would  be  bound  to  go  on. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE 
said,  he  thought  the  intention  would 
be  made  quite  clear  by  the  insertion  in 
line  8  of  the  words  "  and  tiie  tenant 
determining  to  proceed  to  a  sale."  He 
moved  to  insert  those  words. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said, 
the  Qovemment  would  accept  the  noble 

Jfor/  Cairm 


and  learned  Earl's  Amendment  with  the 
insertion  of  these  words. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  moved,  after 
Clause  l,to  insert  the  following  clause: — 

("  The  tenant  from  year  to  year  of  a  tenancy 
to  which  this  Act  applies  shall  not,  without  the 
consent  of  the  lanalord,  sub-divide  his  holdhig 
or  sub-let  the  same  or  any  part  thereof.") 

The  effect  would  be  that  such  tenancies 
would  be  null  and  void,  and  sub-tenants 
so  created  would  have  no  existence  in  the 
eye  of  the  law. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  asked  whe- 
ther this  Amendment  was  necessary,  as 
he  thought  it  was  covered  by  the  exist- 
ing law  ?  If  there  was  one  point  on 
which  all  parties  were  agreed  it  was 
that  it  should  not  be  in  the  tenant's 
power  to  sub-divide  the  holding.  Why 
was  it  necessary  that  this  Amendment 
should  be  introduced  in  that  House  ? 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  ths 
object  of  the  Amendment  was  to  show 
clearly  that  the  sub-division  without  ths 
landlord's  consent  was  illegal. 

Earl  CAIRNS  suggested  that  the 
following  words  should  be  added  to  the 
clause: — 

( '*  Any  act  done  by  the  tenant  in  contim- 
vention  of  this  provision  shall  be  absolutely 
void.") 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  accepted 
the  addition,  though  he  thought  it  un- 
necessary. 

New  Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clauses  2  and  3  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Incidents  of  tenancy  subject 
to  statutory  conditions). 

The  Makqxjess  of  WATERFOED 
proposed  to  leave  out  the  words — 

('*  After  notice  has  been  given  by  the  1*t»«|- 
lord  to  the  tenant  not  to  commit  or  to  detufc 
from  the  particular  waste  specified  in  snoli 
notice.") 

He  said  that  the  Government  would  not 
have  put  in  these  words  if  they  had  oon> 
sidered  at  the  time  what  they  were  ffoinf 
to  put  in  in  Clause  12,  as  it  affeoted  the 
tenant.  The  word  "  persistent "  wasCf 
therein  contained  was  a  great  protectua 
to  the  tenant. 

LoBD  CARLINGFORD  said,  the 
quirement  of  notice  would  tend  to 
and  simplify    the  inquiry    before  tiis 
Court  as  to  the  waste.    He  should  lijbp 
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the  words  to  remain.  He  did  not  know 
wheiher  the  noble  Marquess  was  anxious 
to  leave  them  out. 

The  Masquess  of  WATERFORl) 
Mid,  he  was  very  anxious  to  have  these 
wards  left  out. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Lord  DUNSANY  moved,  in  page  5, 
fine  13,  after  ("  notice,")  to  insert  (*•  the 
tenant  shall  not  break  up  pasture  or 
meadow  land  contrary  to  express  cove- 
Bsnts.")  That  which  he  sought  to  pre- 
Tent  by  the  Amendment  was  one  or  the 
most  destructiTe  things  that  could  be 
done  on  a  farm. 

Ths  LOHD  OHANCELLOE  said, 
their  Lordships  had  already  passed  a 
elanse  which  provided,  as  one  of  the 
ititutory  conditions,  that  the  tenant 
■honld  not  make  persistent  waste  by 
tte  deterioration  of  the  soil.  He  appre- 
hended that  breaking  up  ancient  pasture 
would  come  within  the  meaning  of  the 
t«m  "  persistent  waste."  These  statu- 
tory conditions  were  intended  to  take 
displace  of  covenants,  and  therefore  any 
reference  to  covenants  in  leases  would 
be  out  of  place  in  this  clause.  As  to  a 
pasture  which  was  not  ancient,  there 
was  no  reason  why  it  should  not  bo 
broken  up. 

LoBD  DUNSANY  said,  the  argument 
did  not  apply,  because  there  was  an  ab- 
•nee  of  persistency  if  all  the  injury 
eonld  be  done  at  once  without  any  repe- 
tition of  the  wrong-doing. 

Thk  Eaal  of  KIMBEBLEY  said, 
that  would  not  rob  the  act  of  the  cha- 
neter  of  persistency.  It  would  be  per- 
■stent  waste  to  bum  down  a  house 
vldch  oonld  be  bnmt  only  once. 

Lord  OBANMOBE  and  BBOWNE 
■npported  the  Amendment,   and    sug- 
'   *  the  omission  of  the  reference  to 


Ihs  DiTKX  OF  BICHMOND  axd 
fiOBDON  considered  the  words  of  his 
noUe  Friend's  Amendment  went  further 
ftanhe  intended,  because,  in  his  opinion, 
fts  Amendment^  if  adopted,  would  pre- 
iHt  any  tenant  breaking  up  pasture  or 
■Sidow,  which,  in  many  cases,  might 
Ua  great  benefit  to  the  landlord  and 


LimD  CABLTNGFOBD  said,  it  might 
W  neeeseaiy  to  do  it  in  the  ordinary 
nuiu  of  rotation.  But  if  it  were  waste 
|i  do  it|  that  would  be  only  one  form  of 
VHts;  and  if  they  were  to  enumerate 


the  different  forms  many  others  would 
have  to  be  inserted— such,  for  instance, 
as  burning  the  soil.  lie  thought  it  would 
be  bettor  to  leave  the  clause  as  it  stood. 

LoiiD  HABLECH  also  objected  to  the 
Amendment,  but  believed  the  clause 
would  be  improved  by  inserting  after  the 
word  "  persistent,"  **  or  wanton  waste." 

Earl  CAIENS  observed,  that  in  many 
cases  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  breax 
up  pasture. 

Lord  DUNSANY  expressed  his  readi- 
ness to  accept  a  modification  of  his 
Amendment,  in  order  that  his  object 
might  be  carried  out. 

Lord  INCHIQUIN  said,  that  the 
lands  with  which  the  noble  Lord  wished 
to  deal  were  old  pasture  lands  of  20 
years'  standing,  and  if  those  lands  were 
ploughed  up  it  would  be  an  injury  from 
which  they  might  not  recover  for  many 
years.  He  would  suggest  that  the  words 
inserted  should  be  '^  the  tenant  shall  not 
break  up  ancient  pasture  or  meadow 
land." 

The  Eaul  of  BELMOEE  said  he  was 
owner  of  pasture  land  which  was  all  the 
better  for  breaking  up. 

Lord  DUNSANY  said,  he  was  willing 
to  insert  '^  ancient  pasture "  in  his 
Amendment,  and  to  omit  the  latter  part 
of  it  with  reference  to  express  cove- 
nants. 

Amendment  negatived. 

To  the  words  in  page  5,  line  13, ''  the 
tenant  shall  not,  without  the  consent  of 
his  landlord,  sub-divide  or  sub-let  his 
holding,"  the  following  words  were 
added  : — "or  any  part  thereof." 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE 
moved,  in  page  5,  line  15,  after  ('*  hold- 
iiig/')  to  insert — 

("Xor  erect,  or  HufTer  to  be  erected  thereuu, 
Bave  as  in  this  Act  provided,  any  dwclling-houBC 
in  addition  to  thoHC  already  upon  the  holding  at 
the  time  of  the  p.is«in^  of  this  Act,  nor  suft'er  to 
be  u^d  as  a  dwelling- house  any  building  which 
at  the  time  of  the  punsing  of  this  Act  was  not  so 
used,  with  the  knowledge  and  consent  of  thu 
landlord.") 

He  said  his  object  was  not  to  alter  the 
scope  of  the  provision  against  sub-lot- 
ting or  sub-dividing,  but  to  make  the 
words  more  elTectual.  All  were  agreed 
that  sub -letting  or  sub-dividing  should 
not  be  allowed.  This  was  a  matter  of 
national  concern.  What  they  wanted 
to  secure  was  that  an  area  should  not 
be  burdened  with  a  population  it  was 
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not  able  to  support.  Sub-letting  and 
Bub-division  were  brought  about  in  this 
way — the  tenant  took  in  under  the  name 
of  a  lodger  some  member  of  the  family, 
and  established  him  in  a  cabin  adjoining 
his  own,  or  in  a  building  intended  for 
some  other  purpose,  and  not  fit  for  the 
accommodation  of  human  beings.  Upon 
a  miserably  small  holding,  scarcely  suffi- 
cient to  accommodate  a  single  family, 
would  be  sometimes  found  four  or  five 
families  huddled  together  under  circum- 
stances of  great  misery.  Hitherto  land- 
lords had  been  able  to  check  such  exces- 
sive sub-division ;  but  they  had  now  been 
deprived  of  all  means  of  preventing  it. 
He  wished,  therefore,  to  insert  in  the 
Bill  words  which  would  remove  all 
doubts  upon  the  subject. 

LoED  LEOONFIELD  said,  it  fre- 
quently happened  that  the  cottages  had 
a  room  on  either  side  of  the  door,  with  a 
kind  of  attic  over  without  a  window. 
The  tenant  knocked  a  hole  through  the 
wall,  and  put  in  a  window  afterwards, 
letting  a  part  of  the  cottage  to  another 
party,  and  he  suggested  that  words 
should  be  inserted  to  prevent  that  kind 
of  sub-division. 

Lord  CARLINGFOBD  said,  he  could 
not  accept  the  latter  suggestion .  If  they 
were  to  do  battle  by  Act  of  Parliament 
with  every  piece  of  ingenuity  that  might 
possibly  occur  to  an  Irish  tenant  it  would 
require  a  good  deal  of  ingenuity  and 
time  on  their  part  to  do  so.  He  was, 
however,  willing  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne). 

The  Earl  of  DUNRAVEN  regretted 
that  the  Amendment  had  been  accepted. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Viscount  LIFFORD  next  moved  an 
Amendment  exempting  the  landlord 
from  liability  for  damage  occasioned  by 
cutting  and  removing  turf  in  the  exercise 
of  his  right  to  enter  upon  the  holding  for 
such  purposes  as  mining,  quarrying, 
road-making,  draining,  and  sporting. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  he  could 
not  accept  the  Amendment ;  but  he  would 
consider  the  point  before  the  Report. 

The  Marquess  of  WATERFORD  also 
objected  to  the  Amendment,  which,  in 
his  opinion,  went  too  far. 

Amendment  negatived. 

The  Marquess  of  WATERFORD 
moved,  in  page  5,  line  28,  after  ("  mine- 
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rals ")  to  insert  (''or  digging  or  search- 
ing for  minerals.") 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Marquess  of  WATERFORD 
moved,  in  page  5,  line  32,  after  ("  title  ") 
insert — 

{^*  And  which  the  tenant  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  this  Act  may  be  entitled  by  law  to 
cut  and  remove.**) 

As  the  Bill  stood  the  tenant  could  claim, 
almost  every  tree.     There  was  no  inten- 
tion, of  course,  of  interfering  with  those 
that    were    planted    for   ornament    or 
shelter. 

Lord  LEOONFIELD  said,  if  some 
such  Amendment  as  this  were  not  ac- 
cepted, in  a  short  time  there  would  not 
be  a  single  stick  of  timber  standing  in 
Ireland. 

LoED  CARLINGFORD  said,  that  the 
tenant  who  claimed  the  statutory  term 
of  1 5  years  might  have  a  plantation  on 
the  farm,  for  which  he  was  bound  to  pay 
rent  during  those  15  years ;  and  yet  it 
was  now  proposed  that  the  landlord 
should  be  allowed  to  come  forward 
during  that  time  and  sweep  away  such  m 
plantation. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  ob- 
served, that  the  landlord  always  had  the 
right  to  take  the  trees  which  were  on  hit 
property.  He  was  now  asked  to  give 
the  tenant  something  which  he  never 
possessed  before,  and  that  was  the  right 
to  those  trees  ;  and  simply  because  the 
tenant  made  some  improvement,  or  for 
some  other  reason,  the  noble  Lord  pro- 
posed an  additional  spoliation  to  thoee 
contained  in  the  Bill — namely,  by  giT- 
ing  the  possession  of  trees  whidi  the 
tenant  never  had,  and  to  which  he  could 
not  possibly  lay  a  claim. 

Earl  SPENOER  remarked  that  a  ten- 
ant who  had  a  statutory  term  of  1 5  yean 
would  have  to  pay  a  certain  rent  for  that 
particular  period,  and  it  was  undesirable 
that  the  landlord  should  be  allowed  to 
diminish  the  value  of  the  holding  during 
that  period  by  cutting  down  the  trees. 

The  Marquess  of  WATEBFOBD 
said,  that  if  the  tenant  wished  to  grov 
trees  during  his  statutory  term  he  oonU 
register  them  under  the  special  Act  of 
Parliament. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Marquess  of  WATERFOBD 
moved,  in  page  5,  line  84,  leave  oat 
{**  may  be  required,")  and  insert— 
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("Hie  tflnant  midn  the  oonfaraoi  of  tenanoy 
whMting  immediately  before  the  oommence- 
■ent  of  the  staftatorj  tenn  was  lawfully  on- 
titled  to  cut.") 

LoBD  CASUNOFOBD  agreed  to  ao- 
e0pt  the  Amendment,  if  the  words  relat- 
ing to  "  the  contract  of  tenancy  subsist- 
ing"  were  omitted. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

Thb  Mabqubss  of  WATEBFOED 
mored,  in  page  5,  line  38,  after 
("game,")  insert  (''as  defined  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Act  twenfy-seventh  and 
twenty-eighth  Victoria,  chapter  sizty- 
seven.")  He  said  his  object  was  to  in- 
dnde  snipe  and  woodcock.  In  many 
parts  of  Ireland  snipe  and  woodcock 
were  the  only  game,  and  to  preserve 
game  in  Irdand  without  preserving 
aipe  and  woodcock  would  simply  be 
Ekemockeiy. 

Lord  CABLINOFOBD  considered  the 
proposed  definition  unnecessary. 

Thb  Marquess  of  WAT£BF0BD 
sud,  if  his  Amendment  was  not  accepted, 
a  landlord  would  not  be  able  to  prose- 
cute in  his  own  name. 

EjlKL  SPENOEK  said,  the  landlord 
would  be  able  to  prosecute  under  the 
Aec  of  last  year  in  his  own  name.* 

Thb  IfABQTTXBS  OF  WATERFOBD 
■id,  that  Act  only  had  reference  to  cases 
^e  landlord  reserved  his  rights. 


Amondment  agreed  to, 

Tre    Mabquess   of   WATEBFOED 
,  in  page  6,  line  1,  to  leave  out 

word  ("persistently,")  and   insert 

("  unroMcmaDly  ")  in  the  clause.  The 
abject  was  to  prevent  tenants  from  un- 
iBasonnMj  ohstruoting  the  landlord  in 
Us  shooting,  even  though  they  did  not 
fsnistently  do  so. 

Tkx  LOBD  OHANCELLOB  thought 
ft  vonld  be  undesirable,  as  a  thing  which 
was  (rf  no  real  consequence  might  some- 
be  unreasonable,  though,  unless 
in,  it  might  do  no  harm.  It 
not  dedmble,  in  a  clause  settling 
iMKtkms  of  tenure,  to  raise  questions 
to  anything  which  was  not  of  real 
b^ween  the  landlord  and 


Aaandment  mgrood  to, 

In  Vabqttus   of   WATERFOBD 

land,  ia  lob-section  5,  which  provides 

^^  d&ooting  and  fishing  should  be- 

^  ^  Ib^  landlord,  subject  to   the 


Gbound  Game  Act,  1880,  in  line  41, 
after  ("game,")  to  insert  (** as  defined 
for  the  purposes  of  the  Act  twenty-seventh 
and  twenty-eighth  Yictoria,  chapter 
sixty-seven;")  and,  in  line  48,  after 
("  1880,")  to  insert— 

("And  the  provisions  of  the  Act  twenty- 
seventh  and  twenty-eighth  Victoria,  chapter 
sixty-seven,  shall  extend  where  such  right  of 
shooting  and  taking  game  belongs  exclusively 
to  the  landlord  as  though  such  exclusive  right 
wore  reserved  }>v  the  landlord  to  himself  hv 
deed.'*) 

And  in  line  4,  after  (*' section,")  to 
insert — 

("During  the  continuance  of  a  statutory 
tenn,  all  mines  and  minerals,  coals  and  coal 
pits,  quarries  of  limestone  and  other  stone  and 
slate,  gravel  and  sand  pits,  woods  and  under- 
woods, and  all  bogs  and  bog  timber,  turbaries 
for  cutting  turf,  and  rights  of  turbary,  except 
such  of  the  said  rights  as  the  tenant,  under  th(; 
contract  of  tenancy  subsisting  immediately 
before  the  commencement  of  the  statutory' 
term,  was  lawfully  entitled  to  exercise,  shall  b<» 
deemed  to  be  exclusivelv  reserved  to  the  land- 
lord.") 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Lord  CAELINGFORD  moved,  in 
page  6,  after  line  6,  add,  as  a  new 
paragraph — 

(*' Nothing  contained  in  this  section  shall 
prejudice  or  affect  any  ejectment  for  non-pay- 
ment of  rent  instituted  by  a  landlord  whether 
before  or  after  the  commencement  of  a  statutory 
term,  in  respect  of  rent  accrued  due  for  a  hold- 
ing before  the  commencement  of  such  term.") 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  took 
exception  to  the  wording  of  the  6th  sub- 
section of  the  clause,  which  said  that 
during  the  continuance  of  a  statutory 
term  in  a  tenancy,  **  consequent  on  an 
increase  of  rent  by  tlio  landlord,"  the 
Court  might,  on  the  apx)lication  of  the 
landlord,  and  for  certain  purposes,  autho- 
rize the  resumption  of  the  holding,  and 
require  the  tenant  to  soil  his  tenancy, 
or  part  of  it,  on  such  terms  as  the  Court 
might  approve.  The  purposes  for  which 
the  land  might  be  resumed  included 
grants  or  leases  of  sites  for  churches  or 
other  places  of  religious  worship.  These 
were  very  desirable  objects,  no  doubt, 
for  which  the  landlord  was  to  have  the 
power  of  resuming  the  land;  but  this 
power  of  resumption  was  not  to  be  given 
to  every  landlord.  In  order  to  be  able 
to  exercise  this  power,  a  landlord  must 
have  qualified  himself  by  a  certain  special 
qualification — namely,   that  he  should 
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have  previously  raised  the  rent  of  his 
tenant.  Now,  he  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  was  entirely  desirous  of  pro- 
tecting the  right  of  the  landlord  to  deal 
with  the  rent ;  but  he  had  never,  in  his 
wildest  moments,  gone  so  far  as  to  look 
upon  the  raising  of  the  rent  as  a  special 
mark  of  holiness  in  a  landlord.  He,  for 
one,  should  venture  to  claim  for  land- 
lords who  had  not  risen  to  so  exalted  a 
height  of  virtue  as  to  raise  their  rents 
the  liberty  of  building  churches  on  their 
estates.  He  therefore  moved  to  omit 
the  words  "consequent  on  an  increase 
of  rent  by  the  landlord." 

Loud  CARLINGFORD  pointed  out 
that  the  noble  Marquess  had  not  read 
an  important  part  of  the  clause,  which 
empowered  the  landlord  to  resume — 

("  Tho  holding,  or  j)art  thereof,  for  8ome 
reasonable  and  Hufticicnt  purpose  having  relation 
to  tlie  good  of  tho  holding  or  of  the  estiite.") 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY : 
But  why  is  it  to  be  consequent  upon  an 
increase  of  rent  by  the  landlord  ? 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  explained  that, 
as  the  Bill  stood,  the  power  of  resump- 
tion was  confined  to  the  case  of  statu- 
tory terms  not  created  by  the  interven- 
tion of  the  Court,  but  by  the  mere  fact 
of  the  landlord  and  tenant  having  agreed 
upon  an  increase  of  rent  without  having 
recourse  to  the  Court.  He  would, 
however,  take  this  opportunity  of 
stating  a  proposal  whicli  the  Govern- 
ment was  prepared  to  make  on  this 
subject.  It  was  this — first,  that  the 
power  of  resumption  should  be  made 
universal  in  all  cases  and  in  respect  of 
all  statutory  tenancies,  beginning  from 
the  time  of  tho  passing  of  the  Bill;  and, 
secondly,  that  for  a  certain  number  of 
years  there  should  bo  no  power  what- 
ever under  any  circumstances  to  convert 
present  into  future  tenancies.  That  was 
to  say,  tho  creation  of  future  tenancies 
would  be  fur  a  certain  time  postponed. 
If  tlieir  Lordships  were  prepared  to  con- 
sider this  suggestion  in  its  double  asi)oct, 
the  Government  would  be  prepared  with 
words  on  Report  to  carry  it  into  effect. 
If  they  were  not  disposed  to  accept  it, 
the  only  course  open  to  the  Govem- 
nieut  would  be  to  stand  by  the  words 
which  tho  noble  Marquess  wished  to 
omit. 

TuE  Earl  OF  DERBY  said,  the  noble 
Jjord  had  raised  a  much  larger  question 
than  that  brought  forward  by  the  noble 
Marquess ;  it  was  one  requiring  a  good 

The  MarqueBi  of  Saluhwry 


deal  of  considerationy  and  ought  to  be 
kept  distinct  from  the  other. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  he  was 
not  sure  that  the  Committee  fully  under- 
stood the  nature  of  tho  mine  that  had 
been  sprung  upon  it  by  tho  observations 
of  the  Lord  Pnvy  Seal.  When  he  left  the 
Government,  and  when  the  Bill  was  in- 
troduced into  Parliament,  it  was  a  funda- 
mental idea  of  the  Government,  and  a 
fundamental  principle  of  the  Bill,  that 
there  should  be  a  distinction  between 
future  and  present  tenancies.  Evexy 
possible  device  was  adopted  in  the  Bill 
to  make  present  tenancies  continuous 
and  almost  permanent.  They  were,  in 
fact,  to  be  entails  in  favour  of  the  pre- 
sent tenants  of  Ireland.  But  the  Prime 
Minister  left  open  a  door  through  which 
in  some  future  time  they  might  hope  to 
return  to  a  healthy  and  natural  condition 
of  things  in  Ireland.  A  door  was,  in 
fact,  left  open  for  a  return  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  freedom  of  contract;  and  the 
Government  had  repeatedly  said  that 
they  looked  to  that  result  as  the  ultimate 
hope  for  peace  in  that  country.  The 
Lord  Privy  Seal,  who,  for  all  he  knew, 
was  one  of  those  who  had  always  been 
jealous  and  suspicious  of  the  notion  of  a 
return  to  the  natural  state  of  things  in 
Ireland,  now  proposed  to  substitute  for 
a  very  innocent  proposal  of  tho  noble 
Marquess  opposite  a  complete  abandon- 
ment of  what  he  (the  Duke  of  Argyll) 
considered  the  fundamental  principle  of 
the  measure.  His  noble  Friend  said 
that  the  postponement  of  the  power  to 
create  future  tenancies  would  be  tem- 
porary. Well,  they  all  knew  what  would 
occur.  Another  agitation  would  be  g^t 
up,  and  the  postponement  of  the  power 
would  be  continued  indefinitely.  The 
suggestion  of  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  was 
the  result  of  his  hatred  of  the  plan  by 
which  a  door  would  be  left  open  for  a 
return  to  freedom  of  contract.  Ho  did 
not  believe  that  the  Irish  tenants  were 
alarmed  at  the  proposal  that  bits  of 
their  land  might  be  taken  from  them 
for  certain  purposes,  for  they  understood 
that  they  would  bo  properly  compen- 
sated. He  quite  understood,  however, 
that  many  of  them  disliked  the  idea  of 
a  return  to  the  principle  of  freedom  of 
contract  for  themselves  and  their  land- 
lords, although  they  insisted  upon  abso- 
lute freedom  to  contract  between  them- 
selves and  their  fellow-tenants.  He 
would  much  rather  keep  the  Qovem- 
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■nt  to  the  fiindainental  prindplea  of 
A»  Bill  than  assent  to  the  farther 
Amendment  which  had  been  indicated. 

The  Duke  of  ABERCORN  was  an- 
dtntood  to  say  that  where  the  statutory 
tonus  were  gpranted  landlords  would  not 
Dike  improYements. 

The  Mabqubss  of  SALISBUBY  said, 
thsk  if  landlords  wanted  to  resume  pos- 
nnion  for  any  of  the  purposes  named, 
Asy  must  sacrifice  the  valuable  privilege 
of  freedom  of  contract;  and  yet  in  another 
Bin  simnltaneously  introduced  into  the 
Hoose  by  the  Government  it  was  pro- 
vided that  persons  in  possession  of  land 
night  make  leases  of  it  for  the  erection 
of  churches  and  schools  and  for  the  pro- 
motion of  public  education.  But  as  re- 
nrded  this  Bill  the  question  was  why 
ue  power  of  resumption  given  by  the 
danse  was  restricted  to  a  special  class  of 
badlords — namely,  those  who  had  raised 
their  rents.  The  inconsistency  of  these 
provisions  showed  the  haste  with  which 
flie  proposals  of  the  Government  were 
made.  The  Committee  would  do  well  to 
ivflflct  upon  them  more  than  the  Govern- 
ment had  done. 

Earl  CAIRNS  said,  the  clause  as  it 
stood  would  induce  a  landlord  who 
wanted  to  build  a  church  to  raise  the 
TCnta  of  his  tenants. 

Eabl  FOBTESCUE  wished  to  say  a 
word  on  the  matter  as  a  sanitary  re- 
fbrmer.  The  evil  consequences  in  Ire- 
had  of  the  overcrowded  and  bad  state 
of  labonrers'  cottages  were  enormous ; 
and  it  was  monstrous  that  they  should 
have  a  large  question  brought  before 
flem  when  all  they  cared  for  in  the 
danse  was  the  very  simple  power  of 
oaabfing  the  landlord  to  resume  for  the 
pupoae  of  building  decent  dwellings  for 
nis  labourers. 

The  Eabi.  of  KIMBEBLEY  could 
Mure  the  noble  Marquess  that  the  pro- 
posal which  had  been  described  as  the 
ipinging  of  a  mine  was  not  made  with- 
ott  the  Vilest  consideration. 

LosD  WAVENEY  hoped  that  the.  Go- 
virbment  would  not  give  up  this  clause. 
Ldbd  CABLINGFOED  said,  that  the 
)>irer  of  resumption  was  an  exceedingly 
Important  modification  of  the  statutory 
^,  which  might  be  made  under  the 
Asiiion  of  the  Court  for  reasonable 
^  ia£Bcient  purposes,  and  not  alono 
btlie  bnildin|r  of  churches  or  schools. 

Sol  CAIB^S  said,  no  doubt  it  was 
i^Qrtaat  -  but  the  question  was  why  it 


should  be  limited  to  cases  in  which  there 
had  been  an  increase  of  rent. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEELEY  said,  he 
understood  the  noble  Marquess  to  adhere 
to  his  Amendment  in  spite  of  the  import- 
ant modification  which  tho  Government 
had  offered  to  make ;  but  if  the  offer 
were  not  accepted  and  the  Amendment 
were  carried,  the  Government  would  not 
consider  themselves  bound  by  the  ofler 
that  had  been  made. 

Earl  CAIRNS  said,  that  the  Govern- 
ment professed  a  desire  that  landlord 
and  tenant  should  agree ;  but  the  way 
they  proposed  to  induce  them  to  a^roo 
was  by  making  tho  unfortunate  landlord 
raise  the  rent. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE 
said,  ho  began  to  despair  of  getting  a 
clear  statement  on  tlils  question.  What 
he  understood  to  have  taken  place  was 
this.  An  Amendment  moved  by  tho 
noble  Marquess  opposite  was  met  by  a 
statement  of  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  that  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
accord  to  the  landlord  an  universal  right 
of  resumption,  instead  of  the  very  limited 
right  now  accorded  by  the  Bill.  But  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal  added  that,  in  order  to 
quiet  the  minds  of  tho  Irish  tenants,  ho 
intended  to  accompany  this  modification 
of  the  Bill  by  a  proposal  under  which 
the  conversion  of  present  into  future 
tenancies  should  be  delayed  for  an  inde- 
finite time,  which  he  did  not  name.  In 
these  circumstances,  their  Lordships 
ought  to  accept  tho  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Marquess,  which  was  not  foreign 
to  the  object  of  the  Lord  Privy  Seal; 
and  when  they  had  before  them  that 
mysterious  and  indescribable  proposal 
for  quieting  the  minds  of  the  Irish  ten- 
ants, they  would  be  able  to  consider  it 
with  the  attention  it  deserved. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

TuE  Earl  of  PEMBROKE  moved,  in 
page  6,  lino  12,  after  (*'  estate")  to  in- 
sert (**  or  for  building  purposes.")  Ho 
said  that  tho  Government  probably  in- 
tended to  give  the  landlord  tho  right  of 
resumption  for  building  purposes,  and 
the  only  question  was  whether  that  ob- 
ject was  covered  by  tho  words  **  for  the 
good  of  the  estate."  An  ingenious  law- 
yer might  argue  that  the  good  of  the 
landlord  aud  of  the  estate  were  two  dif- 
f<.?ront  things ;  and,  therefore,  it  would 
bo  desirable  to  have  a  distinct  declara- 
tion on  the  subject. 
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The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  said,  he 
Lad  no  doubt  that  the  words  in  the  Bill 
covered  the  object  of  the  noble  Earl, 
and  that  the  words  proposed  were  unne- 
cessary. 

Earl  GAIENS  said,  it  was  quite  pos- 
sible the  Court  might  say  that  a  scheme 
of  building  was  not  for  the  good  of  the 
estate.  Therefore,  his  noble  Friend 
proposed  to  insert  the  words  in  question, 
to  indicate  one  of  the  purposes  which 
should  be  deemed  for  the  good  of  the 
estate.  He  thought,  however,  a  subse- 
quent Amendment  to  be  proposed  by  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Belmore)  was 
preferable. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Commit- 
tee) withdrawn. 

The  Earl  of  BELMOEE  moved,  in 
page  6,  line  12,  after  (**  estate")  to  in- 
sert— 

("Or  for  using  or  letting tho  same  for  manu- 
facturing purposes,  or  for  building  ground,  or 
for  >'illa  sites  or  gardens.") 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  said, 
that  the  words  **for  the  good  of  the 
estate"  embraced  every  purpose  for 
which  the  landlord  ought  to  have  a  right 
to  resume  possession. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUEY 
asked  whether  **for  the  good  of  the 
estate  "  meant  for  the  good  of  the  pro- 
prietor's pocket,  or  did  it  mean  the  actual 
improvement  of  the  land  as  land  ? 

The  M.^^QUEss  of  LANSDOWNE 
asked  whether  the  words  meant  **  for  the 
advantage  of  tho  proprietor ; "  if  so, 
why  was  this  not  stated  on  the  face  of 
the  clause  ** 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  objected 
to  these  words. 

The  Duke  of  AEGYLL  asked  whe- 
ther it  was  tho  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  tho  proprietors  should  have 
the  power  of  resumption  in  order  to 
apply  the  land  as  building  land  ? 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  replied 
in  the  affirmative. 

The  Duke  of  AEGYLL  asked  why, 
then,  they  should  not  say  so  in  the  Bill  ? 
There  were  many  estates  on  which  the 
sole  hope  of  redemption  lay  in  converting  a 
portion  of  the  land  to  building  purposes. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Commit- 
tee) withdrawn. 

Earl  CAIENS  moved  the  insertion  of 
the  words  '*  including  the  use  of  the 
ground  as  building  ground," 


Lord  CAELINOFOED  said,  the 
Government  would  accept  this  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Eepeal  of  part  of  s.  3  of 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act, 
1870,  and  enactment  of  new  scale). 

The  Earl  of  DONOUGHMGEE 
moved,  in  page  6,  to  leave  out  from 
("  provides  ")iBL  line  27,  to  (''as")  in 
line  32,  both  inclusive.  He  said  that  he 
fully  understood  the  necessity  of  protect- 
ing tenants  against  capricious  evictioiLS ; 
but  the  old  scale  of  compensation  was 
sufficient,  especially  as  the  Bill  pnt 
within  the  reach  of  the  vast  majority  of 
tenants  what  was  practically  a  15  yean' 
lease,  renewable  for  ever. 

Lord  CAELINGFOED  said,  that 
though  in  the  case  of  the  great  majority 
of  the  tenants  the  sale  of  the  tenants' 
interest  would  take  the  place  of  the 
scale  of  compensation  adopted  in  1870, 
and  would  be  better  for  all  parties,  there 
would  be  a  residuum  of  tenants  who 
would  not  find  protection  in  the  sale  of 
their  interests  and  with  whom  it  was 
necessary  to  deal  in  another  way.  The 
Government,  therefore,  proposed  to  re- 
tain the  sections  giving  compensation 
for  disturbance,  and  also,  influenced  by 
the  opinion  of  the  Judges  who  were  ad- 
ministering the  Act  of  1870 — many  of 
whom  said  that  in  cases  frequently  before 
them  they  felt  the  amount  of  compensa- 
tion which  they  were  empowered  to  award 
was  too  small — to  increase  the  scale,  and 
strengthen  the  power  of  the  Court. 

The  Duke  of  AEGYLL  said,  he 
hoped  the  Amendment  would  not  be 
adopted.  He  admitted,  of  course,  that 
through  the  medium  of  the  scale  of 
compensation  it  would  be  possible  to 
give  absolute  perpetuity  of  tenure ;  bnt 
tho  change  proposed  oy  the  Gk)Tein- 
ment  would  not  make  the  scale  pro- 
hibitive. 

EJlRL  CAIENS  said,  the  noble  Loid 
had  stated  that  there  was  a  small  re- 
siduum of  tenants  who  would  have  no 
saleable  interest.  It  was  a  strange 
thing  that,  because  this  small  residuum 
of  tenants  had  holdings  which  were  of  no 
value,  they  were  not  only  to  be  compen- 
sated for  those  holdings,  but  compen- 
sated on  a  far  higher  sciue  than  had  been 
known  up  to  this  time.    Many  of  the 
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d  been  the  Oompen- 
nCUnae  of  the  Idod  Aotof  1870. 
Tbtj  Mid  OMe«  bad  oome  before  them  in 
which  the  laodlord  waa  willing  to  pa; 
foil  GOmpanaation,  beoanae  he  was  cer- 
tain to  g«t  a  new  tenant  who  would  come 
is  and  teooop  1dm  all  he  had  paid  for 
compeouation.  Therefbre,  the  rei; 
CMM  which  the  CSonat;  Court  Judges 
wd  they  wished  to  proride  for  were 
■■as  in  which,  aiOaordiDg  to  their  own 
ifatemant,  thaie  was  a  power  of  sale  on 
Aa  put  of  tiie  tenant;  and,  oonse- 
qoant^,  it  would  be  unnecesau^  to 
mort  to  the  new  Compensation  Clauee 
sffliiaBill.  He  had  heard  no  argument 
ftr  making  oompenaation  to  the  tenants 
w  s  Tsrj  much  higher  scale  than 
Udiarto.  It  was  propoaed  to  increase 
tte  oonipensation,  and  in  some  cases  to 
Marly  Mableit. 

Tn  Eui.  or  KIHBEBLEY  oon- 
Ivded  that  the  argument  of  the  nobis 
■ad'leamad  Earl  who  had  JQst  spoken 
vaa  inconwstent.  He  did  not  object  to 
fta  oontiniiance  of  the  clause  of  the 
Act  of  1 870 ;  but  he  was  opposed  to  the 
danae  bong  made  aatisnctoiy.  The 
Omn^  Ooort  Judges,  whose  judgment 
■ig^t  be  aooepted  on  this  point  as  supe- 
Av  to  that  of  even  the  noble  and  learned 
bri,  gare  it  as  their  experience  that  the 
danaa  of  1870  had  been  found  to  be  im- 


Tn  Maxquxsb  oy  BALI8BUSY 
■id,  that  when  the  Coantf  Court 
Indgaa,  or  a  certain  number  of  them, 
gn»  an  opinion  that  this  compensation 
vaa  not  mfflcient  for  the  purpose,  they 
fid  not  know  that  it  was  contemplated 
fa  naot  a  tyatam  of  free  sale.  All  the 
•MM  tiiey  oited  for  the  purpose  of  es- 
that  this  compeneatioii  was 
were  cases  which  never  could 
dor  a  system  of  free  sale.  Their 
might,  therefore,  he  put  aside, 

it  applied  to  a  system  which 

kal  now  altogether  ceased  to  exist.  He 
fid  aot  think  the  clause  was  of  the  fitat 
fapoitanoe,  because  he  agreed  with  the 
laid  FriTir  8m1  that  in  the  working  of 
ihs  EQl  tlus  Compenaatioa  Clause  would 
ibost  entinly  disafmear.  Btill,  as  for 
■  it  want,  he  entire^  agreed  with  the 
iaadment  that  was  now  before  the 
OMmittas,  beoause  it  seemed  to  him  that 


frinciples  on  which  property  was  baaed. 
twas  impossible  to  d^end  a  system  of 
oompensation  for  disturbance  which  ap- 
plied to  tenants  paying  £500  or  £1,000 
a-year,  for  it  was  quite  absurd  to  say 
that  such  tenants  were  weak  persona 
who  were  unable  to  make  a  oontract  for 
themselves,  and  it  was  palpably  ridieu- 
lous  to  give  it  the  extension  proposed. 

On  question.  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
clause  P  Their  Lordships  diviM  .*— 
Contents  SI  ;  Not-Contents  180  :  Ma- 
jority 89. 
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Monteagle,    L.     (M,  Westbury,  L. 


WiUoughby  de  Broke, 

L. 
Wimbome,  L. 
Windsor,  L. 
Wynfora,  L. 


Sligo:) 
Moore,  L.    (if.  Drog* 

heda.) 
Napier,  L. 
Northwick,  L. 

Clause,  OB  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clause  6  agreed  to. 

Pabt  n. 
Interybntion  of  Coxtbt. 

Clause  7  (Determination  by  court  of 
rent  of  present  tenandes). 

Thb  Marqubss   of  SALI8BX7BY 
moved,  in  page  8,  lines  15  and  16,  to 
leave  out  the  words  (''  after  having  de- 
manded from  such  tenant  an  increase  of 
rent")    He  did  not  think  that  snoli  a. 
demand  should  be  a  condition  of  the 
landlord's    access    to  the  Court.      He 
thought  it  hardly  required  argument  to 
show    that    the    landlord    and   tenant, 
should  have  equal  access  to  the  Oourti 
and,  when  there,  be  treated  on  e^ual 
terms.    He  was  again  oUi^^  to  think» 
that  there  was  some  especial  giandeiir 
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ittiflhing  to  the  landlord  who  increased 
Iu8  rent,  for  it  was  only  those  who  should 
haTe  increased  their  rent  who  would 
haTe  aocees  to  the  Oourt.  Oould  he  con- 
eeiTe  himself  selecting  any  class  of  land- 
lords, or  any  special  disabilities,  he 
should  be  rati^er  inclined  to  lean  against 
landlords  who  increased  their  rents.  But 
such  was  not  the  view  of  the  wise  men 
who  ruled  them.  He  would  have  justified 
bis  opinion  to  the  House  and  attempted 
to  demolish  the  arguments  of  the  Gh>- 
Tsmment  if  they  had  condescended  to 
gire  the  slightest  reason  for  the  ab- 
normal limitation  of  the  provision  under 
consideration.  As  matters  stood,  how- 
erer,  he  would  simply  propose  that  land- 
lords and  tenants,  like  all  other  subjects 
of  Her  Majesty,  should  be  placed  upon 
the  same  leTei  with  regard  to  their 
rights  of  access  to  Courts  of  Justice; 
and  with  that  view  he  bogged  to  move 
that  the  words  ("  after  having  demanded 
from  such  tenant  an  increase  of  rent, 
which  the  tenant  has  declined  to  accept,") 
be  removed  from  the  Bill. 

Lord  OABLINOFOBD  explained  the 
reason  of  the  limitation  to  which  the 
noble  Harquess  objected  was  a  desire  to 
induce  the  parties,  if  possible,  to  settle 
their  affairs  out  of  Court.  If  a  landlord 
should  wish  to  increase  his  rent,  and 
should  not  be  influenced  by  the  desire 
of  keeping  out  of  Court  to  come  to  an 
agreement  with  his  tenant,  he  would  not 
be  prejudiced  bythe  limitation  provided 
in  Uie  clause.  He  could  not  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Thb  Eaal  of  CAMPEBDOWN  said, 
that  he  could  see  no  reason,  nor  had  he 
heard  any,  for  placing  a  landlord  who 
had  not  nused  his  rent  in  a  less  advan- 
tageous position  than  a  landlord  who 
had  raised  his  rent. 

E4BL  CAIRNS  asked  what  a  landlord 
was  to  do  who  desired  to  have  recourse 
to  the  Court  for  some  other  purpose 
than  tiiat  of  raising  his  rents  ? 

Ihx  LOBD  CHANCELLOE  asked 
ftr  what  conceivable  purpose  could  the 
landlord  be  disposed  to  go  to  the  Court 
if  he  did  not  want  to  increase  the  rent  ? 
He  would  not  go  to  the  Court  to  get  the 
rsnt  reduced.  If  the  tenant  did  not 
viat  to  go  to  the  Court  to  get  the  rent 
rednced,  he  would  assuredly  not  go  to 

C'  it  increased.  The  motive  for  putting 
daoae  in  its  present  form  was  that 
it  indieated  that  ii  the  landlord  did  wish 
Us  isnt  i|lcrea^ed,  the  better  course  for 
Urn  vould  be  to  propose  the  increase  he 


thought  right,  and  then,  if  he  and  his 
tenants  could  not  agree,  to  go  to  the 
Court. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY  said,  he  did 
not  think  the  Amendment  very  material ; 
but  he  thought  the  landlord  who  desired 
to  protect  himself  ought  to  have  the 
opportunity  afforded  him  of  going  to  the 
Cfourt,  even  though  he  had  never  enter- 
tained the  idea  of  raising  his  rent.  He 
miffht  wish  to  sell  his  estate,  and  to  be 
able  to  state  the  amount  of  the  rental  as 
it  would  stand  in  future. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  pointed  out 
there  was  another  occasion  when  a  land- 
lord might  wish  to  go  to  the  Court,  and 
that  was  when  be  was  denounced  by  the 
Land  League  as  a  rack-renter.  It  was 
well  known  that  over  and  over  again 

Professional  agitators  had  eone  about 
enouncing  certain  landlord  as  rack- 
renters  ;  and  tenants,  as  an  excuse  for 
non-payment  of  their  rent,  said  they 
were  coerced  by  the  Land  League. 
Therefore,  he  could  conceive  the  land- 
lord wishing  to  ffo  to  the  Court  to  prove 
before  a  judicial  authority  that  he  was 
not  a  rack-renter.  He  could  not  con- 
ceive why  the  Government  should  debar 
him  from  doing  that. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  said,  the 
obvious  reason  for  the  limitation  in  this 
clause  was  that  the  Government,  as  he 
understood  it,  considered  that  the  Court 
was  a  necessary  evil.  They  wished  to 
encourage  recourse  to  it  as  little  as  pos- 
sible. He  hoped  the  Government  would 
stand  by  the  words  of  the  Bill. 

The  Eakl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  he 
could  not  admit  that  the  provision  in  the 
clause  was  unreasonable.  In  the  pre- 
sent relations  of  landlords  and  tenants 
in  Ireland  it  was  a  matter  of  doubtful 
policy  to  encourage  the  landlords  to  go 
to  the  Court  when  they  did  not  require  an 
increase  of  rent,  and  bring  their  tenants 
— generally  poorer  men  than  themselves 
— into  Court. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY 
moved,  in  page  8,  lines  20  and  21,  to 
leave  out  the  words  (**  and  having  regard 
to  the  interest  of  the  landlord  and  tenant 
respectively.")  They  had  been  embar- 
rassed frequently  in  dealing  with  this  Bill 
by  finding,  from  time  to  time,  strange 
phrases,  wholly  unintelligible  or  useless  in 
the  position  in  which  they  were  placed. 
They  had  never  hitherto  been  able  to 
obtain  from  the  Government  any  clear 
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%V. 

oolEe,  V. 
Stella  V. 

a%  L. 
ill,L. 
rteiiy  Ii. 

oidy  Ij. 

L.  {E.thrkmmd 

ry.)    [2Vlbr.] 

ilbme,  L.     (JB. 

{foray    La 

gten,  L. 

ntaL. 

1  of  Ghudldgh, 

L. 
L. 
ijme,  L. 

L.  ^^.  E^in  mmd 

L. 

r,  L.  (L.  Napi^,) 

rd,  L.    IB,  &rm- 

le,L. 

L  (jff.  Littowel.) 

■ton,  L. 


Houghton,  L. 
Eenmare,  L.  (J?.  JTmi- 

fiMrv.) 
Kenzy,  L.  {E.Dtmraven 

imd  MoumUEarl.) 

lAWZOnOSy  Ij. 

Leigh,  L. 

Lismore,  L.    (T.  Lt«- 

morr.) 
Loftus,  L.    (JT.  ^y.) 
Lovat,  L. 
I^rttelton,  L. 
Methnen,  L. 
Monok,  L.  ( r.  Monek.) 
Honcreiff,  L. 
Monson,  L.    [TeiUrJ] 
Honteaglfi  of  Brandon, 

li. 
Napier,  L. 
0'Hagan,L. 
Ponsonby,  L.  {B.  Best- 

Bamn^,  L.    (B,  Dal' 

kottne.) 
Bibbleedalo,  L. 
Boaebory,  L.  (J?.  J2of#- 

Sandhurst,  L. 
Save  and  Sale,  L. 
Sefton,  L.  {B.  Sefton.) 
Skene,  L.    (^.  iV/».) 
Someiion,  L.  {B.  Nor^ 

mantim.) 
Strafford,  L.    {V,  Bn- 

JMd.) 
Sudeley,  L. 
Suffield,  L. 
Sundiidge,  L.  (D.  Ar- 

Thnrlow,  L. 
Vemon,  L. 
Waveney,  L. 
Wenlock,  L. 
Wolverton,  L. 
Wrottealay,  L. 


NOT-CONTENTS. 

kit.  D.  Beaachanip,  E. 

UbamandCShan-    Belmore,  £. 


■ftamWlaBd,  D. 


Bradford,  E. 
Brownlow,  E. 
Oadogan,  E. 
Ckiros,  E. 
Caledon,E. 
Gamaryon,  E, 
Glonmell,  E. 
Goventryi  E. 
Btnbigh,  E. 


M_  Devon,  E. 

■mUfiL  (J),  llir^  Boncaster,  E.  (2).  Buc^ 

iPv  eUuch    and    QueenS' 

?atr 


.v. 


.M. 


tf/!nf0A    and    Queent' 

beny.) 
Kldon,  E. 
EUeamere,  E. 
feveraham,  E. 
Gainaboroogh,  E. 
Haddington,  E. 
Haxdwioke,  E. 
Harewood,  E. 
Laneaboroagh,  E. 
Lathom,  £.     ITelUr,] 
I«rea  and  Mdyille,  £. 


Lovelace,  E. 

Lytton,E. 

Maccleafield,  E. 

Mansfield,  E. 

Manvers,  E. 

Mar  and  Eellie,  E. 

Morton,  E. 

Mount  Edgcumbe,  E. 

Nelson,  E. 

Onalow,  E. 

Pembroke  and  Mont- 
g^mexy,  E. 

Powia,  £. 

Badnor,  E. 

Bayenaworth,  E. 

Bedoadale,  E. 

Bomney,  E. 

Boaae,  £. 

Boaalyn,  E. 

Sandwich,  E. 

Somen,  E. 

Sondes,  E. 

Stanhope,  E. 

Strange,  E.  (2>.  Athol.) 

Stratmnore  and  King- 
horn,  E. 

Verulam,  E. 

Waldegiave,  E. 

Zetland,  E. 

Clancarty,  V.  (B,  Clan- 

carty.) 
Combermore,  V. 
Cranbrook,  V. 
Doneraile,  V. 
Gouffh,  V. 
Harainge,  V. 
Hawardon,  V.  [2V/fer.] 
Hereford,  V. 
Hill,V. 
Hood,  V. 
Hutchinson,    V.      (B, 

Dofioughmore.) 
Lifford,  V. 
Melville,  V. 
Sidmouth,  V. 
Templetown,  V. 

St.  Albans,  L.  Bp. 

Abinger,  L. 
Alington,  L. 
Amher8t,L.  ( VJETolniit' 

dale.) 
Annaly,  L. 
Ardilaun,  L. 
Arundell  of  W  ardour, 

L. 
Ashford,  L.  {V.Bury,) 
Avoland,  L. 
Bateman,  L. 
Beaumont,  L. 
Borthwick,  L. 
Botroaux,  L.   (J?.  Zom- 

doun.) 
Braboume,  L. 
Braneopeth,  L.      (F. 

Bof/ne.) 
Brodrick,L.(r.iriV/^- 

tOfl.) 

Cary8fort,L.  {B.Cart/t- 
fori.) 

nmrfilfltniMTift-  L. 


Chelmsford,  L. 
Clomonts,  L.    (B,  Leim 

trim.) 
Clifton,  L.     (E.  Dam- 

ley.) 
Clinton,  L. 
Cloncurry,  L. 
Colchester,  L. 
Colville  of  Culroaa,  L. 
Crofton,  L. 
De  L'lale  and  Dudley, 

L. 
de  Boa,  L. 
Digby,  L. 
Dinevor,  L. 
Donington,  L. 
Dunsandle  and  Clan- 

conal,  L. 
Dunsany,  L. 
EUenborough,  L. 
Elphinstone,  L. 
Foxford,  L.  (^E.  Lime^ 

rick.) 
Gage,  L.    (F.  Oage.) 
Gormanston,  L.      (F. 

Oormaneion.) 
Grey  de  Badcliffe,  L. 

( V.  Qrey  de  WiUon.) 
Harlech,  L. 
Harti8mcre,L.  {L.HeH" 

niker.) 
Hay,  L.   {B.  Kinnoul.) 
Heytcsbury,  L. 
Howard  de  Walden,  L. 
Hylton,  L. 
Inchiquin,  L. 
Kenlis,  L.     (if.  Head* 

fort.) 
Kor,  L.    (IT.  Lothian.^ 
Kintoro,L.  ( B.  Kintore.) 
Lamington,  L. 
Loconfield,  L. 
Londesborough,  L. 
Lovol  and  Holland,  L. 

{B.  Egmont.) 
Lyvoden,  L. 
Manners,  L. 
Massy,  L. 
Montcagle,    L.     (if. 

8Ugo^ 
Moore,  L.     (if.  Drog* 

heda.) 
Northwick,  L. 
Norton,  L. 
O'Neill,  L. 
Oranmore  and  Browne, 

L. 
Ormathwaite,  L. 
Ormonde,  L.    {M.  Or* 

monde.) 
Penrhyn,  L. 
Plunket,  L. 
Poltimore,  L. 
Baglan,  L. 
Banfurly,  L.  [B.  Ban* 

furlyS 
Bayleigh,  L. 
Bodney,  L. 
Bowton,  L. 
Sackville,  L. 
SaltersfordjL.  (^B.Cour* 

town.) 
Saltoun,  L. 
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Sandys,  L. 

Scarsdale,  L. 

Shute,  L.      (r.  Bar- 

rington,) 
SomerhiUyL.  {M.Chm^ 

rieardeS 
Stanley  oi  Alderley,  L. 
Stewart  of  Garlies,  L. 

{E.  Oallowof/.) 
Strathcden  and  Camp- 

beU,  L. 
Strathnaim,  L. 
Strathspey,  L.  {E.  8ea^ 

JUld.) 
Talbot  de  Malahide,  L. 


Templemore,  L. 
ToUemache,  L. 
Tredegar,  L. 
Trevor,  L. 
Tyrone,  L.  (if.  Watir- 

ford.) 
Vontry,  L. 
Vivian,  L. 
Wentworth,  L. 
Westbury,  L. 
Willoughby  de  Broke, 

L. 
Wimbome,  L. 
Windsor,  L. 
Wynford,  L. 


The  Eakl  of  PEMBEOKE  moTed, 

in  page  8,  line  23,  after  (**  rent,")  to 

insert— 

('*  Provided  always,  that  where  application  is 
made  to  the  court  under  this  section  in  respect 
of  any  tenancv,  and  the  court  is  of  opinion  that 
the  tenant  of  the  holding  in  which  such  ten- 
ancy subsiflts,  or  his  predecessors  in  title,  has  or 
have  caused  or  suffe^d  such  holding  to  become 
deteriorated,  contrary  to  the  express  or  implied 
conditions  constituting  the  contract  of  tenancy, 
the  court  may  refuse  the  application,  or  ma^ 
postpone  the  further  hearing  of  the  same  until 
after  the  performance  by  the  tenant  of  such 
conditions  as  the  court  may  think  proper.") 

He  said,  that  this  Amendment  was  a 
very  important  one.  Its  object  was  to 
prevent  the  deterioration  of  the  holding. 
One  of  the  greatest  dangers  which  would 
arise  under  the  Act  was  that  it  would 
hold  out  a  strong  temptation  to  the  ten- 
ant to  allow  his  farm  to  get  into  a  bad 
condition  during  the  last  year,  with  the 
view  of  obtaining  a  lower  rent  for  the 
next  15  years.  The  Irish  landlords  had 
a  right  to  demand  that  they  should  be 
protected  against  that  kind  of  thing.  He 
doubted  whether,  as  the  Bill  stood,  the 
Court  would  hold  that  such  conduct  was 
**  unreasonable  "  within  the  meaning  of 
the  "eqmties"  clause,  and  would,  on  that 
eround,  refuse  a  statutory  term.  The 
Amendment  was  the  outcome  of  persons 
who  had  thoroughly  considered  the  sub- 
ject. It  would  be  a  wise  and  fair  way 
of  meeting  a  difficulty,  and  no  honest 
tenant  in  Ireland  need  fear  anything 
whatever  from  it. 

Lord  CAELINGFOED  said,  that  such 
a  case  as  was  contemplated  in  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  prevented  by  Clause  8, 
which  provided  that  where  the  Court 
was  of  opinion  that  the  conduct  of  either 
landlord  or  tenant  had  been  unreason- 
able, the  Court  might  refuse  the  appli- 
cation or  accede  to  it,  subject  to  certain 
conditionB. 

Amendment  agrnd  to. 


Lord  VENTBY  moved,  in  page  8, 
line  23,  after  ("rent,")  insert- 
er Provided  always,  that  the  court  shall  not 
entertain  an  application  made  under  this  sectioa 
by  any  tenant  who  owes  more  than  ono-balf 
year's  rent  until  satisfied  that  such  tenant  has 
tendered  to  his  landlord  within  one  year  pnvioni 
to  his  making  such  application  a  sum  or  Bums 
equivalent  to  one  year*s  rent  of  his  holding.") 

Lord  CAELINGFOED  said,  the 
Amendment  was  inconsistent  with,  the 
intentions  and  with  some  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill. 

Lord  YENTEY  pointed  out  that  the 
Amendment  ran  on  the  same  lines  as 
the  clause  relating  to  arrears  of  rent. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdratpn. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNB 
moved,  in  sub-section  3,  which  provides 
that  where  the  judicial  rent  of  any  pre- 
sent tenancy  has  been  fixed  by  the  Court 
such  present  tenancy  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  a  tenancy  subject  to  statutory  con- 
ditions, to  leave  the  following  words 
out:  — 

("With  this  modification,  that,  during  the 
statutory  term  in  a  present  tenancy  consequent 
on  the  wni  determination  of  a  juiudal  rent  of 
that  tenancy  by  the  court,  application  bv  the 
landlord  to  authorise  the  resumption  ol  the 
holding  or  part  thereof  by  him  for  some  puzpoee 
having  relation  to  the  good  of  the  holding  or  of 
the  estate,  shall  not  be  entertained  by  the  court, 
subject  nevertheless  to  the  provisiona  in  thii 
Act  contained  for  the  benefit  of  labourers  in 
respect  of  cottages,  gardens,  or  allotments.  Pro- 
vided also,  that  such  application  for  resumption 
may  be  entertained  by  the  court,  if  it  is  satined 
that  before  the  passing  of  this  Act  the  reversion 
expectant  on  the  determination  of  a  lease  of  the 
holding  ¥ras  purchased  by  the  landlord  or  his 
predecessors  in  title  with  a  view  of  letting  or 
otherwise  disposing  of  the  land  for  builcQng 
purposes  on  the  determination  of  such  lease,  iBd 
that  it  is  bon&  fide  required  by  him  for  swAl 
purpose.'*) 

He  remarked  that  he  could  discover  no 
reason  for  drawing  this  distinction  be- 
tween the  first  statutory  term  of  15 
years  and  a  subsequent  term. 

LoBD  CAELINGFOED  said,  he  could 
not  consent  to  the  Amendment.  The  GKh 
vernment  thought  it  of  ^reat  importance 
that  every  tenant  in  Irdand  should  feel 
that  he  had  it  in  his  power  to  obtain 
a  fixed  term  of  at  least  15  years,  not 
liable  to  the  chances  of  resumption  by 
the  landlord. 

The  Duke  of  AEGYLL  was  entire^ 
at  a  loss  to  understand  what  obisot  the 
Government  bad  in  patting  so  neafjr* 
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Moilty  nnon  laadlordB  as  that  proposed 
by  fke  ftrd  sub-aeotion  of  the  clause. 

In  Mabquess  of  SALISBUBY  re- 
Buoked,  that  tiie  object  of  the  Goyem- 
mant  was  to  show  &e  tenantry  of  Ire- 
Isiid  that  they  were  extremely  zealous 
in  nuniahing  the  Irish  landlord ;  and  the 
Sra  sub-sectiony  which  the  Goremment 
wished  to  retain,  was  an  example  of  their 
nal  in  that  direction. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBEIEUJEY  said,  the 
oljeotof  the  clause  was  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance in  the  estimation  of  uie  Oovem- 
meat.  Its  object  was  to  give  the  tenants 
of  Ireland  15  years'  rest;  and  if  the 
BoUe  Marquess  thought  that  a  laughing 
matter,  those  who  were  responsible  for 
{he  government  of  the  country  took  a 
different  view.  He  might  remind  the 
Oommittee  that  nearly  all  their  Lordships 
were  landlords.  They  miKht  not  agree 
with  many  of  the  tenants' ideas  on  the 
■abject — and  he  certainly  did  not  agree 
witih  them  all  — but  it  was  unrea- 
sonable to  think  that  because  their 
Lovdshipa  held  certain  yiews  that  thej 
were  to  dominate  entirely  over  the  opi- 
mons  of  all  who  were  concerned  in  a 
settlement  of  this  question.  He  warned 
their  Lordships  from  looking  at  the 
natter  in  sumi  a  light;  and  as  there 
was  an  obvious  reason  wh^  Ireland 
duynld  have  a  respite  from  disturbance 
lor  15  years,  he  hoped  their  Lordships 
wonld  not  resist  the  retention  of  the 
words  TOcqposed  to  be  omitted. 
The  fUsi.  of  ATKLTFj  supported  the 

Amendment.  

Ihb  Duks  of  ABGYLL  said,  he  quite 
mdeontood  the  object  of  tiiie  Govern- 
ment. But  the  unrest  of  Ireland  was 
net  doe  to  the  inequality  of  the  laws,  for 
die  Prime  Minister  himself  had  said  that 
the  laws  of  Ireland  were  more  favour- 
able to  the  tenant  than  those  of  any 
other  country.  The  unrest  was  caused 
by  the  false  doctrines  which  had  been 
prcaehed  in  Ireland,  and  which  had  been 
snoonnged  by  the  language  of  Minis- 
ton.  It  was  most  important  that  this 
pRfQege  ahonld  be  left  to  the  owners  of 
Hid  for  the  good  of  the  country.  He 
ioold  not  aopport  the  Amendment,  be- 
ttase  he  did  not  think  it  fair  and  just, 
sad  he  wanted  nothing  to  be  given  to 
fts  landlord  that  was  not  fair  and  just. 

Ibb  Hkww.  of  ANNESLET  asked,  how 
ifcwsa  pftirib^^  to  expect  to  obtain  a  re- 
i|itsftom  the  agitation  existing  in  Ire- 
baiilfh^y  nfliaed  suoh  an  AuMndment 


as  this,  which  would  prevent  landlords 
from  having  the  power  of  doing  good  to 
the  country  when  tiiey  wished  r 

Thx  lord  OHANOELLOB  said, 
that  he  would  be  exceedingly  glad  to 
believe  that  there  would  bo  a  respite  to 
agitation.  Nothing  would  be  more  grati- 
fying to  all  of  them,  and  it  was  simply  to 
bring  about  that  result  that  the  clause 
was  framed.  They  felt  that,  as  land- 
lords, it  was  necessary  that  they  should 
make  some  little  sacnfice  to  avoid  fric- 
tion as  far  as  possible.  They  therefore 
thought  it  well  to  postpone  for  a  time 
the  exorcise  of  those  privileges  of  the 
landlord,  which,  though  in  themselves 
reasonable,  might  cause  great  harm  if 
too  freely  exercised. 

Earl  FOBTESOUE  said,  that,  for  the 
first  time,  he  would  vote  with  the  Govern- 
ment. There  was  a  good  deal  in  the 
reasons  they  had  given ;  but  there  was 
no  justice  in  the  course  they  proposed  to 
teike.  He  was  afraid  that  the  Qovem- 
ment  were  too  hope^  in  thinking  that 
there  would  be  a  respite  of  agitation. 

On  question,  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  clause  ? 
Their  Lordships  <^«VtVl0i?; — Contents  77; 
Not-Contents  195  :  Majority  118. 
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Eenryyii.  {E,Ihmra9in 

and  Mount'Earl,) 
Lawrence,  L. 
Leigh,  L. 

Loftus,  L.    (if.  Efy.) 
iMtelton,  L. 
Mothaen,  L. 
Monck,  L.  {V,  Monck,) 
Monaon,  L.    [Teller.'] 
Monteagle  of  Brandon, 

L. 
O'Hagan,  L. 
Ponsonby,  L.  {E,  Best' 

horot/igh.) 
Ramsay,  L.    (E,  JDdl' 

houeie.) 
Bibblesdale,  L. 


Bosebery,  L.  {E,  EoU" 

hiry.) 
Sandhurst,  L. 
Sandys,  L. 
Save  and  Sele,  L. 
Sefton,  L.  {E.8efioH.) 
Skene,  L.    {E.  Fife^ 
Strafford,  L.    (T.  J^- 

feld.) 
Sudeley,  L. 
Soffield,  L. 
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Morton,  E. 
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Nelson,  E. 


Onslow,  E« 
Aberoom,  M.  (2>.  ^^-    Pembroke  and  Mont- 

eom,)  gom^v,  E. 

Abergavenny,  M.  Powis,  E. 

Bristol,  M.  Badnor,  E. 

Exeter,  M.  Ravensworth,  E. 

Hertford,  M.  Redesdale,  E. 

LansdownCyM.  [Teller.]    Romney,  E. 

Rosse,  fe. 


Salisbury,  M. 
Winchester,  M. 

AirHe,  E. 
Amherst,  E. 
Annesley,  E. 
Bandon,  E. 
Bathurst,  E. 
Beauchamp,  E. 
Belmore,  E. 
Bradford,  E. 
Brownlow,  E. 
Cadogan,  E, 
Cairns,  E. 
Oaledon,  E. 
Camperdown,  E. 
Carnarvon,  E. 
donmeU,  £. 
Coventry,  E. 
Denbigh,  E. 
Devon,  E. 

Donoaster,  E.  (2>.  Buc-    Ooueh,  V. 
eleueh    and    Qusent-'    Harounge,  Y. 


Roeslyn,  E. 
Somers,  E. 
Sondes,  E. 
Stanhope,  E. 
Strange,  E.  (i>.  Athol) 
Strathmore  and  Eling- 

hom,  E. 
Suffolk  and  Berkshire, 

E. 
Yerulam,  E. 
Waldegrave,  E. 
Winton,  E.  {E.  Eglin- 

ioun.) 
Zetland,  E. 

Clancarty,  V.  {E.  Clan* 

carty.) 
Combermere,  Y. 
Cranbrook,  V. 
Doneraile,  Y. 


berry.) 
Eldon,  £. 
EUeemere,  E. 
Feversham,  E. 
Gainsborough*  £. 
Haddington,  E. 
Hardwioke,E. 
HarewoodyE. 


Hawarden,  Y. 
Hereford,  Y. 
Hill,Y. 
Hood,  Y. 
Hutchinson,    Y. 
Donouahnwre.) 
Lifford,  Y. 
Melville,  Y. 


(E. 


Sherbrooke,  Y. 
Sidmouth,  Y. 
Templetown,  Y. 


St.  Albans,  L.  Bp. 

Abing^r,  L. 
Amherst,L.  ( V.Holmit» 

dale.) 
Annaly,  L. 
Ardilaun,  L; 
Arundell  of  Wardour, 

L. 
Ashford,  L.  (F.  Bury.) 
Aveland,  L. 
Balfour  of  Burleigh,  L. 
Bateman,  L. 
Beaumont,  L. 
Borthwick,  L. 
Botreaux,  L.  {E.  Lou^ 

doun.) 
Braboume,  L. 
Brancepeth,    L.     (V. 

Boyne,) 
Brodrick,  L.  ( V.  MidU* 

Urn.) 
Cary8fort,L.  (E.Carye" 

fort.) 
Castlemaine,  L. 
Chelmsford,  L. 
Clements,  L.    {E.  Lei' 

trim.) 
Clifton,L.  {E.Damley.) 
Clinton,  L. 
Cloncurry,  L. 
Colchester,  L. 
Colville  of  Culrofls,  L. 
Cottesloe,  L. 
Crofton,  L. 
De  Freyne,  L. 
De  L'lsle  and  Dudley, 

L. 
de  Ros,  L. 
Digby,  L. 
Dinevor,  L. 
Donington,  L. 
Dunsandle  and  Clan- 

conal,  L. 
Dunsany,  L. 
Ellenborough,  L. 
Elphinstone,  L. 
Foxford,  L.  {E,  Lime' 

rick.) 
Gage,  L.    ( V.  Gage.) 
GK)rmanston,  L.     (F. 

OermaneUm.) 
Grey  de  Raddiffe,  L. 
( r.  Orey  de  WilUm.) 
Harlech,  L. 
Hartismere,  L.  ( L.  Ben' 

niker.) 
Hatherton,  L. 
Hay,  L.  {K  Kinnoul.) 
Heytesbury^L. 
Howard  de  Walden,  L. 
Hylton,  L. 


Inchiquin,  L. 
Kenlis,L.    (M.  Head- 

fort.) 
Eer,  L.    (if.  Lothian.) 
Kintore,L.(  E.Kintore,) 
Leconfield,  L. 
Lovat,  L. 
Level  and  Holland,  L. 

(iS.  Eymont.) 
I^eden,  L. 
Meuiners,  L.  • 
Massy,  L. 
Monteagle,    L.     (JT. 

Sliyo^ 
Moore,  L.     (JT.  Drvf- 

heda.) 
Napier,  L. 
Norton,  L. 
O'Neill,  L. 
Oranmore  and  Browne^ 

1m 

Ormathwaite,  L. 
Ormonde,  L.    (if.  Or» 

monde.) 
Penrhyn,  L. 
Plunket,  L. 
Poltimore,  L. 
Raglan,  L. 
Ranfurly,  L.  (E,  Msm- 

furly.) 
Rayleigh,  L. 
Rodney,  L. 
Rowton,  L. 
Sackville,  L. 
Saltersford,    L.      {E. 

Courtoum.) 
Saltoun,  L. 
Scarsdale,  L. 
Shute,  L.  ( r.  Barrin§' 

Urn.) 
Stanley  of  Alderley,  L. 
Stewart  of  Garlies,  L. 

{E.  Galloway.) 
Stratheden  and  Camp« 

bell,L. 
Strathnaim,  L. 
Strathspey,  L.  {E,Seam 

field.) 
Sundiidge,  L.  (2>.  Ar* 

gyu.) 

Talbot  de  Malahide,  L. 
Templemore,  L. 
Tollemache,  L. 
Tredegar,  L. 
Trevor,  L. 
Tyrone,  L.  (Jf.  WmUr* 

ford.) 
Yentry,  L. 
Yemon,  L. 
Wentwortih,  L. 
Westbury,  L. 
Willoughby  de  Broke^ 

L. 
Wimbome,  L. 
Windsor,  L. 
Wynford,  L. 


The  Mabquess  of  SAUSBUBYsaid, 
that  the  Amendment  he  now  had  to 
move  was  complementaxy  to  one  whiofa 
had  been  already  accepted.  Its  object 
was  to  cany  foraer  tiie  ezoeption  lam 
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vith  regard  to  Engliah-mana^^  estates. 
By  the  Amendment  made  m  the  1st 
duBe,  it  was  decided  that  free  sale 
should  not  exist  npon  English-managed 
flitatesy  and  the  Amendment  which  he 
wts  now  aboat  to  propose  would  exempt 
nch  estates  from  application  to  the 
Gout  to  fix  a  judicial  rent.  It  was 
unnecessary  to  argue  at  length  in  favour 
of  this  exemption.  For  many  years  a 
peat  deal  of  money  had  been  expended 
u  brinsing  those  estates  up  to  the  level 
of  Knglish  estates,  and  unless  this  ex- 
ception was  made,  such  efforts  would  be 
disooaraffed.  He  begged  to  move  in 
iwe  9,  line  14,  to  leave  out  ("  may  if  it 
Sunk  fit ")  in  order  to  insert  («  shall  if 
the  landlord  so  requires.") 

LoBD  CAHLINQFOBD  said,  he  would 
be  willing  to  accept  the  Amendment  if 
tbe  noble  Marquess  would  consent  to 
zetain  the  words  with  regard  to  the  im- 
provements that  they  should  be  "  sub- 
tkaatially  maintained." 

The  Mabquess  of  8ALISBT7BY  said, 
that,  practically,  the  improvements  were 
msintained  by  the  landlord ;  but  if  the 
tsoant  occasionally  cleared  out  a  ditch, 
it  might  be  alleged  that  the  improve- 
Bsnts  were  not  substantially  maintained 
bj  the  landlord. 

The  £ael  of  KIMBERLET  said, 
Aat  the  word  *'  substantially  "  implied 
Aat  the  landlord  in  the  main  maintained 
the  improvements. 

The  Duke  of  ABQTLL  remarked, 
flat  in  Scotland  the  tenant  was  under 
the  obligation  to  maintain  the  improve- 
BMHitB,  subject  to  wear  and  tear.  What 
be  wanted  to  know  was  whether  the 
vootd  **  substantial "  was  put  in  to  give 
ease  to  the  Court  in  its  interpretation  of 
the  dansei  or  whether,  on  the  contraxy, 
it  was  intended  to  make  it  more  rigid  r 
Lord  LEOONFIELD  objected  to  the 
ua  of  the  word  ''  substantial,"  on  the 
ground  that  if  it  were  employed  the  ten- 
aat  might,  under  the  clause,  require  the 
Ividlord  to  carry  out  any  substantial 
npairs  which  were  rendered  necessary 
I    by  flie  neglect  of  the  former. 

r      Amendment  agr$^  to. 

I  IabdCABLINOFOBD  moved,  in  page 
ft  !,■&»  sub-section  (5.)  insert  as  a  sepa- 
^  nto  sab-seetion — 

^^     \f%^  Soljecfc  to  tdIm  made  under  this  Act, 
^a    IftlttDart  sad  tenant  of  any  present  tenancy 
^^j^tUi  Act  applies,  may,  at  any  time  if 
is  not  rajsot  to  a  statutory  term, 
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or  if  the  tenancy  is  subject  to  a  statutory  term, 
then  may,  during  the  last  twelvemonths  of  such 
term,  by  writing  under  their  hands,  agree  and 
declare  what  is  then  the  fair  rent  of  the  hold- 
ing; and  such  agreement  and  declaration  on 
bemg  tiled  in  court  in  the  prescribed  manner, 
shall  have  the  same  effect  and  consequences  in 
all  r€»pects  as  if  the  rent  so  agreed  on  were  a 
judicial  rent  fixed  by  the  court  under  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Act." 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  ex- 
pressed  approval  of  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

LoED  INCHIQUIN  moved  to  insert, 
in  page  9,  line  39,  after  the  word 
("term,")— 

(**  Provided,  that  nothing  in  this  section  shall 
apply  in  the  case  of  any  tenancy  in  a  holding 
the  rent  payable  in  respect  of  which  amounts 
to  or  exceeds  one  hundred  pounds.") 

The  Maequess  of  LANSDOWNE 
said,  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord 
was  one  of  the  greatest  importance,  and 
he  had  looked  forward  to  its  being 
pressed  in  their  Lordships'  House.  His 
mterest  in  it  was  the  greater  because  it 
was  moved  by  a  near  Eelative  of  his  in 
"another  place,"  where  it  received  a 
large  amount  of  independent  support. 
The  arraments  brought  forward  in  sup- 
port of  it  appeared  to  him  to  be  un- 
answerable. On  the  one  hand,  it  affected 
only  a  very  small  number  of  tenants, 
and  on  the  other  it  recognized  a  prin- 
ciple upon  which,  till  now,  they  had  al- 
ways insisted — the  principle  that  these 
larg^  tenants  were  men  perfectly  able 
to  protect  their  own  interests  and  not 
requiring  the  protection  of  exceptional 
legislation.  They  could  not,  however, 
consider  the  proposal  on  its  merits  alone. 
When  it  was  made  in  *' another  place" 
it  encoimtered  the  strenuous  opposition 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  who  founded  his 
opposition  on  the  statement  that  if  the 
Amendment  were  agreed  to,  and  these 
12,000  tenants  excepted  from  the  bene- 
fit of  this  clause,  there  would  remain  in 
Ireland  a  focus  round  which  the  discon- 
tent of  the  future  would  centre,  and 
which  would  prevent  the  Bill  from  hav- 
ing the  good  effect  which  he  anticipated 
for  it.  These  words  were,  no  doubt, 
weighed  by  the  Prime  Minister,  and  it 
was  their  Lordships'  duty  to  weigh 
them  also.  They  must  look  forward  to 
the  events  with  which  they  were  likely 
to  be  brought  face  to  face  during  the 
coming  winter.  He  could  see  no  rea- 
son for  anticipating  that  this  Bill  would 

[Fift  Night.'] 
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allay  tlie  agitation  now  prevalent  in 
Ireland.  Already  there  were  sinister 
indications  that  that  agitation  was 
likely  to  be  renewed  in  a  shape  not  less 
dangerous  than  that  which  it  had 
hitherto  assumed.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, what  would  happen  if  this 
Amendment  were  insisted  on?  The 
agitation  would  continue,  and  they 
would  be  told  that  it  was  attributable 
to  the  alteration  made  in  the  Bill  by 
their  Lordships.  They  had  already  had 
some  experience  of  the  manner  in  which 
tSe  House  of  Lords  **  mutilations"  had 
been  misrepresented,  and  they  might 
depend  upon  it  that  in  this  case  the  agi- 
tation would  be  justified  as  a  legitimate 
protest  against  their  Lordships  action. 
There  was  another  reason  which  in- 
duced him  to  think  that  this  Amendment 
might  be  dispensed  with.  They  had  al- 
ready inserted  in  the  Bill  provisions 
dealing  specially  with  holdings  which 
had  been  improved  by  the  landlords,  and 
in  a  later  part  of  the  measure  an  Amend- 
ment would  be  moved  dealing  with  the 
question  of  leases.  Both  of  these 
Amendments  would  principallv  affect 
the  larger  holders,  whom  the  noole  Lord 
wished  to  exclude.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  ventured  to  ask  his  noble 
Friend  whether  the  inconvenience  which 
might  arise  from  the  acceptance  of  his 
Amendment  might  not  outweigh  any 
advantages  to  be  derived  from  it  by  the 
landlords? 

The  Marquess  op  WATERFORD 
hoped  his  noble  Friend  would  withdraw 
his  Amend^nent.  If  the  line  were  to  be 
drawn  anywhere  it  ought  to  be  at  £20  ; 
but  it  was  the  larger  tenants  whoso 
number  it  was  desirable  to  increase,  and 
to  agree  to  the  Amendment  would  be  to 
discourage  men  from  taking  or  buying 
holdings  of  £100  in  value. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY 
said,  he  was  disposed  to  join  in  the  ap- 
peal made  to  the  noble  Lord.  If  the 
Amendment  were  inserted  the  tenants 
to  whom  it  applied  would  think  after 
the  language  of  the  Prime  Minister  that 
the  vote  of  the  House  was  specially 
levelled  against  them.  The  advantage 
to  the  landlords  would  be  very  slight, 
and  would  not  compensate  for  the  dis- 
content and  disaffection  which  it  would 
excite. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  heartily  con- 
curred in  what  had  been  said  against 
the  Amendment.    The  tenants  against 

Th  Matqueu  of  Zansdowno 


whom  it  was  directed  were  the  very  men 
whom  the  Government  wished  to  protect, 
for  they  were  the  tenants  who  were  most 
ready  to  make  their  own  improvements, 
and  the  effect  of  the  Amendment  would 
be  to  discourage  them  from  laying  out 
any  of  their  capital  on  their  holding^. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Conmiit- 
tee)  withdrawn. 

Lord  VENTRY  moved,  in  page  9, 
line  39,  after  C**  term  ")  insert— 

{"  Provided  that  if  tho  tenant  has  not  beforo 
the  expiration  of  the  statutory  term  paid  and 
satisfied  the  rent  payahle  during  the  same  a 
further  statutory  term  shall  not  commence,  and 
the  tenant  shall  hocomo  a  future  tenant.") 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  he  could 
not  accept  the  Amendment. 

The  Marquess  of  WATERFORD 
said,  he  hoped  the  Amendment  would 
not  be  pressed. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Commit- 
tee) withdrawn. 

House  resumed ;  and  to  be  again  in 
Committee  To-morrow. 


■     ECCLESIASTICAL  COURTS  REGULATIOK 

BILL   [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  an  Act  of  the  Parliament 
holden  in  the  Third  and  Fourth  Years  of  the 
reign  of  Uer  present  Majesty,  chapter  ninety- 
three — Was  presented  hy  The  Earl  Beaucuamp  ; 
read  1».     (No.  201.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

One  o'clock  a.m.,  till 
Four  o'dook. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  Ath  August,  1881. 


MINUTES.]  —  Select  Committee  —  M^^H — 

RaUways  [No.  374]. 
Supply — considered  in  Oommittee—AaMY  EiTi* 


MATE8. 


Resolutions  [August  3]  reported. 

Public  Bills — Second  Biding — Irish  Ghvich 
Act  Amendment  [235]  ;  Corrupt  Practieei 
(Suspension  of  Elections)  [238]  ;  Bxitidi 
Honduras  (Court  of  Appeal)  [283]  ;  Pedlait 
(Certificates)  [2841;  Uniirersitiee  (Sootfand) 
Kegistration  of  Parliamentary  Yotfin,  4bQ» 
[232]. 

Withdrawn — Poor  Relief  and  Audit  of  Aoconnti 
(Scotland)  {rC'Comm.)  *  [239] ;  Exemptioa 
from  Distress  11161 ;  Canal  Boats  Act  (1877) 
Amaidment*t^97j.  * 
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WITHDBA  WAL  OF  RESOL  TJTION. 


•  Q»» 


POUGE  SUPERAKNUATION  (GREAT 

BRITAIN). 

OoLosncL  ALEXANDER  said,  that 
dthoDsli  he  had  for  the  fourth  time 
Mcured  the  first  place  for  his  Motion  re- 
ipecting  Police  Superannuation,  he  did 
not  intend  to  bring  it  forward,  and  for 
two  reasons — first,  because  he  did  not 
liih  to  stand  in  the  way  of  the  G-ovem- 
noit  in  their  natural  desire  to  obtain 
8v^y,  especially  at  this  period  of  the 
jetr;  and,  secondly,  on  account  of  the 
snsToidable  absence  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Essex  (Sir  Henry  Selwin- 
Ibbetson),  who  presided  over  the  Select 
Ooimnittee  which  was  appointed  by  the 
kke  Ooyemment,  and  wno  was  anxious 
to  take  part  in  the  discussion.  He  re- 
netted  this  the  more  because  he  believed 
me  Home  Secretary  intended  to  accept 
the  principle  of  the  Motion ;  but  if  next 
Bemon  the  Government  did  not  deal 
with  the  subject  of  Police  Superannua- 
tion, both  in  England  and  Scotland,  he 
■boold  be  prepared  to  brins  forward  the 
Bssolution  of  which  he  had  already 
given  Notice. 

QUE&TIONB. 


BULGARIA— ARREST  OF  M.  ZANKOFF. 

Ms.  LABOnCHEBE  asked  the  Under 
Bscretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  has  received  any  confirma- 
tion of  the  statement  in  the  public 
joamals,  that  M.  Zancoff,  the  President 
of  tiie  late  Ministry  in  Bulgaria,  has 
been  arrested ;  and,  whether,  if  so,  he 
win  instruct  Her  Majesty's  Representa- 
tive in  that  country,  to  urge  that  M. 
Zanooff  be  secured  in  every  respect  the 
Oonatitational  and  le^  rights  assured 
to  him  by  the  Constitution  which  was 
adopted  by  Bulgaria  in  1878  with  the 
fionciixrence  of  lul  the  GFreat  Powers  ? 

See  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir, 
•eeoidinff  to  the  information  received 
\9  Mr.  liaacelles  from  the  Bulgarian 
"Mffa»^  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Mr.  Zan- 
hnK  ttsd  Mr.  Slaveikoff,  after  leaving 
held  meetings  at  various  places 


keppodtion  to  the  new  order  of  things ; 
aa  cm  their  arrival  at  Plevna,  which  is 
k  a  ilafte  of  riege,  the  authorities  placed 
wilder  anest,  and  infbrmed  them 


that  they  were  not  to  remain  in  the 
town.  On  their  expressing  a  wish  to 
proceed  to  Rustchuk,  they  were  set  at 
liberty  and  allowed  to  go  there. 

TOST    OFFICE  —  ^lETROrOLITAN 
LETTER-CARKIEKS. 

Mr.  SCnREIBER  asked  the  Post- 
master Qeneral,  Whether,  before  the  Post 
Office  Vote  is  taken,  he  will  arrange  to  re- 
ceive a  deputation  from  the  Metropolitan 
letter  carriers,  who  desire  to  be  heard 
by  him  in  support  of  the  statements 
contained  in  their  Petitions  of  the  26th 
April? 

Mr.  FAWCETT,  in  reply,  said,  that 
he  could  only  repeat  what  he  had  already 
stated  on  this  subject.  He  had  received 
numerous  Memorials  from  the  letter- 
carriers  in  various  parts  of  the  country, 
and  those  Memorials  were  now  being 
carefully  considered.  As  yet  he  had  not 
found  it  necessary  to  supplement  the 
statements  contained  in  them  by  personal 
interview ;  and  he  was,  therefore,  unable 
to  accede  to  the  request  of  the  hon. 
Member  that  he  would  receive  a  depu- 
tation. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION  —  THE  NEW 
ROYAL  WARRANT— PURCHASE  LIEU- 
TENANTS AND  CAPTAINS. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  If  he  would  explain 
why  a  purchase  lieutenant,  who  may 
possibly  have  invested  about  £800  in 
the  State,  is  not  allowed  some  recom- 
pense on  compulsory  retirement  for  the 
retention  of  that  sum,  while  a  purchase 
captain  with  (say)  £2,400  invested  in  the 
State  is  allowed  £100  a-year  for  life  for 
its  use  on  being  compulsorily  retired  ? 

Mr.  CHnJ)ER8  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet,  I  have 
to  say  that  the  cases  of  the  purchase 
captains  and  purchase  lieutenants  are 
altogether  different.  The  former,  who 
have  not  been  promoted,  wore  compen- 
sated by  the  Warrant  of  1877  for  the 
loss  of  their  over-regulation  money,  and 
now  will  receive  further  compensation  to 
the  extent  of  £50  a-year,  in  considera- 
tion of  their  compulsory  retirement  at 
42  instead  of  at  55.  The  purchase 
lieutenants  who  become  non-purchase 
captains  were  liable,  under  the  Warrant 
of  1877,  to  compulsory  retirement  at  40. 
They  are  benefited,  not  injured,  by  the 
Warrant  of  1881,  which  enables  non- 
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purchase  captains  to  obtain  half-pay  ma- 
jorities, and  ultimately  honorary  lieuten- 
ant-colonelcies. Of  the  £800  mentioned 
in  the  Question,  only  £100  was  over- 
regulation  money,  and  this,  in  1877,  was 
considered  to  be  fully  met  by  the  pro- 
motion given  to  the  officer.  Under 
these  circumstances,  it  is  manifest  that 
I  should  not  be  justified  in  disturbing 
the  settlement  of  1877  as  to  these 
officers. 

INDIA— LAW  AND  JUSTICE— CASE  OP 
JADHAVRAI  HARISHANKAR. 

Sib  DAVID  WEDDERBURN  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  directed  to 
the  Petition  of  Jadhavrai  Harishankar, 
now  a  prisoner  in  Tanna  Gaol,  praying 
for  a  new  trial,  or  for  the  revision  of  his 
case  by  an  independent  judge ;  whether 
the  principal  witness  against  Jadhavrai 
has  oeen  subsequently  tried  and  con- 
victed, and,  in  the  course  of  this  sub- 
sei^uent  trial,  certain  missing  documents 
rehed  upon  by  Jadhavrai  to  prove  his 
innocence,  were  actually  produced ;  whe- 
ther the  Judge  and  Sessions  Judge  of 
Tanna  reported  to  the  Bombay  Govern- 
ment in  favour  of  a  review  of  Jadhavrai's 
case  by  an  independent  judge  ;  and, 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  the  reasons  assigned  by  the  Bom- 
bay Government  for  refusing  to  grant 
the  petition  for  a  new  trial  or  a  revision 
of  this  case  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Sir,  my  attention  has  not  been  previously 
directed  to  the  Petition  referred  to.  It 
appears,  however,  from  the  political  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Bombay  Government 
that  Jadhavrai  Harishankar,  a  prisoner 
under  sentence  for  forgery,  has  su  omitted 
to  that  Government  two  Petitions,  in 
which  he  has  alleged  that  fresh  evidence 
has  been  discovered  which  went  to  estab- 
lish his  innocence,  and  he  prayed  to  be 
released.  It  appears  that  Mr.  Oo^hlan, 
the  Sessions  Judge  of  Tanna,  did  re- 
present to  Government  ''  as  an  official 
visitor  of  the  gaol,"  that  the  case  of  the 
prisoner  Jadhavrai  Harishankar  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  one  which  deserved 
consideration.  Several  Reports  have 
been  made  on  the  case  by  the  two  ju- 
dicial officers,  Mr.  Candpr,  who  had  tried 
and  sentenced  the  prisoner,  and  Mr. 
Aston,  who  had  tried  and  sentenced  one 
of  the  witnesiBes  against  the  prisoner, 
and  by  the  political  officer  at  Kattiawar. 

J^r.  ChUderi 


The  Bombay  Government  resolved,  oa 
both  occasions,  stating  no  reason,  "  not 
to  interfere  with  the  sentence  appealed 
against."  The  Government  of  Bombay 
appear  to  have  acted  entirely  within  the 
limits  of  their  authority,  and,  no  doubt, 
on  legal  advice.  There  was  no  obliga- 
tion on  them  to  state  the  reasons  for 
their  decision,  and  it  would  have  beea 
unusual  for  them  to  have  done  so.  As 
at  present  advised,  I  do  not  see  that 
there  is  on  the  face  of  these  proceedings 
any  ground  for  calling  for  further  expla- 
nation from  the  Government  of  Bombay. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION— THE  NKW 
ROYAL  WARRANT,  SEC.  66. 

Sib  ALEXANDER  GORDON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther it  is  the  case  (as  has  been  stated) 
that,  by  Article  66,  of  Section  1,  Part 
1,  of  the  new  Army  Warrant,  command- 
ing officers  of  battalions  of  Infantry 
will  be  unable  to  exchange  with  other 
commanding  officers  (as  hitherto  allowed 
when  such  exchanges  were  approved  by 
the  Commander  in  Chief)  without  losing 
their  position  as  commanding  officersp 
and  becoming  subordinate  officers  under 
the  command  of  the  newly  created 
second  lieutenant  colonels;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  alter  the  Warrant  so  as  to 
rectify  sogreat  an  injustice? 

AIb.  CKILDERS  :  Yes,  Sir  ;  my  hon, 
and  gallant  Friend  has  rightly  inter- 
preted the  New  Warrant ;  but  I  hare 
no  intention  to  amend  it  in  the  way  be 
suggests.  We  deprecate,  on  the  score 
of  efficiency,  exchanges  between  liea- 
tenant  colonels  commanding  battalions 
of  different  regiments,  and  I  haye  no 
wish  to  make  such  exchanges  more  easy. 

UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA  — BB- 
PORTS  OP  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE. 

Mb.  R.  H.  PAGET,  who  had  the  fol- 
lowing Question  on  the  Paper: — 

**  To  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  te 
Foreign  Affairs,  If  he  will  endeavour  to  axrangs 
for  the  tranflmiadon,  each  month,  as  soon  as 
published,  of  the  Repcnrta  issued  by  the  Agii* 
cultural  Department  of  the  United  States  at 
Washington ;  and,  if  he  will  place  a  Copy  ia^ 
the  Library  of  the  House  of  Commons,  sad 
send  a  Copy  to  the  Cental  Chamber  of  AgrU 
culture,  wiui  a  view  of  securing  the  oiroolauoa 
of  the  information  to  all  interested  in  agiioal- 
tureP»' 

said,  that  in  oonsequenoe  of  a  priTate 
oomxnunioation  received  from  the  UnditfK 
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BeenteiT  of  State  Ibr  Foreign  AflBun, 
in  wlaoa  he  thanked  the  hon.  Oentle- 
aan,  it  would  not  be  neoeasaiy  for  him 
to  jmt  the  Qveetion. 

fin  CHABLES  W.  DILEE  said, 
ftai  iiutraetionB  to  the  effeot  stated  in 
Ae  Question  had  now  been  despatched 
to  Her  Majesty's  CJuargi  ^  AffaWe%  at 
Washington. 

ARMT— BARRACK  SERGEANTS. 

Mr.  S  .H.    PAOET  asked  the  Se- 

SMkuy  of  State  for  War,  Whether  he 

will  a¥ftil  himself  of  the  present  oppor- 

tanity,  when  the  position  of  Non-Com- 

aisaioned  Officers  in  the  Army  is  being 

Mtamlly  improred,  to  review  the  oon- 

fijtiona  of  service  of  Barrack  Sergeants ; 

aad,  whether  in  view  of  the  onerous 

^id  highly  responsible  duties  performed 

W  Bazraok    Sergeants,   when  in   sole 

shaige  of  stations  and  stores,  he  will  be 

(Bod  enough  to  consider  the  advisability 

if  hnproTing  their  position,  as  to  pay 

nd  pension  ? 

Ma.   CHIUDEBS:    No,   Sir;   I  am 

lot  prepared,  so  long  as  barrack  ser- 

BHats  are  chosen  from  pensioners,  to 

Timtwrff  their  emoluments;   but  I  am 

lot  qoito  satisfied  that  the  present  sys- 

Im  js  a  good  one,  and  that  it  would 

lot  be  better  to  select  barrack  sergeants 

men  still  in  their  Army  engage- 

which  might  possibly    be   ex- 

I  will  look  into  the  question 

the  Antomn. 


nOTEOnOK  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
FKRTT  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— 
1IEB8B&  M'DONOUGH  AND  FINN, 
FBIBONEBS  UNDER  THE  ACT. 

Ka.  D.  O'(X)N0B  asked  the  Chief 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant    of 
,'  Whether  he  has  farther  con- 
.^  the  case  of  Messrs.  M'Donough 
Fnm  who  have  been  arrested  under 
Ooeroion   Act  at  Gurteen,   county 
;  and,  whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that 
is  a  man  of  weak  intelleot,  and  not 
ttd|f  to  be  the  leader  of  any  conspiracy 
Law  and  order? 
W.  R  FOBSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
ha  had  careftilly  considered  the 
of  flie  two  men,  and  he  did  not 
it  wonld  be  consistent  with  the 
of  the  connty  to  release  them  at 
"MmiL    Their  cases,  however,  should 
W  MmfidlT  reconsidered  at  the  end  of 
ins  lasiwiaf    He  understood  that  al- 


though Finn  suffered  occasionally  from 
an  attack  of  sunstroke,  that  was  only 
occasional,  and  did  not  affect  him  to  any 
very  serious  extent. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— UNION 
RATING. 

Colonel  OOLTHURST  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  will  consider 
the  possibility  of  introducing  next  Ses- 
sion a  Bill  to  Assimilate  the  Law  of 
Union  Rating  in  Ireland  to  that  prevail- 
ing in  England  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  considered  that  the  argument  was 
strongly  in  favour  of  the  assimilation 
of  the  law  of  union  rating  in  the  two 
countries ;  but  he  was  awaro  that  there 
would  be  a  good  deal  of  opposition  to 
such  a  measure  in  Ireland.  He  should 
be  disposed,  however,  to  consider  very 
carefully  the  possibility  of  carrying  it 
into  effect;  but  he  could  not  pledge 
himself  that  a  Bill  on  the  subject  would 
be  brought  in  next  Session. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  not  aware  that  the 
opposition  to  the  proposal  came  from 
the  landlords  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  was 
not  aware  of  that.  He  repeated  that, 
in  his  own  opinion,  there  were  strong 
arguments  in  its  favour. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— OUT-DOOR 

RELIEF. 

Colonel  COLTHURST  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  he  will  cause  an  inquiry 
to  be  made  into  the  exclusion  of  certain 
non- able-bodied  classes  from  outdoor 
relief  in  Ireland,  the  same  classes  being 
entitled  to  it  in  England  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  would  certainly  ascertain  the 
precise  position  of  this  matter ;  but  he 
was  not  quite  sure  that  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  was  not  under  some  mis- 
apprehension. The  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians had  considerable  power  in  this 
case.  Section  1  of  the  Poor  Law  (Ire- 
land) Act  provided — 

"  That  Guardians  of  the  poor  of  every  union 
in  Ireland  sliall  make  provision  for  the  due  relief 
of  all  such  destitute  poor  persons  as  are  found 
to  he  disabled  from  labour  by  reason  of  old  age, 
infirmity,  or  bodily  or  mental  defect,  and  of 
such  destitute  poor  persons  as  may  be  disabled 
from  labour  by  reason  of  severe  sickness  or 
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aerioui  uoident,  and  who  ue  tliembj  depriTod 
of  the  poirer  of  eunini;  a  subiistence  for  thcm- 
mIvu  and  thsir  families,  aod  of  poor  vidowa 
having  two  or  mora  legitimate  children  de- 
pendent upon  them  ;  and  it  shall  be  lawful  to 
the  QuardianH  to  relievo  Buch  poor  poreons  in 
or  out  of  the  workhouae  as  to  tbem  ma^T  seem 
fltting.'' 


BTATE  OF  IRELAND  — DISTURBANCE 
AT  NEW  ItOSa. 

Mk.  REDMOND  aeked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whethar  hie  atten- 
tion hEis  been  called  to  an  outrage  com- 
mitted by  soldiers  in  New  Boss  on  Fri- 
day the  'Had  instant,  the  circumstances 
of  wbiofa  are  reported  as  follows  in  the 
"Wexford  People"  of  the  27th  in- 
stant:— 

"  Shortly  after  eleven  o'cloelton  Fridajnight 
last,  Edward  JIurphy,  who  ia  employ^  aa  a 
driver  by  Hr.  Kccly,  of  Crow  Lane,  New  Boaa, 
was  returning  home  from  Kilkpnny,  where  ho 
had  been  in  the  discharpfo  of  his  duties.  He 
had  reached  the  locality  known  aa  Sugarhouie 
Ijftno,  when  he  waa  met  by  a  crowd  of  drunken 
soldiers.  One  of  the  number,  who  has  the 
privilege  of  going  out  in  plain  clothea,  and 
who  is  mid  to  bo  nn  officer's  servant,  jumped  up 
on  tho  ear  upon  which  Murphy  aat  and  de- 
manded to  be  driven  to  tho  barrack,  llurphy 
refused,  when  the  soldier  struck  him  with  all 
his  might,  felling  him  to  the  earth.  Several 
others  of  tho  party  immediately  sot  upon  the 
unfortanato  man,  whom  they  beat  and  kicked 
in  the  mont  savage  manner.  JIurphy  was  un- 
able to  defend  himself,  and  lay  entirely  at  the 
mercy  of  hia  asaailRnts,  who,  when  they  ren- 
dered thrtr  victim  insensible,  went  to  amuse 
thcmsolves  with  the  horse  and  car.  Slarphy'a 
cries  for  HNsistitnce  having  liecn  heard  in  tho 
meantime,  his  wife  and  some  noighboure  soon 
arrived  and  conveyed  the  wounded  man  to  hia 
residence.  At  present  he  is  in  rather  a  critical 
condition,  his  head  and  shoulders  being  a  mass 
of  wounds  ^ ' ' 

whother  the  foregoing  report  is  sub- 
atantially  accurate ;  and,  if  so,  what 
steps  he  has  taken  to  insure  the  punish- 
ment of  the  perpetrators  of  this  outrage 
and  to  protect  the  inhabitants  from  a 
repetition  of  8u:;h  scenes  ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  continual  complaints  have 
been  made  of  the  conduct  of  these  sol- 
diers since  they  have  been  stationed 
at  New  lioss ;  and,  whether  he  will  in- 
form the  House  of  the  grounds  upon 
which  the  Gorernment  deem  it  neces- 
sary to  maintain  a  militarj  force  in  the 
town? 

Mr.  W.  M.  ForOtr 


:iatU 


arjcts 


StaU  of  TrtUnd—  [C01IV0N8)     Sitturhiiut  at  ITom  Buti.    8SS       yi^ 

Mx.   0HILDEB8  :  No,   Sir  ;  I    ub      ^^ 
satisGed  that  the  report  in  7%«  Wnffiri      j-^^x. 
PtopU  quoted  by  the  hon.   Uembor  if      ^jc= 
greatly  exaggerated.     I  find  that  a  aar^      ,  j 
geant,  two  corporals,  and  a  prirate,  ill      -^^. 

of  whom  were  sober,  were  returning  49     ^ 

barracks  on  the  evening  of  the  22Da  of 
July,  when  the  private  alipped  and  hnzt 
his  knee.  They  hailed  a  pasmag  otr, 
and  the  carman  at  first  offered  to  toko 
them  to  barracks,  but,  being  in  liquor, 
he  afterwords  refused,  although  the  far* 
was  tendered,  pushed  two  of  them  off  ,^**^ 
the  car,  and  struck  them  across  their  '*'^'»~ 
faces  with  his  whip.  A  scuffle  ensued,  "*•* 
and  he  was  knocked  down,  but  very  .^.'X3 
slightly  injured.  The  matter  was  settled  -^.^ 
between  the  soldiers  and  the  carman,  '~ 
who,  at  first,  complained  at  the  barracks, 
but  afterwards  declined  to  pursue  hia  \ 
complaint.  I  am  also  satisfied  that  con-  > 
tinual  complaints  are  not  made  against  f^aum 
the  soldiers  at  New  Boss,  vhoae  conduct  **^ 
is  exemplary.  They  have  on  several  00-  ^ 
casions  been  pelted  with  stones,  but  hav*  y '  V==* 
never  retaliated.  Inanswerto  thethirdf**^ 
Question,  I  have  to  aaythtt  troops  ware -y^-^ 
sent  to  New  Boss  on  the  recommenda- ,¥■  ^^ 
tion  of  the  magistrates.  h     ^= 

Ms.  BEDMOND  said,  that,  in  con-  j^^B 
sequence  of  the  reply  which  had  just  ,< 
been  given  to  his  Ctuesticn,  and  whicb  JMi^M 
was  at  variance  with  the    details  sup-  "ii       ^ 
plied  to  him  from  information  the  cre£-  *i        — 
bility  of  which  he  could  not  for  a  moment  ^^^^ 
question,  he  thoaghtit  hia  duty  to  make  '*.^^^ 
two  or  three  observations,  and,  in  ordw  ^^^^ 
to  enable  him  to  do  that,  he  would  con-  )" — "^ 
dude  with  a  Motion,      t"  Oh,   oh!"J  t^^ 
He  was  not  surprised  to  find  that  some  "tm     ~~ 
hon.  Members  were  impatient  to  hear  t 
that  he  proposed  to  do  bo;  but  he  offered 
no  apology  for  taking  this  course.     T6« 
exceptional  and  unconstitutional  mamm 
in  which    government  in    Ireland  wi| 
being  earned  on  at   present,  not  oniS 
warranted,  but  seemed  to  him  to  demaa^^ 
the  strictest  investigation  and  the  ntuvcv^^^^ 
vigilance  from  the  Irish  Members,  liy^^ 
ing  the  prolonged  discuasionB  which.  Vi^^i' 
taken  place  on  the  Land  Bill  they  oj^  ^^ 
Irish  Benches  sat  in  patience  and.     ^  **,* 
cence,  while  events  hod  been  hap^k^.^^'*" 
which,  under  other  ciroumctances,    <^^  ^^ 
certainly  have  cslled  for  (he  P'^^^"«:x:v-^t*!^  "*■ 
interference    on  their    iwrt;   bvx^    ,^ 
Bill  having  been  taken  from  tli^    Tl  m 
of  Commons,  thoy  though!  it  to    "y^    ^^ 
imperative  duty  to  draw  ^^*^*i,tJoni 
things  which  were  beint;  datx^         ' 
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BUM  of  l«w  knd  Older.  With  regard 
ts  fliia  ontawge  ia  New  Bou,  he  oould 
riate  delibemt^jr  that  this  was  not  an 
it  waa  one  of  manj  in- 
I  fit  Hub  oondnot  which  had  dia- 
1  these  troopa  while  they  had  been 
1  in  New  Boh.  In  Uie  present 
of  feelinr  io  Irelana,  and 
J  in  a  place  like  New  Boss,  this 

a  a  matter  of  varj  grare  importance. 

It  waa  not  alone  that  the  people  looked 

Upon  their  presence  there  as  an  absolnte 

iMnlt  to  them.    It  was  not  alone  that 

Aeir  feelings  were  continually  outraged 

bj  the  presence   and   conduct  of   the 

tmopa  ;  oat  actnally  the  peace  and  good 

■amef^thetownwereimperilled  by  their 

•onduct  and  presence.    He  held  in  his 

hand  letters  which  he  had  received  from 

iMUUiitaliln  men — from   men  who  were 

.  abmately  concerned  in  maintaining  the 

Mblio  peace  and  order  of  New  Boss — 

.  nm    clerKymen,  from   gentlemen  who 

I  Md  offloes  of  public  responsbility  and 

1  tast,  and  erety  one  of  these  men  in- 

E  iMiDed  him  that  the  presence  of  these 

tnope  in  New  Boss  was  not  only  a  source 

tt  anxiety  to  them,  but  was  a  constant 

■nrce  of  irritation  to  the  people.    Last 

i  Vabmai;  he  had  occasion  to  ask  the 

Oati  Secretary  for  Ireland  if  he  would 

'  '  I  upon  whose  representation  these 

I  were  eent  to  New  Boas,  and  of 

letherighthoD.  Gentleman  refused  to 

oae  tiifl  names  ofthe  individuals  who 

"nasonablysuepected"  the  locality; 

I  litharHr.  Beyond)  happened  to  know 
\  fWiMrflimc  about  the  cimunstanoes  un- 
I  tm  whicfi^  these  troops  were  sent  there. 
1  Be  h^pened  to  know  that  a  memorial 
I  ns  got  op  in  New  Boss  which  pretended 
1  to  ipeak  on  behalf  of  the  people  of  New 
IsM.  He  had  reason  to  snow  that 
^  waa  of  the  local  magistrates  actually 
n^naed  to  sign  this  memorial,  and  that 
»Sfcnitelj  it  only  received  the  signature 
"i  a  ie¥  indiviJiials  in  no  sense  repre- 
*Uiti?e  men,  every  one  of  whom  was 
\  ^^^  inlmested  in  creating  a  state  of 
tf^j^  ff^P  vluch  would  warrant  coercion, 
fihrf  jB  ™  Bom  was  absolutely  peaceful  at 
J^iJ^^^  J*^;Iwit  it  was  absolutely  essential 
*w^^B  —''''  McuBe  for  coercion  should  be 
I  ^w<iad,  and  consequently  this  demand 
Lfi  "•**  for  military  protection.  He 
C*' »o  hesitation  iu  saying,  from  his 
^^j^onal  knowledge,  and  the  in- 
St*  "yplied  to  him  from  respon- 
**i  that  theoQ  troops  since  they 
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bad  been  sent  to  New  Boss  had  been 
the  perpetrators  of  outrages  which  had 
more  than  once  almost  led  to  serious  col- 
lision and  conflict  with  the  people.  He 
had  received  a  letter  from  the  Chairman 
of  the  New  Boss  Town  Commissianers, 
who  stated  that  there  was  no  doubt  that 
the  soldiers  were  concerned  in  a  very 
brutal  and  cowardly  attack  upon  poor 
Murphy,  a  most  inoffensive  man.  They 
attacked  him  without  the  least  shadow 
of  reason,  beat  him,  dragged  him,  and 
kicked  him  off  the  car,  made  his  head 
one  mass  of  bruises,  inflicted  several 
wounds  upon  him,  and  then  drove  off. 
The  fact  that  the  aoldiera  paid  £5  to 
hush  the  matter  up  formed  a  strong  case 
against  them.  Murphy  would  not  accept 
the  money,  but  his  employer  induced 
him  to  do  so,  as  if  he  took  further  pro- 
ceedings it  might  injure  the  employer  in 
certain  quarters.  More  than  one  of  the 
attacking  parties  were  sergeants  or  cor- 
porals. He  (Mr.  Redmond)  would  re- 
commend the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, if  he  wanted  "  dissolute  ruflians," 
to  go  to  the  men  who  perpetrated  such 
outrages  as  these,  and  leave  alone  the 

Eeaceable  respectable  men  upon  whom 
e  was  now  laying  hand  in  Ireland. 
He  sincerely  hoped  that  the  announce- 
ment that  appeared  in  that  day's  papers 
that  the  right  hon.  Oeutleman  intended 
to  give  up  the  reins  of  government  in 
Ireland  would  turn  out  to  be  true.  The 
Chairman  of  the  New  Boss  Commis- 
sioners further  stated  that— 

"Tho  conduct  of  the«e  goldiern  had  given 
macli  fl-iiiLOyaDco,  and  causod  much  offence  to 
the  people.  They  were  not  required  fo  establish 
law  and  order;  but  they  irritated  public  feel- 
ing', and  increaaed  the  diasatisfaction  of  the 
population  generally  with  Ilritish  insUtutiona." 

He  had  another  letter  from  a  well-known 
and  esteemed  clergyman,  stating  that 
the  facts  set  forth  in  his  Question  wore 
euhstantially  correct,  and  adding  that 
Murphy,  who  was  one  of  the  most  in- 
offensive of  mortals,  was  brutally  beaten 
by  the  soldiers  out  of  mere  drunken 
wantonness.  In  another  portion  of  the 
letter  the  rev.  gentleman  stated  that  be- 
fore Murphy  came  up  that  jiight  the  sol- 
diers were  engaged  somewhere  near  or 
outside  the  cliapel,  mimicking  the  con- 
fessional, one  representing  the  priest, 
and  another  representing  a  girl  supposed 
to  be  confessing  to  him.  He  need  not 
say  that  an  outrage  more  insulting  to 
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held  for  Iriah  opinion.  In  his  opinion, 
the  best  way  was  for  the  people  to  make 
appeals  direct  to  their  Members  of  Par- 
liament, who  could  bring  the  subject 
before  the  House. 

Mb.  LEAMT  said,  he  thought  it  was 
hardly  to  bo  wondered  that  so  many 
complaints  were  made  about  the  sol- 
diers in  Ireland,  when  it  was  borne 
in  mind  that  wherever  a  case  was 
brought  against  a  soldier  it  was  gone- 
rally  dismissed  by  the  magistrate.  About 
six  weeks  ago,  a  tradesman  and  his  wife 
and  sister  were  walking  through  the 
streets  of  Dublin,  when  they  were  met 
by  a  couple  of  soldiers.  One  of  the 
soldiers  used  some  infamous  language 
towards  the  women.  The  tradesman 
turned  round  and  asked  what  he  meant. 
The  answer  he  got  was  a  blow  with  a 
stick.  He  prosecuted  the  soldier.  Four 
witnesses  proved  the  case ;  the  soldier, 
however,  denied  it.  An  officer  came  for- 
ward and  gave  him  a  good  character, 
and  the  magistrate  dismissed  the  charge, 
notwithstanding  all  the  witnesses  who 
proved  the  assault.  The  very  next  case 
on  the  list,  before  the  same  magistrate, 
was  one  in  which  a  labourer  was 
charged  with  assaulting  a  soldier.  The 
labourer  denied  the  charge;  but  the 
magistrate  held  it  was  proved,  and  he 
passed  sentence  of  seven  weeks'  hard 
labour.  The  course  that  was  being  pur- 
sued now  by  the  soldiery  in  Weuord 
was  very  similar  to  that  pursued  by  the 
soldiery  sent  there  by  Oastlereaffh  to 
precipitate  the  rebellion.  The  soldiers 
insulted  the  priests  and  their  religion, 
until  at  length  the  men  of  Wexford  rose 
to  arms  and  made  such  a  splendid  re- 
sistance, that  the  name  of  Wexford  has 
become  an  inspiration  and  a  hope.  If, 
at  the  time,  every  county  in  Ireland  had 
done  as  well  as  Wexford,  his  hon. 
Friend  would  not  have  been  under  the 
necessity  of  coming  here  and  asking 
foreigners  to  redress  outrages  done  to 
the  people  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  OHILDEES  said,  he  wished  to 
explain  that  he  had  not  said  anything 
about  the  payment  of  £5  as  compensation 
in  his  reply,  because  nothing  had  been 
said  about  it  in  the  Question.  What  he 
said  was  that  the  carman  had  settled 
with  the  soldiers. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  said,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  practice  of  moving  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  was  the  only  safe- 
guard which  the  Irish  Members  had  that 

Mr.  ffDonnell 


any  attention  would  be  paid  by  the 
Treasury  Bench  to  their  applications. 
Mischief  was  likely  to  arise  wnen  soldiers 
were  placed  in  a  position  where  they 
were  not  required,  and  when  they  acted 
the  part  of  a  riotous  mob  in  a  peaceable 
town,  the  charges  made  against  them  for 
their  misconduct  ought  not  to  be  allowed 
to  be  withdrawn  simply  because  a  par- 
ticular complainant  might  not  choose  to 
appear. 

Mb.  REDMOND  said,  he  would  have 
thought  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
knew  sufficient  of  the  incorrigible  cha- 
racter of  the  Irish  Members  to  prevent 
his  taking  up  the  time  of  the  House  by 
addressing  lectures  to  them.  As  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  promised 
to  re-investigate  that  case,  he  would  cer- 
tainly press  his  Motion  to  a  division. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: 
191:  Majority  180.- 
352.) 


— ^Ayes  11 ;  Noes 
-(Div.  list,  No. 


ENDOWED  SCHOOLS   COMMISSIONERS 
—CHRIST'S  HOSPITAL. 

Mb.  BETOE  asked  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council,  Whether  he  will  state 
what  is  the  present  position  of  the  scheme 
for  the  future  management  of  Ohrist's 
Hospital  which  the  Endowed  Schools 
Oommissioners  have  been  oooupied  in 
framing;  and,  when  it  is  likely  to  be  laid 
before  I^arliament  ? 

Mb.  MXJNDELL  a  :  Sir,  I  have  caused 
inquiry  to  be  made  of  the  Charity  Gouoi- 
missioners  as  to  the  position  and  pros- 
pects of  the  Christ's  Hospital  sohemoi 
and  I  have  received  the  following  an- 
swer : — 

**  The  draft  soheme  spared  by  the  Charity 
CommisBionerB  for  Chnst  a  ^Hospital  was  pub- 
lished laat  Aagust,  and  the  Governors  and  otnen 
were  allowed  antil  the  diet  of  December  to 
Btate  their  objections  and  suggestions.  The  ob* 
jections  and  suggestions  received  are  very  nume- 
rous and  weighty,  and  in  respect  to  some  of  ths 
points  raised  further  investigations  are  requisita 
and  are  in  progress.  It  is  impossible  at  preaent 
to  say  when  the  Commissioners  will  be  in  a 
position  to  submit  the  scheme  to  the  Education 
Department." 

Mb.  CAINE  asked  whether  the  Yioe 
President  of  the  Council  was  aware  that 
the  Governing  Body  of  Christ's  Hospital 
insisted  upon  the  production  of  a  cer- 
tificate of  baptism  before  admission  to 
the  benefits  of  the  foundation,  therebj 
excluding  members  of  the  Sodety  it 
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Fiiflndi,  Baptists,  and  oihen;  and 
wlifltlier,  in  framing  a  new  scheme,  he 
wold  sappress  sooh  an  aggressive  and 
VBJnsfc  prohibition?  Such  a  case  had 
hsmaned  that  day  with  regard  to  the 
child  of  a  Bmtist. 

Ma.  ICUNDELLA,  in  reply,  said,  he 
was  not  aware  tiiat  such  a  provision 
siisted ;  bnt  when  the  scheme  came  into 
the  hands  of  tiie  Education  Department 
he^ehoald  be  ready  to  omit  any  inequality 
of  that  description. 


ABirr— FBOMOnON  BT  SELECTION. 

The  Eabl  of  BECfriVE  asked  the 
Seeretazy  of  State  for  War,  Whether, 
owing  to  the  promotion  on  the  let  July 
1881  of  a  Migor  from  the  half-nay  list 
to  the  rank  of  Lieutenant  Colonel  in  the 
6th  Dragoon  Ghiards,  the  senior  Major 
of  that  Kegiment  has  been  superseaed 
by  thirty  Majors  of  Oavalry  and  one 
hmidred  and  forty-nine  Majors  of  In- 
bntry ;  and,  if  so,  if  he  will  explain  the 
reason? 

Mb.  OHTTiPEBS  :  Sir,  Igather  £rom 
Ae  Question  of  the  noble  I^rd  that  he 
eonsiders  that  the  senior  major  of  a 
rj^giment  is  entitied  to  be  promoted  to  a 
Heutenant-oolonel's  vacancy.  That,  no 
doubt,  is  a  common  practice ;  but  since 
Lrad  Oardwell's  declarations  in  Feb- 
naiy,  March,  and  June,  1871,  to  the 
dbct  that  while  promotion  in  the  lower 
regimental  ranks  would  generally  be  by 
seniority,  those  to  the  hieher  ranks 
would  be  generally  by  selection,  the 
Bojal  Warrants  have  made  it  quite  dear 
Aat  no  officer  has  a  right  to  consider 
Aat  he  bas  a  daim  to  this  promotion, 
and  the  reeponsibiLity  is  thrown  on  the 
Gomniander-in-Chie£s,  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary  of  State,  to  select  lieu- 
tenant-colonels. In  the  present  case,  the 
Duke  of  Cambridge  proposed,  and  I  ap- 
proved the  ezerdse  of  this  responsibility ; 
and  it  would  evidentiy  establish  a  had 
noedent  if  I  gave  the  reasons  for  taking 
fids  coarse. 

PfiOTEcnoy  OF  pebson  and  PRO- 

FEBTY(IB£IiAND)  ACT,  1881— GEORGE 
PAarZEBSON,  A  PRISONER  UNDER  THE 
ACT. 
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HEALY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
Blate  fixr  War,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  paragraph  headed 
"A.  Bomofe^B  Career,*^  intiie  ''  Leinster 
*^^"  ef  liie  16thTuly, in  giving  an 


account  of  the  career  of  Mr.  Oeorge 
Patterson,  of  Edenderry,  a  veteran 
soldier;  and,  if  ho  has  ascertained  of 
what  offence  this  old  soldier,  who  has 
served  in  several  campaigns  and  shed  his 
blood  for  the  Queen  is  suspected  ? 

Mb.  GHILDEES  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that  I  have 
obtained  a  copy  of  the  paragraph  in 
question,  from  which  I  gather  mat  a 
Mr.  Oeorge  Patterson  had  been  arrested 
under  the  Act  of  this  Session,  and  that 
he  is  stated  to  have  enlisted  in  the  Army 
41  years  ag^,  and  since  his  dischaxge  to 
have  been  until  lately  living  inNewl^u^ 
Wales.  I  find  that  a  private  of  that 
name  was  discharged  in  1853,  and  I 
presume  he  is  the  same  man.  I  have  no 
information  as  to  the  offence  of  which  he 
is  suspected  beyond  the  statement  in  the 
Parliamentary  Paper  of  this  Session, 
No.  316,  item  155,  to  which  I  must  refer 
the  hon.  Member.  It  is  not  my  duty  to 
follow  up  the  career  of  soldiers  who  left 
the  Army  some  30  years  ago. 

POST    OFFICE   (TELEGRAPH  DEPART- 
MENTS—TELEGRAPH TO 
SHETLAND. 

Mr.  LAING  asked  the  Financial  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is 
the  fact  that,  owing  to  the  interruption 
of  the  Postal  Telegraph  to  Shetland 
from  the  delay  in  procuring  a  repairing 
ship,  storm  warnings  cannot  be  con- 
veyed there  by  teleg^ph,  which  might 
often,  and  especially  on  the  occasion  of 
the  late  disastrous  gales,  bo  the  means 
of  saving  the  lives  of  many  of  the  poor 
fishermen  ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of  this 
lamentable  occurrence,  the  Treasury  will 
at  once  sanction  the  acquisition  by  the 
Post  Office  of  a  suitable  repairing  ship 
to  maintain  those  Telegraphic  Caoles  to 
Orkney,  Shetland,  the  Lie  wis,  and  other 
islands  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions  ? 

Lord  FEEDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
Sir,  I  am  informed  that  the  Meteoro- 
logical Office  did  not  predict  the  gale  of 
July  20  to  the  north  of  the  Shetlands. 
Storm  warnings  have  never  been  sent 
north  of  Kirkwall,  nor  has  there  been 
any  application  for  them  from  Shetland ; 
but  even  had  it  been  the  custom  so  to 
send  them,  no  warning  could  have  been 
sent  of  this  particular  gale.  I  can  only 
repeat  the  answer  I  have  previously 
made,  that  I  admit  the  inconvenience 
that  has  been  experienced  this  year  from 
having  no  repainng  ship,  and  that  I  will 
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careftdly  considOT  the  question  in  con- 
nection with  next  rear's  EstimsteB. 

FOREIGN   JEWS    IN   RD88IA— EXPUL- 
BION  OF  MR.  L.  LEWI80HN,  A  NA- 
TURALIZED BRITISH  SUBJECT. 
Babon  HENET  DE  worms  aated 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,    Whether  it  is  true  that    the 
Bossian  Oovemment  has  not  made  any 
complaint    as    to   the   conduct    of    Ifr. 
Lewisohn  during  his  stay  inBuseia,  and 
that  the  eole  cause  of  his  expulsion  from 
that  Country  was  that  endorsed  on  his 

EEissport,  viz.  that  he  is  a  Jov  ;  whether 
ath  the  legal  adviser  of  Her  Majee^'s 
Embassy  at  St.  Petersburg  and  the 
Iiair  Omoers  of  the  Crown  have  declared 
that  the  expulsion  of  Mr.  Lewisohn 
from  St.  Petersburg  was  illegal ;  if  so, 
vhethoT  any  representations  have  been 
made  to  the  Bussian  Ooverament  on  the 
subject,  and  with  what  result ;  and, 
whether  Mr.  Lewisohn  will  now  be  per- 
mitted to  go  to  Bussia  for  poiposes  con- 
nected wiUi  his  ordinary  business  as  a 
London  merchant,  and  be  enabled  to 
claim  the  protection  accorded  to  all  other 
British  subjects  in  that  Country  who  are 
not  Jews  ? 

Sib  OHABLES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir,  it 
is  true  that  the  Busdan  Qovemment 
have  mode  no  complaint  against  Mr. 
Levrisohn,  and  that  we  ore  not  aware  of 
any  reason  for  his  expulsion,  except  the 
fact  of  his  being  a  Jew.  Her  Majesty's 
Ohargfi  d'Affaites  has,  under  instruc- 
tions from  Earl  Granville,  addressed  a 
Note  to  the  Bussion  Government  calling 
their  attention  to  the  proceedings  in 
Mr.  Lewisohn's  case  ;  but  although  Mr. 
Wyndham  has  reported  a  conversation 
on  the  subject,  no  written  answer  has  yet 
been  received.  I  am  not  in  a  position, 
therefore,  at  present  to  state  whether 
Mr.  Lewisohn  will  be  allowed  to  return 
to  BuBsia. 

Babos  HENEY  DE  WORMS :  WiU 
the  Papers  be  laid  on  the  Table  ? 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE:  Yes, 
Bir.  I  have  promised  that  they  will  be 
produced ;  but  they  cannot  be  laid  on 
the  Table  until  the  Correspondence  now 
going  on  is  completed. 

OTATE    OF  lEELASD— LAND    LEAGUE 

MEETING  AT  DHOGHEUA. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Beore- 

tuy  to  the  Iiord  Lieutenant  of  IraUsd, 


Whflther  his  attention  has  been  dirooted 
to  the  Oorrespondenoe  in  the  "  Free- 
man's Journal "  between  Mr.  Clifford 
Llo^,  B.M.  and  the  Bev.  H.  M'Kee, 
P.P.,  the  Bev.  W.  P.  Kearney,  C.C, 
and  others,  as  to  the  alleged  threat  made 
by  Mr.  Lloyd  to  cause  the  police  to  fire 
on  the  people  at  Drogheda  on  New 
Tear's  Day ;  and,  whether  the  Qovem- 
ment  will  grant  a  sworn  investigation 
into  the  matter  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTER,  in  rapl^,  said, 
he  had  seen  the  correspondence  in  quea- 
tion,  and  did  not  consider  the  case  one 
in  which  it  woe  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  order  an  investigation  to  take 
place. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPINQ  (EXPEHIMENT8 
ON  8TBEL). 

Ma.  DILLWYN  (for  Mr.  Cabbdtt) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  ttf 
Trade,  Whether  he  has  seen  a  Blue 
Book  entitied  "  Merchant  Shipping  (Ex- 
periment on  Steel)."  —  Memorandum 
iBsned  by  Board  of  Trade  for  use  of  Sutt 
veyors,  containing  the  Remarks  of  the 
Engineer  Surveyor  in  Chief  and  his 
Assistants  upon  the  use  of  Milled  Steel 
manufactured  by  the  Steel  Company  of 
Sootiand,  together  with  an  Appendix 
showing  the  Tabular  Results  of  Experi- 
ments made  with  regard  thereto ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  he  would  take  into  hia 
consideration  how  far  it  is  fair  to  other 
manufacturers  of  steel  who  have  been 
longer  engaged  in  perfecting  the  ma- 
teria], and  who  have  had  more  experi- 
ence, that  the  weight  of  the  Department 
should  be  used  to  bring  before  tlie  publie 
one  of  the  latest  estabushed  steel  works 
in  Great  Britain ;  whether  he  will  give 
the  same  facilities  to  the  large  steel 
works  in  South  Wales,  Lancashire,  and 
Yorkshire,  who  for  veora  have  supplied 
Her  Majesty's  Dockyards,  to  have  ex- 
periments on  their  steel  brought  under 
the  notice  of  Parliament  with  the  same 
publioitv ;  and,  whether  he  would  state 
the  total  cost  of  the  Blue  Book  issue, 
which  is  charged  5#.  Gd.  to  the  public  F 

Ma.  CHAMBEBLAIN :  Sir,  I  am 
glad  the  Question  has  been  asked,  as 
it  gives  me  an  opportunity  of  publiolr 
correcting  a  misapprehension  on  whioa 
it  is  bas^.  The  facts  of  the  ease  are 
these.  The  Board  of  Trade  is  under 
statutory  obligation  to  fix  the  m^Titniiin 
preamire  beyond  which  marine  boilers 
eboll  not  be  work«d,  and  recently,  in 
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eoofteqaence  of  the  introduction  of 
millea  steel,  oat  of  whioli  these  boilers 
■re  now  made,  applications  hare  been 
made  to  the  Board  of  Trade  by  the 
makers  of  steel  and  users  of  these 
boilers  to  reduce  the  prohibition  as  to 
isfety.  The  Board  of  Trade  replied 
that  thej  could  not  do  that  witnout 
proper  eridenoe,  and  then  the  makers  of 
flted  requested  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
imderta&e  experiments  for  that  purpose. 
The  Board  of  Trade  replied  that  they 
had  no  funds  out  of  which  to  conduct 
mch  experiments,  but  that  they  would 
haTe  no  objections  to  allowing  their 
officers  to  attend  and  supervise  the  ex- 
periments, and  to  publish  the  results  if 
eonduoted  at  the  expense  of  the  com- 
nmies  concerned.  Six  considerable 
firms  accepted  the  offer  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  the  first  experiments  were 
flisde  by  the  Northern  Company  of 
Boodand,  and  were  the  first  completed. 
The  Blue  Book  referred  to  in  the  Ques- 
tion giyes  the  result  of  those  experi- 
mentf    There  are  five  other  series  of 

Timents  to  be  made,  and  the  results 
be  published  in  their  turn.  The 
Board  ox  Trade  will  be  ready  to  extend 
the  same  facilities  to  any  other  Com- 
psniee  under  the  same  conditions.  I  do 
not  think  the  Blue  Book  has  been  an 
Mpensiye  one;  but  it  was  absolutely 
ascessary  that  the  results  of  the  experi- 
naats  should  bo  published  for  the  in- 
ftnnation  of  the  Board  of  Trade  and 
the  Adbniralty. 

OBOUND  GAME  ACT— PROSECUTION 
FOR  TRESPASS. 

Ma.  J.  W.  BABOLAY  asked  the  Se- 
ctetaiy  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
asDt,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
csOed  to  a  trespass  case  tried  at  Stone- 
haren  on  Wednesday  last  where  the 
dieriff  substitute  inflicted  on  a  farm  ser- 
mat  a  fine  of  one  pound,  with  four 
pomda  expenses,  for  walking  over  rough 
BBStme  on  his  master's  &rm  with  agun, 
BS  master  having  the  benefit  of  the 
Qiomid  Qaxae  Act,  and  the  servant 
kaving  alleged  he  had  a  written  per- 
mimifm  from  his  master,  which  he  had 
lift  at  the  fkrmhouse ;  whether  he  did 
sot  say,  when  the  Bill  was  passing  this 
Hoase,  that,  under  circumstances  as  de- 
BKibed,  production  of  the  written  per- 
■isrioii  St  the  fiomhouse  would  be  held 
te  be  pradnotum  on  demand,  and  no 


judge  would  conyict ;  and,  whether, 
under  the  circumstances,  he  will  remit 
the  sentence  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET,  in  re- 
ply, said,  he  had  made  inquiry  into  the 
case  mentioned,  and  he  had  received  a 
report  from  the  sheriff.  It  was  not  a 
case  in  which  the  man  had  loft  his  written 
permission  behind  him,  as  he  never  had 
any  permission  at  all.  Even  if  he  had, 
however,  he  would  have  violated  the  law 
by  going  in  search  of  game  in  the  month 
of  June,  which  was  an  unlawful  time 
under  the  Act ;  therefore,  the  point  did 
not  at  all  turn  upon  his  leaving  his  per- 
mission behind  him.  He  haa  received 
a  statement  of  the  gentleman  who  acted 
for  the  landowner  in  the  prosecution, 
and  he  stated  that  if  it  had  been  shown 
to  Dr.  Young  or  his  factor  that  the 
accused  had  a  permission,  the  proceed- 
ings would  have  been  withdrawn ;  but 
no  such  permission  was  ever  shown  to 
have  existed. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL— RELEASE 
OF  PRISONERS  UNDER  THE  PROTEC- 
TION OF  PERSON  AND  PROPERTY 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1881. 

Mr.  J.  CO  WEN  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  If  the  Government  will 
accompany  the  "  message  of  peace  " 
which  they  are  about  to  send  to  Ireland 
either  by  the  release  of  the  two  hundred 
persons  kept  in  prison  without  trial,  or 
accord  them  the  constitutional  right  of 
having  an  opportunity  of  defending  them- 
selves before  being  punished  ?  The  hon. 
Member,  after  putting  his  Question,  said, 
he  would  not  put  it  at  the  present  mo- 
ment if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thought 
the  period  inopportune. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  hardly  feel 
justified  in  asking  my  hon.  Friend  to 
delay  this  Question,  because  if  I  were 
to  ask  him  to  do  that,  it  would  be  like 
making  myself  a  party  to  the  Question, 
and,  probably,  giving  occasion  to  ex- 
pectations which  I  might  not  be  able  to 
nilfil.  I  think  it  would  be  better  to 
take  the  Question  as  it  now  stands,  and 
to  say  this.  Naturally  and  necessarily 
when  a  Bill  of  an  exceptional  character 
is  in  force  imder  which  a  number  of  indi- 
viduals have  been  confined  upon  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  Government,  it  is  the 
desire  and  duty  of  the  Government  at 
all  times,  in  connection  with  any  Land 
Bill  or  any  other  way,  to  look  at  the 
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question  whether  at  all,  and  if  so  how 
far,  it  is  in  their  power  to  counteract  or 
put  an  end  to  such  a  state  of  things. 
That  is  a  standing  duly.  This  Ques- 
tion, however,  places  the  exercise  of  the 
duty  in  especial  connection  with  the  Land 
Bill,  which  is  glanced  at  in  the  Question 
as  a  "  message  of  peace."  Of  course,  it 
will  be  obvious  to  my  hon.  Friend  that 
we  do  not  at  all  know  what  decisions  the 
House  of  Lords,  in  the  exercise  of  its 
discretion,  may  arrive  at  with  regard  to 
the  Land  Bill,  nor  what  view  this  House 
may  take  in  respect  of  that  decision. 
Consequently,  the  contingency  which 
my  hon.  Friend  has  proceeded  upon  is 
one  that  is  not  yet  realized  as  one  which 
it  is  possible  for  us  to  have  before  us,  as 
one  of  the  facts  of  the  case.  But,  in 
making  that  declaration,  I  must  beg  not 
to  be  understood  as  conveying,  in  any 
manner  or  degree,  any  anticipation  of 
any  decision  of  the  Government  in  one 
of  the  gravest  matters  it  could  have  to 
consider,  which  it  only  can  consider  from 
time  to  time,  according  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  on  a  comprehensive 
view. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL— 
THE  CX)NVENTION. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  AQuestionhaving 
been  put  to  me  more  than  once,  very 
naturally,  on  the  subject  of  the  Conven- 
tion with  respect  to  the  Transvaal,  I  may 
mention  that  the  Government  have  to- 
day received  a  brief  intimation  that  that 
Oonvention  has  been  signed;  that  the 
transfer  of  the  functions  of  Government 
will  take  place  upon  the  8th ;  and  that 
the  Commission  is  breaking  up.  The 
Chief  Justice  and  the  President  of  the 
Orange  Free  State  had  actually  de- 
parted; Sir  Evelyn  Wood  has  gone 
back  to  Natal;  and  on  the  6th  Sir 
Hercules  Bobinson  was  to  return  to  the 
Cape. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OP  THE 
HOUSE— A  SATURDAY  SITTING. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  stated  that  it  would 
be  necessary  for  the  Government  to  ask 
the  House  to  sit  on  Saturday,  in  order 
to  proceed  with  the  Business  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply. 

NAVY— TORPEDO  BOATS. 

Captaik  AYLMEB  asked  ihe  Seore- 
tai7  to    the  Admiralty,  Whetheri  as 

16-.  Okd9Um$ 


stated  in  the  "Nautical  Guzette  of  New 
York  "  of  the  9th  ultimo,  two  vedette  or 
torpedo  boats  have  just  been  built  in  the 
United  States  for  the  British  Gkrvem- 
ment;  whether  these  boats  are  faster, 
cheaper,  and  better  than  any  that  can 
be  produced  in  this  Country ;  when  he 
expects  these  boats  to  arrive ;  and,  if  he 
will  be  ffood  enough  to  state  the  size  and 
cost  of  tiiese  boats  ? 

Mb.  TBEVELTAN  :  Sir,  two  vedette 
boats  have  been  built  of  wood  in  the 
United  States  for  the  British  Govern- 
ment. They  are  48  feet  long,  and  are 
designed  for  a  speed  of  14  knots.  They 
have  been  delivered  in  England,  but 
have  not  been  tried  yet.  Their  cost  is 
£2,500  each,  delivered  in  England. 
English-built,  wooden  vedette  boats  are 
a  little  slower,  and  oost  something  less. 
Enfflish-built  torpedo  boats  of  steel, 
wim  16  knots  speed  and  67  feet  long, 
cost  no  more  than  these  Her^shoff 
vedette  boats ;  which  will,  however,  put 
us  in  possession  of  a  vexv  novel  form  of 
boiler,  which  is  supposea  to  be  remark- 
ably  free  &om  danger  of  explosion. 


NAVY— H.M.S.  "  INFLEXIBLE. 


>f 


Caftaut  AYLMEB  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  it  is 
true,  as  reported,  that  H.M.S.  ''  In- 
flexible" draws  some  three  feet  more 
water  than  was  calculated  in  her  desim; 
and,  if  not,  if  he  will  state  the  exact  dif- 
ference between  the  contemplated  and 
real  draught  of  said  ship  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  the  InJUxi- 
hie,  equipped  and  stored,  with  bunkers 
full,  and  with  the  rig  which  would  not 
be  used  in  time  of  war,  when  only  the 
two  lower  masts  will  be  retained,  will 
have  a  mean  draught  of  25  feet  6  inches. 
Since  the  InfUxible  was  designed  first 
her  guns  have  been  changed  from  60 
to  80  tons,  her  torpedo  equipment  and 
torpedo  boats  have  been  added,  and  her 
complement  of  men  has  been  raised  by 
100.  Allowance  was  made  for  all  these 
changes  in  the  amended  estimate  from 
time  to  time,  and  the  InflexikU  draws 
within  an  inch  and  a-half  of  what  she 
was  expected  to  draw  by  the  Oonstrao* 
tive  Department. 

JAPAN— TBEATY  BEVIBION. 

Sib  EDWABD  BEED  asked  tlis 
Under  Secretazy  of  State  for  Foreigii. 


845 


Hmu — 7%$ 


{At7g17Bt4,  1881) 


Enfida  Cai$, 


846 


hStin,  Wliothw  the  GoTemment  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the 
OouaMondenee  which  has  taken  place 
witik  the  Goreniinent  of  Japan  respect- 
ing the  application  of  the  Laws  of  Japan 
t»  fimi^en ;  the  trade  in  opium ;  and 
Ae  doBiiig  of  ^e  Foreign  Post  Offices ; 
if  he  will  state  the  present  position  of  tiie 
question  of  Treaty  of  Bevision ;  and, 
when  the  Papers  upon  this  subject  will 
be  presented  to  Parliament  ? 

&B  CHABLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  the 
questioii  of  the  application  of  the  laws 
a  Japan  to  foreigpiers  is  dealt  with  in- 
ddsntally  in  the  general  Correspondence 
relating'  to  Treaty  rerision.  The  impor- 
tilion  of  opium  into  Japan  is  prohibited 
Irf  Treaty,  but  a  question  has  arisen 
nth  reference  to  the  supply  of  opium 
lir  medioiiial  poi^oeeB  to  4e  foreign 
flonmnnity,  and  it  is  proposed  to  discuss 
ttis  question  in  ^e  course  of  the  nego- 
tiations. The  foreign  Post  Offices  were 
Joacd  by  agreement  in  1879,  and  there 
viU  be  no  olneotion  to  lay  the  Papers 
rdating  to  this  subject  on  the  Taole, 
togsCherwith  the  general  Oorrespond- 
Mse^  when  the  negotiations  are  con- 
dnded.  At  the  request  of  the  Japanese 
GoYeniment,  it  has  been  agreed  that 
the  negotiations  for  the  Treaty  revision 
ihall  take  place  in  Japan,  and  Her  Ma- 
jflBty*!  GhyriBrnment  are  at  the  present 
nomsnt  in  communication  on  tne  sub- 
jsst  with  the  other  Treaty  Powers,  and 
VI&  the  Chambers  of  Commerce  in  this 
ommtcy,  and  the  principal  firms  inte- 
TCstod  in  the  trade  witn  Japan.  Her 
M^esty's  Gh)Yemment  have  signified 
disir  willingness  to  proceed  with  the 
BSgoCiations  on  the  basis  of  Article  22 
«f  tihe  Treaty  of  1868,  under  which 
■otiee  of  revision  was  ^ven  by  the 
Ispaaese  Goyemment,  and  which  pro- 
tiuBS  that  either  party  may  demand  a 
rsfinon  of  that  Ireaty  witii  a  view  to 
As  inaertion  therein  of  such  amend- 
asBts  as  experience  shall  prove  to  be 
dssinUe.  It  is  not  possiole  at  pre- 
sant  to  state  how  soon  the  Papers  on 
tte  nlgeot  may  be  presented  to  JParlia- 


TUNIS—THE  ENFIDA  CASE. 

Tn  Eabl  or  BECTIYE  asked  the 
Hader  Seoretary  d  State  for  Foreign 
Afths,  Whether  Her  M«esty|s  Oo- 
tmoisnt  axe  aware  that  the  Bey  of 
Itoisi  nadsr  the  instigation  of  M.  Bous- 


tan,  has  issued  a  decree  removing  the 
Enfida  case  from  the  Hanafi  local  court 
to  the  Meliki  local  court,  although,  early 
in  the  present  year,  he  declared  he  had 
no  power  to  control  the  action  of  those 
courts;  if  Her  Mcriesty's  Government 
are  aware  that  the  Meliki  court  formerly 
declared  itself  incompetent  to  entertain 
the  suit,  and  that  the  French  Govern- 
ment, prior  to  the  12th  May,  declined 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  loccd  Tunisian 
courts  for  the  Enfida  case;  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  consider 
these  acts  of  M.  Roustan  and  the  Bey 
are  an  infringement  of  the  Anglo- 
Tunisian  Treaty  of  1863,  and  contrary 
to  the  tenor  of  Lord  Ghranville's  Letter 
of  the  21st  April,  and  therefore  viola- 
tions of  the  riehts  of  a  British  subject ; 
and,  if  Her  Majesty's  Government  can 
inform  the  House,  whether  or  not  the 
acts  aforesaid  are  approved  by  the 
French  Government,  and  if  they  are 
prepared  to  take  any  steps  in  the 
matter? 

SiE  OHAKLES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir,  the 
Enfida  case  has  been  removed  by  a  de- 
cree of  the  Bey  from  the  Hanafi  to  the 
Meliki  Court,  and  Mr.  Levey  having  pro- 
tested against  this  measure,  further  pro- 
ceedings have  been  suspended.  As 
regards  the  second  part  of  the  Question, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  been 
fldven  to  understand  that  the  Maliki 
Court  had  formerly  declared  itself  in- 
competent to  entertain  this  suit ;  and  it 
appears  from  Lord  Lyons'  despatch  of  tho 
16th  of  February — which  has  been  laid 
before  the  House — that  the  French  Go- 
vernment had  declared — 

"  That  it  was  imposnble,  under  the  ciroam- 
stancoB,  that  the  French  Govomment  could 
consent  to  leave  the  Enfida  question  to  the  de- 
cision of  the  Tunisian  local  authorities." 

Her  Majesty's  Government  are  await- 
ing a  further  Beport  as  to  the  facts  of 
the  case,  and,  in  the  meanwhile,  they 
are  not  in  a  position  to  form  an  opinion 
as  to  whether  the  proceedings  that  have 
taken  place  constitute  a  violation  of  the 
Anglo^unisian  Treaty  of  1863,  or  of 
Mr.  Levey's  rights  as  a  British  subject. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  di- 
rected Mr.  Arpa,  the  Judge  of  the  Con- 
sular Court  at  Tunis,  who  was  absent 
on  leave,  to  return  to  his  post,  and  fur- 
nish a  Beport  on  the  legal  bearings  of 
the  case.  Becent  communications  have 
passed  between  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
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ment  and  the  French  Ooyemment  on 
the  subject  with  a  view  to  a  satisfactory 
solution. 

TRINIDAD— OUTBREAK  OF  MALARIAL 

FEVER. 

Me.  ANDEESON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  the  attention  of  the  Colonial  Office 
has  been  drawn  to  an  unusual  amount 
of  malarial  fever  of  a  malignant  kind 
existing  in  Trinidad,  by  which  a  number 
of  valuable  lives  have  been  lost ;  if  he 
is  aware  that  the  inhabitants  have  had 
indignation  meetings  blaming  the  Go- 
vernor for  his  supineness  and  apathy 
in  not  taking  steps  for  improved  sanita- 
tion, and  particularly  for  not  insisting 
on  the  removal  of  one  spefjial  nuisance 
arising  from  the  lees  pond  of  the  Colo- 
nial Company  to  wmch  much  of  the 
sickness  is  attributed ;  and,  whether  he 
will  send  out  such  instructions  to  the 
Governor  as  will  lead  to  the  allaying 
of  the  dissatisfaction  that  exists  ? 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir,  no 
official  Keport  on  this  matter  has  been 
received,  but  the  local  newspaper  con- 
tains a  report  of  a  meeting  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  lees  pond  of  the  Colonial 
Company  which  is  alleged  to  be  a  nui- 
sance and  to  have  caused  serious  illness 
in  its  neighbourhood.  One  of  the  re- 
solutions at  this  meeting  complains  of 
the  Executive  not  having  taken  decided 
steps  to  abate  the  alleged  nuisance.  A 
Beport  from  the  Governor  will  probably 
be  received  by  next  mail,  as  it  appears 
that  the  resolutions  of  the  meeting 
were  to  be  sent  to  him  with  a  request 
that  he  would  forward  them  to  the  Colo- 
nial Office.  I  may  add  that  a  letter  has 
been  received  from  the  Colonial  Com- 
pany, in  which  they  assert  that  it  is 
quite  impossible  that  the  outbreak  of 
&ver  in  question  can  be  in  any  way  attri- 
butable to  the  lees  pond,  and  that  the 
nuisance  was  entirely  removed  when  the 
rains  set  in. 

COOLIES  (INDIAN)  AT  LA  REUNION. 

Mb.  EEEINGTON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  the  "decret"  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  Indian  labourers  in  the  Island 
of  La  B^union  has  yet  been  received  by 
the  Colonial  Office ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  can  make  any  statement  as  to  the 
views  of  the  Colonial  Office  witii  regard 
to  the  "  deorot,"  and  as  to  tiiie  expe- 
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diency  of  sanctioning  further  emig^tion 
from  India  to  La  E6union  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  the 
''  decret"  has  been  communicated  to  Her 
Majesty's  GK)verment  by  that  of  France, 
ana  is  now  under  the  consideration  of 
Commissioners  appointed  on  the  part  of 
the  Foreign  and  Lidia  Offices  to  discuss 
the  question  of  coolie  emigration  to 
La  H6union  with  the  French  Govern- 
ment. 

IRELAND— CROPS  IN  MUNSTER— 
HARVEST  LABOUR. 

Mb.  WAETON  (for  Lord  Abthub 
Hill)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
he  is  aware  that  in  Munster  some  crops 
are  likely  to  be  lost,  owin^  to  the  fact 
that  labour  cannot  be  obtained ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  he  will  give  directions  that 
assistance  shall  be  rendered  by  the 
troops,  when  practicable,  or  whether  he 
will  devise  some  other  mode  by  means 
of  which  those  crops  will  be  saved  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  rely,  said, 
he  was  aware  that  there  was  a  dispute 
between  the  labourers  and  the  farmers 
in  regard  to  wages  and  other  matters, 
and  he  saw  some  hope  that  it  might  be 
arranged,  and,  therefore,  could  not  say 
tibat  uie  crops  would  not  be  obtaineo. 
As  to  assistance  being  rendered  by  the 
troops,  it  was  a  very  serious  matter  indeed 
to  give  directions  to  the  troops  to  inter- 
fere in  what  was  after  all  a  wages  dispute 
between  the  parties.  A  very  strong  case 
would  be  necessary  to  warrant  such  in- 
terference. 

Mb.  FABNELL  asked  whether  the 
constabulary  had  assisted  in  mowing 
and  storing  hay  on  farms  in  possession 
of  the  Emergency  Committee,  and  whe- 
ther an  aide-de-camp,  a  member  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant's  household,  had  been 
used  as  an  agent  for  the  purpose  of 
making  extensive  purchases  of  amcul- 
tural  implements  on  behalf  of  the  Emer- 
gency Committee  ?        

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  asked  the 
hon.  Member  to  give  Notice  of  his 
Questions. 

COURTS  MARTIAL— INDIA. 

Mb.  GRANTHAM  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  he  has 
received  any  communications  fiN)m  India 
as  to  an  alleged  refusal  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  in  India  to  reimburse 
Lieutenant  Colonel   Maloolmson,  03. 
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and  Ihjor  Onzrie,  the  ezpeaees  the; 
■wan  re^ectiTely  put  to  in  defending 
.1  '-roBatthe  trial  by  court  martial, 
to  be  beld  in  oonBoqaence  of 
made  against  them  by  Brigadii 
Chnnal  Burrows  and  Nattall,  which 
dams  wen  diaprored  at  the  trial  on 
^)uai  Colonel  Malcolmeon  and  Major 
Cnrrie  were  honourablv  aogoitted  ? 

Tmt  MuQusM  OP  HABTDTOTON, 
in  leplj,  said,  no  communication  had 
been  received  from  India  on  the  aubjeot 
of  the  tefiual  on  the  part  of  the  Gtorem- 
ment  to  reimbnise  the  officers  mentioned, 
sor  had  the  Home  GtoTemmeut  receirod 
aj  ai^cations  in  any  other  form.  Of 
nnne,  if  anj  nioh  applioation  were 
■ade  it  would  be  conmdered;  but  it 
meld  be  oontraiy  to  all  precedent  to 
pant  it. 


VATS  A2n>  UEANS— TERMINABLE 

ANNUITIES  BILL. 
Hjt.  HtTBBABD  said,  oa  the  second 
Mdii^  of  this  Bill  he  should  move  an 
ABan£nent  which  he  had  not  yet  formu- 
lAd,  and  asked  the  Prime  Uanister  for 
■fnimation  as  to  when  the  Bill  would 
bavneBeded  with? 

SnSTAFFOfiD  NOBTHCOTE:  Sir, 
vifit  refbience  to  the  Notice  that  has 
J0t  beMi  given  by  n^  right  hon.  Friend 
lb  Member  for  the  Ci^  of  London,  I 
AonU  like  to  ask  the  Prime  Mjnister 
lAither  it  is  of  great  public  importance 
ftat  tbia  measure  should  be  proceeded 
with  this  Session,  beoauss  I  think  that 
it  would  lead  to  more  discuBsion  than  it 
VH  orinnally  thought  would  take  place 
^OB  it  ?  I  ^  not  put  the  ^ueBtion  in  a 
bMttle  spirit,  and  if  it  is  incoDTenient 
Id  flie  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  reply  to 
it  JBst  now  I  shall  not  require  an  answer 
itfhta  moment. 
Um.  GIADSTONE  :  I  certainly  will 
the  matter.  I  have  no  reason 
qipoae  that  anyconuderable  opposi- 
Will  be  B^Ten  to  the  measure  ;  but 
Seen  determined  in  refer- 
■n  tiTUie  matter  at  present. 

NATY— THE  BOYAL  MAEINE8. 
8b  HENBY  FLKTOHEB  inquired 
hiiW  the  proposed  re-organization 
lu  the  Boyal  Ifarinea  would  ba 
the  Table  in  time  for  it  to  be 
dining  the  present  SeBsiou  f 
~  iTAN:  Sir,  there  is 
Uut  oan  fidrl;  be  oalled  a  re- 
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organization  scheme  for  the  corpe  of 
Boyal  Marines,  nor  has  any  such  been 
promised  or  foreehadoved.  The  altera- 
tions that  are  to  be  made  will  date  back 
to  the  1st  of  July,  bo  that  no  one  who  is 
to  be  benefited  by  thos6  alterations  will 
suffer  by  the  delay.  I  think  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member's  request  a  very 
fair  one ;  and  I  will  see  if  the  details  of 
our  proposals  can  be  laid  before  the 
House  before  it  rises. 

BAST  INDIA  REVENUE  ACCOUNTS— 
THE  FINANCIAL  STATEMENT. 

Mk.  ONSLOW  asked  when  the  Indian 
Budget  vould  be  taken ;  and  whether  it 
would  be  taken  before  faoilitiea  were 
nven  for  bringing  on  the  Welsh  Sunday 
Closing  Bill? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  Indian  Budget,  being  a  matter 
of  Imperial  concern,  must  undoubtedly 
be  taken  into  consideration  before  the 
Welsh  Sunday  Closing  Bill  was  brought 
on.  At  the  same  time,  there  was  no 
reason  why,  if  the  promoters  of  the 
latter  measure  found  themBelres  in  a 
position  to  bring  it  on  previously,  they 
should  not  do  so.  He  could  not  fix  a 
day  for  the  Indian  Budget  until  further 
progress  had  been  made  with  Supply. 

CATTLE   DISEASE— THE  SIBERIAN 
PLAGUE. 

Mb.  BIBEBEOE:  asked  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  Beport  of 
Mr.  Spear  relative  to  the  Siberian 
Plague,  and  the  extreme  danger  of  its 
spreading  to  our  flocks,  and  also  the 
danger  of  fatality  to  the  wool  sorters ; 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  upwards  of 
100,000  bales  of  Eastern  wool  are  annu- 
ally imported  into  England,  and  proved 
to  bo  capable  of  much  danger  ;  and, 
whether  lie  has  considered,  in  view  of 
its  dangerous  properties,  the  desira- 
bility  of  prohibiting  the  sale  of  the 
sweepings  &om  the  manufacturers'  sort- 
ing rooms,  and  also  the  sale  of  the  old 
bags? 

Mk.  MTJNDELLA  :  Sir,  Mr.  Spear's 
Beport  has  been  considered  by  the 
Veterinary  Department,  and  Professor 
Brown  has  written  a  Memorandum  on 

subject,  which  I  propose  to  lay  upon 

the  Table.  Outbreaks  of  "anthrax" 
are  not  uncommon  in  Busaia,  and  have 
occurred  occasionally  in  this  countrv, 
although  the  disease  has  not  generally 
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extended  beyond  the  farm  where  the 
outbreak  took  place.  There  is  onlj  a 
single  instance  recorded  where  the  dis- 
ease arose  on  lands  which  had  been 
partly  manured  with  refuse  from  woollen 
factories.  Under  these  circumstances, 
there  does  not  appear  to  be  any  neces- 
sity for  the  prohibition  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member. 

EDUCATION  DEPART^IENT— ELEMEN- 
TARY SCHOOLS— GRANTS  FOR 
DRAWING. 

Mr.  a.  PALMER  asked  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education y  If  he  is  aware  that  the  pay- 
ments for  results  in  drawing  in  the  Ele- 
mentary Schools  have  been  this  year  in 
many  cases  unsatisfactory  to  the  teachers 
and  managers;  and,  is  he  willing  to 
state  to  the  House  why  the  payments 
are  so  much  less  this  year  in  comparison 
with  last  year  ? 

Me.  MUNDELLA  :  Sir,  I  have  been 
made  aware  by  numerous  complaints 
that  the  pa3nnents  for  results  in  drawing 
in  the  elementary  schools  have  this  year 
been  unsatisfactory  to  teachers  and  ma- 
nagers as  compared  with  last  year.  The 
reason  why  the  payments  are  much  less 
this  year  than  last  is  that  in  1879  a 
Circular  was  issued,  the  Department 
announcing  a  change  in  the  mode  of 
assessing  the  grant.  This  change  was 
made  with  the  view  of  securing  better 
instruction  in  drawing,  and  in  lieu  of  a 

Eayment  of  U,  for  every  child  who  had 
een  taught  drawing,  1«.  would  be  paid 
for  each  satisfactory  exercise,  not  being 
more  than  three  in  number.  The  Cir- 
cular also  gave  notice  that  the  standard 
of  examination  would  be  raised  **  suffi- 
ciently to  coimterbalance  the  increase 
in  the  number  of  payments."  It  would 
appear  that,  instead  of  both  these 
changes  being  brought  into  operation 
simultaneously,  the  schools  had  the 
benefit  of  the  increased  grants  in  1880, 
but  that  the  raising  of  the  standard  was 
deferred  till  1881.  Hence  there  is  a 
falling  off  in  the  grant  this  year  as  com- 
pared with  last. 

PARLIAMENT— ORDER— MOVING   AD- 
JOURNMENTS  AT  QUESTION  TIME. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Prime 
Minister  whether  the  Government  had 
arrived  at  any  conclusion  as  to  what 
they  would  do  with  reirard  to  his  Mo- 
tion as  to  proposals  for  adjjoaniment 

Mr.  Mundetta 


during  Question  time?  If  the  Prime 
Minister  desired  it,  he  would  move  the 
Motion  that  evening. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said,  he 
was  not  ready  to  make  any  announce* 
ment  on  the  subject — ^not  because  the 
intention  of  his  hon.  Friend  did  not  com- 
mend itself  to  him,  or  that  he  did  not 
agree'very  much  with  the  proposal  which 
he  believed  he  intended  to  make,  but  be- 
cause the  question  connected  itself  with 
so  many  matters  of  detail  relating  to  the 
Business  of  the  House  that  it  was  a  grave 
question  whether  it  was  desirable  to  deal 
with  it  as  an  isolated  matter,  or  whether 
it  would  not  be  more  advantageously  in- 
cluded in  the  general  consideration  of 
the  arrangements  of  the  House  and  the 
despatch  of  Public  Business. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  that,  under 
these  circumstances,  he  would  not  move 
his  Resolution. 


PARLIAMENT— PRIVILEGE  (MR,  BRAD- 
LAUGH)— NEW  WRrr  FOR  NORTH- 
AMPTON. 


Sm  WILFRID  LAWSON  said,  that 
he  wished  to  put  the  following  Question 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
Chair: — Whether,  as  the  House  has 
decided  forcibly  to  prevent  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh,  one  of  the  duly  elected  Members 
for  Northampton,  obeying  the  statutory 
obligation  under  which  alone  he  can 
serve  his  constituents  in  this  House,  the 
seat  for  Northampton  is  now  vacant; 
and,  whether  it  is  competent  for  any 
Member  to  move  that  a  Writ  be  issued 
for  the  election  of  a  Representative  to 
serve  in  Parliament  for  the  boroueh  of 
Northampton  in  the  room  of  Mr.  Brad« 
laugh  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
for  Carlisle  will  allow  me  to  state  that 
the  Speaker  is  bound  to  answer  all 
Questions  on  points  of  Order  that  may 
be  put  to  him  as  they  arise ;  but  I  most 
respectfully  observe  that  the  Question 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  now  puts  to  me  is 
one  which  relates  to  a  matter  which  is 
for  the  determination  of  the  House  it- 
self. I  may  say,  however,  that  the 
House  does  not  entertain  any  proposal 
for  issuine  a  new  Writ  for  any  consti- 
tuency unless  the  seat  be  vacant. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  asked  how 
the  seat  was  to  be  declared  vacant  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  That  is  not  a  matter 
for  me  to  determine. 
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SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Oommittee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

ABMT— MOUNTED  INFANTRY. 

BBsoLxmoir. 

Snt  BOBEBT  LOYD  LINDSAY,  in 
Bang  to  move — 

**  Thai,  in  order  to  meet  the  lequireinents  of 
■odem  wmi&re,  and  to  aecnre  rapidity  of  moye- 
MODt  for  troops  armed  vrith  oreech-loading 
lifltfly  Bome  proTiBion  "be  made  in  this  year's 
Am  J  Brtimates  for  the  formation  of  corps  of 
Infantry,  and  that  a  proportion  of  such 
form  part  of  the  Army  establishment  in 


■id,  he  did  not  desire  to  see  a  new 
hnneh  of  the  Service  established ;  but 
he  wanted  gpreater  mobility  to  be  given 
to  oar  Infantry,  who  were,  nevertheless, 
mk  to   relax  their  efforts  to  improve 
IhmiinlTnn  in  thminn  nf  fhn  rifln    Almost 
JMiMinnMn   aervioe  was  rendered  in  a 
MBpaign  by  giving  additional  power  of 
hsDmotion  to  the  troops  engaged  in  it. 
Hi  had  no  doubt  that  hon.  Members 
ihs  had  taken  interest  in  modem  cam- 
■igiis  had  observed  that  themselves. 
ihij  might  remember  the  very  wonder- 
U  ■an£e8  which  Sir  Hugh  Eose  made 
ii  ladia  with  troops  mounted  on  ponies 
■d  mnlea.     If  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Knd  the  late  Member  for  Sunderland 
(b  Henry  Havelock)  had  been  in  the 
Home  he  would  have  said  something  in 
■pport  of  the  Motion  he  had  brought 
Arrad.      The  success  of   Sir  Henry 
Hmlock's  mounted  riflemen  was  re- 
in Malleson's  Hutwry  of  India, 
rUeh  he  begged  to  quote  the  fol- 


oUbm  00  men,  organixed  on  a  novel  plan — 
ilii  to  My,  as  movntod  riflemen — ^had  effected, 
ifaaoit  nominal  loss,  in  fire  days,  during 
I  thflj  marrhftd  aboat  40  miles  a-day,  what 
Tyi^^*  troops  had  for  six  months  failed 
t^Mooo^lUh — naniely,  the  complete  expulsion 
rf  I^MO  nbdfl  from  ue  prorince,  and  in  the 
Unllaa  on  thani  of  a  poniahment  which  has 
MltotUaday  been  efBued." 

Wb  leCscence  to  operations  in  Ca- 
VA  ia  Deoeraber,  1880,  the  advantage 
rfharing  a  bod^  of  mounted  infantry 
WHUUefn  lervioe  was  forcibly  brought 
'^  wHarn.  tnd  lientenant  (General  Sir 
Bobsrto    accordingly   gave 


orders  for  the  formation  of  such  a  body. 
A  committee  was  assembled  to  consider 
the  subject,  and  the  result  was  as  fol- 
lows : — One  officer  and  60  rank  and  file 
were  selected  from  each  regiment  from 
men  best  able  to  ride.  Each  man  was 
provided  with  a  pony  or  mule  from  the 
regimental  transport.  The  baggage 
saddles  were  so  far  converted  as  to  make 
them  suitable  for  riding,  and  were  fur- 
nished with  stirrups.  Each  man  was 
provided  with  a  pair  of  **  khoojins,"  or 
native  saddle  bags,  and  in  these  were 
carried  60  rounds  of  ammunition  in  two 
tin  cases  holding  30  rounds  each,  three 
days'  rations,  and  one  day's  grain  for 
the  pony  ;  the  total  weight  of  these  ar- 
ticles was  17  lb.  Blankets  were  carried, 
folded  under  the  seat,  and  fastened  by  a 
surcingle ;  greatcoats  were  carried,  rolled 
up  behind ;  also  a  picketting  rope  and 
peg ;  spare  shoes  and  nails  were  carried 
in  a  pocket  in  the  saddle.  For  British 
soldiers  a  small  Warren's  cooking  pot 
was  adopted  for  every  four  men,  earned 
by  one  of  each  squad  in  a  bag  specially 
suited  for  the  purpose.  The  equipment 
of  the  infantry  soldier  was  not  changed ; 
but  when  mounted  the  men  carried  their 
rifles  slung  across  their  backs.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  a  body  of  infantry  pos- 
sessed of  such  mobility  might  on  many 
occasions  prove  invaluable,  whether  the 
object  was  to  relieve  or  re-inforce  a  dis- 
tant post,  or  seize  a  point  of  vantage; 
while  the  increased  distances  they  would 
traverse  might  be  of  the  greatest  service. 
In  an  essay  written  for  the  Welling^n 
Prize  in  1871,  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley 
said — 

**  The  next  time  wo  take  the  field,  if  the 
general  has  the  same  views  as  the  writer,  he 
will  be  as  strong  in  mounted  infantry  as  he  can, 
with  due  regard  to  the  forage  resources  of  the 
country  to  bo  operated  in." 

He  added — 

''  The  offensive  operations  of  mounted  infan- 
try must  be  by  flank  attacks.  Its  ^^reat  power 
of  moving  enables  it  to  make  wide  tiuning 
movements,  knowing  that,  if  beaten  off,  the 
enemy's  infantry  cannot  pursue,  and  that  from 
his  cavalry  it  has  nothing  to  fear." 

In  the  same  essay  he  said — 

**With  reference  to  tho  use  of  cavalry  in 
attacks  upon  an  enemy's  position,  tho  more  ono . 
studies  the  battles  lately  fought  in  France,  tho 
more  one  is  convincea  that  the  chief  use  of 
cavalry  henceforth  will  be  as  the  eyes  and  ears 
of  an  army.  The  days  of  grand  imposing 
charges  of  horsemen  in  masses  are  y^at^  and 
only  to  be  remembered  among  the  spirit-stirring 
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deeds  of  a  bygono  era.  During  the  late  war 
(Franco- German),  the  cavalry  on  both  sides  re- 
mained idle  listeners  to  the  roar  of  distant  guns, 
or,  when  this  course  wiis  departed  from,  the  re- 
sult proved  the  folly  of  the  proceeding.  We 
read  of  whole  regiments  of  French  cavalry 
being,  as  it  were,  crushed  to  death  by  the  in- 
fantrv  fire  at  Sedan  in  their  efforts,  not  so  much 
for  victory,  as  to  prove  that  all  chivah:x)us  gal- 
lantry had  not  departed  from  their  army.'* 

The  deductions  which  Sir  Garnet  Wolse- 
ley  drew,  therefore,  from  the  most  re- 
cent lessons  in  war  was  that  during  an 
action,  cavalry,  as  a  combatant  arm, 
could  seldom  be  of  much  decisive  use  ; 
while  the  duties  of  obtaining  informa- 
tion of  the  enemy's  doings  and  of  pro- 
tecting the  flanks  could  be  more  effec- 
tively performed  by  corps  consisting  of 
mounted  infantry  and  cavalry  in  the 
proportion  of  four  to  one  in  favour  of 
the  mounted  infantry.  In  a  lecture  on 
mounted  riflemen  at  the  United  Service 
Institution,  delivered  in  1873,  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood,  now  second  in  command  in  the 
Transvaal,  said — 

''  The  experience  gained  during  the  war  of 
1870-1  has  confirmed  the  opinion,  long  held  by 
many  soldiers,  that  mounted  riflemen  are  now 
essential  to  every  enterprising  army." 

In  the  course  of  that  lecture,  delivered 
seven  years  ago,  Sir  Evelyn  Wood,  then 
Colonel  Wood,  urged  with  great  energy 
— and,  let  him  say,  with  great  courage 
— as  an  army  reformer,  the  necessity  of 
forming  such  corps,  and  he  laid  down 
this  resolute  proposition — namely,  that 
before  the  next  war  a  scheme  for  estab- 
lishing mounted  riflemen  must  be  de- 
cided upon.  And  on  that  question,  be 
said, 

"  all  thinking  soldiers  are  agreed,  and  that  it 
only  remains  necessary  to  ascertain  which  plan 
is  the  most  suitable  for  the  British  nation.*' 

But  he  added — 

*'  If  the  formation  of  such  troops  is  postponed 
until  war  is  imminent,  it  will  be  hurriedly  and, 
therefore,  badly  executed." 

He  would  read  an  extract  from  Sir 
George  Colley,  written  from  the  camp, 
at  Newcastle,  January  17,  1881,  which 
showed  that  Sir  Evelyn  Wood's  words 
were  almost  prophetic.  In  that  letter 
Sir  George  Colley  said — 

"I  confess  that  I  ¥ra8  greatly  disappointed 
that  the  effect  of  the  artillery  fire,  which,  even 
when  the  Boers  came  out  of  their  cover,  and 
crowded  the  ridges  pretty  thickly,  seemed  abso- 
lutely nil;  and  to  this  and  the fulure  of  Brown- 
low's  charge  I  attribute  the  loss  of  the  day. 
But  in  juftioe  to  Brownlow's  lecond  troop  it 

Sir  EoUri  Loyd  Lindiay 


must  be  remembered  that  they  consisted  only  of 
mounted  infantry  very  recently  organized.  It 
was  a  steep  and  bold  charge,  and  some  of  their 
horses,  wiUi  little  training,  could  not  be  brought 
to  face  the  fire.'* 

It  was  rather  curious  that  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood  should  have  had  an  opportunity 
of  proving  the  very  thing  that  he  said 
nine  years  ago,  when  he  remarked  that 
unless  that  matter  was  taken  in  hand  at 
leisure  and  done  in  time  of  peace,  they 
would  have  it  done  in  time  of  war,  and 
done  badly  and  insufficiently.     Now,  he 
himself  was  not  an  alarmist  as  to  thia 
country,  with  its  small  Begular  Force, 
being  able  to  hold  its  own  in  every  part 
of  the  world,  as  it  was  called  upon  to  do ; 
but  it  was  a  matter  of  grave  considera- 
tion how  that  could  best  be  done  in 
future.     In  every  war  in  which  we  had 
been  engaged,  from  the  Peninsular  down 
to  the  Zulu  War,  the  British  troops  had 
invariably  met  other  troops  who  were 
not  so  well  armed  as  themselves.     Even 
in  the  Indian  Mutiny,  the  Sepoys,  al« 
though  trained  by  English  officers,  were 
only  armed  with  Brown  Bess,  while  oar 
troops  used  breech-loading  rifles.     But 
things  were  reversed  in  the  case  of  the 
late  contest  with  the  Boers  of  the  Trans- 
vaal. Breech-loading  rifles  were  now  so 
cheap  and  so  easily  obtained  that  every 
nation,  and  even  every  savage  tribe  thix 
intended  to  go  to  war,  would  take  caxe 
to  provide  themselves  with  those  weapons. 
Unless,  therefore,  we  took  such  steps  to 
keep  ourselves  in  advance  and  to  alter 
our  tactics  and  the  equipments  of  our 
Army  as  our  most  experienced  officers 
recommended,  we  might  be  placed  in  a 

Position  of  great  difficulty  at  no  distant 
ay.  He  trusted  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  would  take  the  matter  into  con- 
sideration;  and  he  (Sir  Bobert  Loyd 
Lindsay)  believed  that  if  it  were  shown, 
as  he  thought  it  could  be,  that  the  ad« 
ditional  outlay  requisite  for  that  impoxt- 
ant  purpose  was  not  large,  the  ELouse 
would  cneerfully  vote  the  funds  which 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  deemed 
necessary.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber concluded  by  movizig  the  Besolution 
of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

SiE    BALDWTN   LEIGHTON,    in 
seconding  the  Resolution,  observed  that 
its  importance  could  hardly  be  over-eati-    \ 
mated.     He  was  convinced  of  the  neoes-:  \ 
sity  of  organizing  a  mounted  infiEuitiy 
force  in  time  of  peace,  instead  of  leav^ 
ing  it  to  be  improvised  to  meet  emor-. 
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MOM  wlian  war  brolce  out.  He 
Ihoui^t  that  the  men  employed  in  the 
iDiee  OQfntemplated  by  the  Beeolution 
Aodd  be  men  from  5  feet  3  inohes  to  5 
iBit  4  inohes  in  height.  In  fact,  the 
■nUsr  and  lighter  they  were  the  better ; 
nd  the  horseB  on  whidi  they  should  be 
nmnited  should  be  small  and  under 
15  hands  high.  They  should  be  taught 
to  act  in  Tery  small  bodies.  He  agreed 
ia  ereiy  word  which  had  fallen  from  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  and  he  thought 
that  the  object  in  view  might  be  carried 
sat  without  adding  anything  to  the  Army 
or,  at  least,  with  only  a  trifling 
of  Aeir  present  cost. 


Amendment  proposed, 
To  lesTB  oat  from  the  word  ''That "  to  the 
of  the  Qaertion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*'ia  order  to  meet  the  requirements  of  modem 
'     I,  and  to  secure  rapidity  of  moyement  for 
armed  with  breech-loading  rifles,  some 
nbe  made  in  this  yearns  Amy  Estimates 
the  fonnation  of  oorpa  of  mounted  infantry, 
that  a  proportion  of  such  corps  form  part  of 
Army   establishment    in   future,"  —  {Sir 

thereof! 


Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
Mpoaed  to  be  left  oat  stand  part  of  the 
talion." 

am  THOMAS  AOLAND  said,  he 
viiked  to  take  that  opportunity  of 
*ii^'«ff  the  hon.  and  gamuit  Member 
ftrBewshire   for  having  brought  the 

fftion  forward,  and  for  the  trouble  he 
taken  in  directing  the  attention  of 
fti  militazy  authorities  to  it.  He  had 
ImbU^  aa  a  dyilian  and  as  a  retired 
TdBBteer,  made  inquiries  on  the  sub- 
^pi^  and  waa  oonvinoed  of  its  impor- 
bnt  saw  diifioulties  in  the  way  of 
ig  pmetioal  effect  to  the  suggestion 
le  hon.  and  gallant  Member.  There 
in  the  first  place,  the  difficulty  of 
SK^ring  the  rifle  on  horseback.  They 
hd,  howerar,  a  regiment  of  Carbineers 
^  fte  Berrioe,  and  he  believed  they 
never  get  the  Yeomanry  of  the 
f  to  oany  firearms  until  the  ex- 
was  aet  them  in  the  Army.  The 
<rf  die  hon.  and  galUait  Gen- 
was  one  which  ought  to  be  taken 
more  spirit ;  and  he  trusted  .hat, 
this  tmie  and  next  year,  the 
woold  be  considered  at  the  War 
■mallits  bearings. 
lOHILDEBS  said,  he  looked  upon 
ks  fMsttm  as  being  a  very  important 
SiVdOon^,  tecnmcftlly,  the  ques- 


tion could  not,  he  thought,  be  put,  as 
it  would  involve  an  addition  to  the  Esti- 
mates, he  very  cordially  thanked  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  for  having 
brought  the  question  before  the  House. 
So  alive,  indeed,  were  they  to  its  im- 
portance that,  in  connection  with  the 
outbreak  of  hostilities  in  South  Africa, 
they  acted  in  the  direction  suggested  by 
making  an  experiment,  which,  however, 
did  not  bear  fruit,  as  hostilities  had 
ceased  before  the  troops  reached  the  Cape. 
In  the  first  place,  they  did  what  had 
been  urged  by  many  officers  of  experi- 
ence— they  armed  a  certain  number  of 
Cavalry  with  the  long  rifle.  The  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  Cavalry  could  con- 
veniently carry  the  long  rifle  had,  no 
doubt,  been  a  matter  of  much  dispute  ; 
but  there  were  those  in  the  War  Office 
who  thought  it  could  be  accomplished, 
and  that  it  might  be  possible  to  arm  a 
large  proportion  of  British  Cavalry  with 
that  weapon.  In  the  second  place,  they 
organized  and  sent  out  to  South  Africa 
under  Major  Barron  a  body  of  Mounted 
Bifles.  As  he  had  stated,  owing  to  the 
cessation  of  hostilities,  they  wero  not 
brought  into  action,  but  if  they  had, 
then  there  would  have  been  a  good  test 
of  the  value  of  the  suggestion  made  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  oppo- 
site. The  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Berkshire  contained  the 
words  **  corps  of  mounted  infantry." 
Now,  the  formation  of  a  regular  stand- 
ing corps  of  Mounted  Infantry  was  a 
matter  which  required  to  be  well 
weighed.  They  had  already  Dragoons, 
Carbineers,  Hussars,  and  Lancers,  and 
to  add  a  fifth  denomination  would  be  a 
movement  in  the  wrong  direction.  What 
they  wished  to  do  was  to  simplify  the 
divisions  of  the  Cavalry  rather  than  to 
add  a  special  corps,  which  would  soon 
come  to  be  regarded  as  a  Cavalry  regi- 
ment. What  ho  hoped  might  be  done 
was  to  take  measures  to  have  among 
our  Infantry  soldiers  a  considerable  pro- 
portion of  men  who  knew  how  to  ride, 
and  to  provide  in  time  of  peace  a  suf- 
ficient store  of  saddles  and  other  neces- 
sary equipments.  If  this  could  be  done 
it  would  meet  the  object  which  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  had  in  view ;  be- 
cause we  should  then  have  ready  on  our 
hand,  when  the  time  came,  facilities  for 
using  our  Infantry  soldiers  in  the  way 
he  had  suggested.  He  was  very  much 
disposed  to  see  whether  something  could 
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not  be  done  wliioh  would  give  us,  in 
time  of  actual  service,  a  good  Mounted 
Infantry,  trained  in  the  ubc  of  the  rifle, 
and  with  the  simplest  accoutrements. 
There  were  at  the  War  Office  several 
experienced  officers  who  had  given  this 
question  their  careful  consideration,  and 
with  their  assistance  he  hoped  before 
next  year  to  be  able  to  amve  at  some 
decision  which  would  be  generaUj  ac- 
ceptable to  the  House. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  said,  he 
wished  to  express  his  pleasure  that  this 
important  question  had  been  raised  bj 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  and  his 
satisfaction  at  the  answer  given  bv  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretory  of  State 
for  War.  There  would,  however,  as  he 
feared,  be  a  difficulty  in  providing  the 
horses.  He  suggested  that  as  there  was 
at  present  a  light  company  in  each  regi- 
ment, there  should  also  be  a  mounted 
company,  which  could  act  either  upon 
foot  or  upon  horseback,  as  the  case 
might  require.  There  had  never  been 
abetter  corps  than  the  Cape  Mounted 
Kifles.  It  did  very  good  service,  and 
seemed  to  him  to  be  a  model  for  mounted 
infantry.  Ho  was  only  sorry  that  that 
body  had  been  done  away  with,  and  he 
should  be  very  glad  if  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  come  down  to  the  House 
and  say  that  he  would  revive  it  in  another 
form. 

Captain  AYLMEB  said,  it  would  be 
useless  to  arm  the  Cavalry  with  long 
rifles,  unless  the  whole  of  the  accoutre- 
ments were  altered,  and  even  then  he 
doubted  their  efficiency.  What  was 
wanted  was  a  corps  of  small  men,  with 
light  sling  rifles,  and  mounted  on  small 
horses,  lightly  accoutred,  so  that  they 
could  gallop  up  to  a  given  point  without 
unnecessary  fatigue,  dismount,  and  fire 
as  rapidly  as  possible,  and  then  be  ready 
in  a  moment  to  mount  and  ride  off. 

SiE  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
urged  the  Secretary  for  War  to  act  upon 
the  lines  which  he  had  suggested  with- 
out delay. 

GteNBRAL  BURNABY  said,  he  should 
be  glad  to  see  a  larger  distribution  of 
pistols  amongst  soldiers  than  there  was 
at  present.  The  foreign  Armies  were 
extensively  armed  with  them.  The 
Evans'  pistol,  of  American  make,  was 
the  best.  As  to  magazine  rifles,  those 
of  the  Evans'  make  were  admirably 
adapted  to  use  by  mounted  infantry. 
The  magazine  of  this  lifle  carried  21 


rounds,  and  it  did  not  possess  flie  dis- 
advantages of  the  spiral  spring.  Hnssia 
had  recently  purchased  20,000  of  these 
rifles,  and  he  thought  a  trial  should  be 
made  of  them. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


ARMY— LONG  SERVICE  SOLDIERS. 
OBSEBVATIONS. 

OoLONEL  OOLTHUEST,  who  had  a 
Notice  on  the  Paper  to  call  attention 

"  To  the  necessity  that  exists  for  retaining  a 
oertain  proportion  of  soldiers  serving  for  pen. 
don  exdusive  of  non-commissioned  offioen/' 

said,  he  would  not  delay  the  time  of  the 
House  by  discussing  the  question ;  bnt^ 
believing  that  men  of  that  character 
would  give  increased  strength  to  tiie 
British  Army,  he  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  Stata 
for  War  whether  soldiers  who  had  a 
moral,  if  not  a  legal,  claim  to  re-engagey 
provided  their  characters  and  physiqiis 
were  satisfactory,  would  be  allowed  to  do 
so  ?  To  make  short  service  effective  it 
was  necessaiy  to  have  a  consideiraUiS 
leaveu  of  old  soldiers.      

Sir  henry  FLETOHEB  said,  ha 
approved  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and 
g^allant  Gentleman  opposite.  It  waa 
absolutely  necessary  for  the  maintenance 
of  discipline  that  there  should  be  a  cer- 
tain proportion  of  old  soldiers  in  a  regi- 
ment. 

Mr.  OHILDEBS  said,  that  the  soldier 
—  other  than  the  non-commissioiied. 
officer — had  no  right  or  expectation 
be  re-engaged ;  but  he  had  stated 
it  had  been  determined  to  allow 
manding  officers  to  make  recommem 
tions  of  individual  soldiers  enlisted  und> 
the  former  rules  for  re-engaeement, 
each  case  would  be  considered  on 
merits.  But,  as  a  general  rule,  if  a 
was  not  fit  to  be  a  non-commi8Bi< 
officer  within  the  first  12  years 
service,  he  would  not  be  likely  to 
fair  value  for  his  money  during  th( 
ceeding  nine  years.  Part  of  we  a^ 
tion  of  the  new  system  was  that 
non-commissioned  officer  had 
or  15  years,  it  was  very  likely 
would  get  on  to  the  permanent 
the  Militia  or  the  Yolnnteexe. 
by  an  arrangement  between  th^ 
Department  and  the  Ooyemm 
India  a  certain  proporticm  of  eh< 
vice  men  woold  be  allowed  to 
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ttiir  period  of  mitum  with  the  Colours 
fam  8  to  10  or  aven  IS  yean.  Ax  to 
thiB  infiBmoe  of  old  soldien,  he  doubted 
TB7  much  irhather  the  inflnenoe  of  the 
»-ennred  priTate  was  good ;  and,  on 
the  wnQlo,  He  thought  it  better  not  to 
eatsUiah  an;  general  principle  as  to  te- 
nement.  

ft  WALTESt  B.  BASTTXILOT  said, 
as  glad  to  hear  the  itatement  of  the 
nght  hon.  Oentleman,  beoauee  he  was 
"  ~  1  that  young  loIdierB  in  India 
t  e^wble  of  performing  the  work 
TCqiiii«d  ttam  them. 

Oouwn.  NOBTH  stud,  that  in  1870 
Mr.  Oaxdwdl  apoke  of  "the  impor- 
teaoe  of  retaimog  in  the  Army  that 
Boat  Tttluable  member,  the  old  soldier, " 
aad  that  the  late  Duke  of  Wellington 
muA  die  old  soldier  was  the  life  and  soul 
«f  die  whole  Army.  But  at  present  no 
vrtHSiia  were  to  be  found  in  the  Army. 
B»  was  ^^"'^  ^  8^^  every  credit  to  the 
«i(^  hon.  Qentleman  the  Secretary  of 
SM»  fbrWarfor  his  desire  to  promote  the 
f  of  the  Army ;  but  ne  thought 
tteat  mistake  the  nsht  hon.  Oen- 
i  mode  was  to  intenere  with  the 
L  system  of  our  Army.  The 
it  chaogee  hod  given  great  dissatis- 
.  to  the  Serrioe,  especially  the 
^  ng  of  the  nameaof  the  re^menta. 
Tim  II  was  also  very  sreat  dissatis&ction 
11  ra^pmemts  losing  ueir  numbers. 

Kotace  taken,  that^40  Uembers  were 
.  sat  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
I  VnuMis  being  fbnnd  present, 


OBSXBTATIONS. 

...  jtbLBIOQAK  said,  he  wished  to  call 

fe^  Bttsotitm  of  the  Secretary  of  State 

w^tttothe  irregularities  committed 

*T»met>f  the  ofBcers  and  men  in  the 

I   «itwii  Artillery  Militia.  Ho  hoped  that 

L    a*  tiglit  hon.  Qentleman  would  institute 

■  wtKiing  bquiry  into  the  charges 

I   HuMttliam;  otherwise    it  might   bo 

*^?J*'y  wtlj  na It  Seseion  to  move  for 

*?™*  Committee  to  inTestigate  them, 

fc.  CH1LDEE8  said,    he    had    no 

^^  to  ipeak  again ;  but  by  penniaaioii 

"tMHoMe  he  would  do  so.     Perhaps 

¥*■■  Membet  for  Cavan  would  allow 

ry  ***  "  ^neition.     He  spoke  of 

^^  What  chuges  were  they,  and 

*ftm?  Ifie  matter  had  not 


recently  been  raised  in  a  formal  manner. 
Fart  of  the  choivea  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  referred  originated  in  187EI, 
and  had  been  disposed  of  in  an  answer 
given  to  the  hon.  Member  on  a  Motion 
which  he  raised.  Kow,  he  spoke  of 
something  that  occurred  this  year ;  but 
some  conversation  was  going  on  in  the 
House,  and  the  hon.  Member's  words 
were  difficult  to  follow.  But  if  he  referred 
to  charges,  he  this  year  must  aek  who 
had  made  those  charges,  and  where 
were  they  made? 

Mb.  BIGGAE  explained  that  the 
charges  he  referred  to  arose  out  of  the 
1870  business,  and  the  general  want  of 
discipline  in  the  regiment  at  the  time  ; 
and,  though  one  of  the  persons  impli- 
cated had  resigned,  there  were  others 
who  since  had  obtained  promotion  in- 
stead of  censure, 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  said,  that  being  the 
case,  he  had  to  say  that  the  matter  was 
full^  looked  into;  and  last  year  the 
regiment  was  reported  as  in  a  thoroughly 
efficient  state.  He  must  decline  to  ac- 
cept a  proposal  for  any  further  inquiry 
next  year  when  the  boo.  Member  made 
hia  Motion,  unless  some  new  facts  camo 
to  hie  knowledge. 

Mb.  BIOGAJi  said,  he  did  not  ask 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman  to  give  a  pro- 
mise for  an  inquiry,  but  omy  that  he 
would  himself  make  inquiries. 

PAELIAMENT—OBDER— SUSPENSION 
OF  MR.  O'KELLY. 


Mb.  PAENELL  said,  he  rose  to  draw 
attention  to  a  Motion  which  had  stood 
on  the  Paper  in  his  name  for  &  month 
in  regard  to  the  suspension  of  his  hon. 
Friend  thejunior  Member  for  the  county 
of  Roscommon  (Mr.  O'Kelly).  It  was 
to  the  effect — 

"  That  it  is  not  in  ftpcordnnce  with  the  otdora 
and  precedontB  of  this  Houbq  thnt  a  Mnmber  of 
this  HoiiM  should  bo  Biispcndud  from  its  sorvico 
for  deKribiHK  as  lying  aad  calumniuus  BtatS' 
ments  reflecting  on  (he  honour  of  Iho  tame 
Member." 

It  was  not  desirable  that  a  Motion  of 
that  kind,  which  might  seem  to  bear 
on  the  action  of  the  highest  authority 
in  the  House,  and  to  dispute  the  ruling 
of  the  highest  authority  of  the  House, 
should  remain  any  longer  on  the  I'oper 
than  was  absolutely  necessary.  There- 
fore, although  he  could  not  now  take  a 
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diyision  or  submit  his  Motion  formally, 
he  would,  with  the  permission  of  the 
House,  bring  the  matter  forward  by 
way  of  discussion,  which  would  have 
the  effect  of  fiiJially  disposing  of  it.  The 
circumstances  in  which  the  suspension 
of  his  hon.  Friend  took  place  were  of 
rather  a  peculiar  character.  On  the  3rd 
of  June  last,  a  Question  was  asked  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  county  of  Lei- 
trim  (Mr.  Tottenham)  with  reference  to 
a  false  report  as  to  firing  at  a  Mr.  Daly, 
near  Loughrea,  in  the  county  of  Galway. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Lei  trim,  as  he 
was  much  in  the  habit  of  doing,  accom- 
panied that  Question  with  reference  to 
the  truth  of  that  report,  which  had 
turned  out  to  be  false,  with  an  innuendo 
against  the  organization  known  as  the 
Irish  National  Land  League,  of  which 
several  Members  of  that  House  were 
members.  The  hon.  Member  asked  whe- 
ther that  was  not  the  third  murder  or 
attempted  murder  within  the  last  three 
weeks  in  the  same  locality  attributable 
to  the  Land  League  ?  A  point  of  Order 
was  then  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  city  of  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
— namely,  '^  whether  a  Question  menda- 
ciously attributing  to  the  Land  League 
the  responsibility — "  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  city  of  Galway  was  thereupon 
interrupted  by  loud  cries  of  **  Order  !  " 
and  by  the  rising  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  North  Devon 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  to  another  point 
of  Order.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  asked 
whether  the  word  **  mendacious  "  could 
properly  be  applied  by  one  Member  of 
the  House  to  another  ?  And  the^Speaker 
ruled  that  if  the  hon.  Member,  when  he 
used  the  word  ''mendacious,"  applied 
it  to  a  Member  of  the  House,  he  was 
clearly  out  of  Order,  and  called  upon 
the  hon.  Member  to  withdraw  it,  and 
he  did  withdraw  it  and  substituted  the 
expression  *'  inaccurately."  Then  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  county  of  !Roscom- 
mon  (Mr.  O'Kelly),  after  some  further 
conversation  had  taken  place,  rose  to 
another  point  of  Order,  and,  with  a  con- 
siderable appearance  of  very  natural 
indignation,  asked  the  Speaker  whether 
it  was  proper  for  an  hon.  Member,  in 
putting  Questions  in  that  House,  to 
make,  in  regard  to  Gentlemen  sitting 
on  those  Benches,  statements  that  were 
**  lying  and  calumnious  ?"  At  once  there 
broke  forth  loud  cries  of  **  Order !  "  and 
''  Name !  "  The  Speaker  thereupon  said 

Mr.  Pameli 


that  he  was  bound  to  name  Mr.  O'Kelly, 
and  the  Prime  Minister  made  the  Motion 
that  Mr.  O'Kelly  should  be  suspended 
from  the  service  of  the  House  during 
the  Sitting,  which  was  carried  by  a  con- 
siderable majority.  He  would  presently 
show  that  the  words  used  by  Mr.  O'Kelly 
had  been  ruled  by  two  former  Speakers 
— Mr.  Denison  and  Mr.  Lefevre — to  be 
not  out  of  Order.  The  Standing  Order 
under  which  Mr.  O'Kelly  was  suspended 
was  adopted  by  the  House  in  pursuaaoe 
of  a  recommendation  of  the  (Committee 
on  the  Business  of  the  House  which  sat 
in  1877  to  consider  the  question  of  Ob- 
struction and  the  best  means  of  dealinff 
with  it.  Among  the  witnesses  examinea 
were  the  then  Chairman  of  CommitteeB 
(Mr.  Kaikes)  and  the  Speaker,  and  their 
evidence  was  directed,  not  to  the  obstroo- 
tion  of  a  particular  measure  by  those 
who  were  interested  in  it,  but  to  the 
question  of  general  obstruction  by  re- 
peated and  long  speeches,  repetition  of 
arguments,  the  moving  of  the  adjoom- 
ment  of  the  House  and  of  Progress,  and 
by  other  means.  It  was  to  meet  the 
case  of  general  obstruction  that  theBnle 
was  framed ;  but  Mr.  O'Kelly  had  not 
been  guilty  of  particular  or  general  ob- 
struction of  any  kind.  His  hon.  Friend 
was  one  of  the  most  inoffensive  Members 
of  the  House,  and,  so  far  from  obstruct- 
ing its  proceedings,  had  only  addressed 
the  House  twice  that  Session  and  once 
only  last  Session.  His  suspension  did 
not  take  place,  because  he  had  committed 
the  offence  against  which  clearly  the 
Eulo  in  question  was  adopted.  Bat 
even  if  his  hon.  Friend  had  offended 
against  the  Eule,  he  might  at  least  haye 
been  warned  before  the  penalty  of  sus- 
pension was  inflicted  upon  him.  That, 
however,  was  not  the  case,  and  he  was 
suspended  without  having  been  called 
to  Order  or  asked  to  withdraw  the  ex- 
pressions he  had  used,  and  was  so  on  the 
ground  that  the  hon.  Member  for  County 
Galway  had  used  the  word*'  *  mendaoions, 
and  was  called  to  Order  for  doing  so, 
which  fact,  it  was  said,  ought  to  have 
warned  Mr.  O'Kelly  to  be  careful  of  the 
language  he  used.  He  would  now  come 
to  the  precedents  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred. On  the  27th  of  April,  1855,  a 
discussion  took  place  in  reference  to 
some  charges  made  by  a  Member  of  die 
House  against  the  Commander-in-Chief 
of  the  Army,  and  in  the  course  of  the 
discussion  dolonel  Knox  said  that  there 
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"  WBi  aoi  A  word  of  truth"  in  the  charge 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Aylesborj 
agAimt    Oeneral    Ounningham.     The 
vnd  used   by    his    hon.    Friend  the 
Member  for  KMOommon  was  "lying," 
a  rougher  word,  but  conveying  the  same 
Mfwmmg  as  the  words  "not  a  word  of 
faruih."    The  hon.  Member,  however, 
uuur  those  words  was  not  suspended 
lor  aoing  so.    He  was  ashed  to  with- 
draw them  as  un-Parliamentary,  and  he 
did  ao.    In  the  course  of  the  same  de- 
hate  Iiord  Palmerston  said  that  "  every 
Member  who  heard  the  charges  made 
WBet  be  convinced  that  they  were  false 
aad  calumnious."    The  words  "Iving 
aad  calumnious"  were  used  by  his  hon. 
Kriend ;  but  here  were  words  used  b^ 
Loid  lUmerston  which  were  the  equi- 
valent of  those  words.    On  that  occasion 
Mr.   Otway  drew  the  attention  of  the 
Bpnalrer  (Mr.  Lefevre)  to  the    words 
"fklaa    and    calumnious,"    and    what 
ha^rpened?    The  Speaker   on  the  oc- 
on  ruled  that  tne  words  were  not 
of  Order.    But  he  (Mr.  Pamell)  had 
precedents  and  more  recent  ones 
ik,  the  spirit  of  his  contention.    In  the 
jsbate  on  the  Besdution  moved  by  Mr. 
Biaraflli  on  the  27th  July,  1864,  Mr. 
Qathome  Hardy — ^now  Lord  Granbrook 
— etid  an  hon.  Member  had  used  lan- 
CHge  which  did  no  credit  to  himself  or 
fte  Gofvemment  which  he  represented ; 
ml  he  pointed   out   that  uie    words 
"ftbe    and    calumnious"    had  been 
Mr.    Denison,    who    was   then 
'f  said  there  was  nothing  in  those 
^liTig  for  his  interference.    The 
ttaaoelloir  of  the  Exchequer — ^the  Pre- 
nime  Minister — ^mtervened  m  the 
!,  and  although  he  was  present 
theae  words  were  uttered,  said  he 
ftsd  not  heard  the  disorderlv  words,  and 
hs  agreed  with  the  Speater  that  the 
"fidae  and  calumnious  statement " 
within  Ftoliamentary  limits.    Yet 
Ibr  uaing  these  words  that  the 
Mioiater  asked  a  few  weeks  since 
Member  for  BosGommon  should 
Is  nspended.    He  (Mr.  Pamell)  had 
rtHisJiiid  that  these  words  were  within 
Wfk  ri|^  of  debate ;  and,  consequently, 
Visfnetive  or  reason  for  condenming  his 
hoau  friend  because  he  used  those  words 
Via  90t  sufficient.     His  hon.  Friend 
fpUhave  withdrawn  the  words  if  ho 
Ipi  Mn  a^ked  to  do  so  j  but  he  got  no 
fi|CitlVii^  of  withdrawing  them,  hav- 
II  MMD^  miQediatalj  aubjeoted  to  the 
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very  summary  and  stringent  ruling  of 
the  Chair.  He  (Mr.  Pamell)  wished  to 
say  that  a  question  of  this  kind,  brought 
forward  without  Notice,  and  imputing  an 
offence  of  a  highly  criminal  and  scan- 
dalous character  to  an  organization  with 
which  Members  of  that  House  were  con- 
nected, was  one  very  likely  to  excite 
angry  feeling^.  Although  he  was  will- 
ing to  admit  that  the  words  of  his  hon. 
Fnend  were  stronger  than  should  be 
used,  yet  he  submitted  the  hon.  Member 
was  entitled  to  be  told  that  his  words 
were  un-Parliamentary.  When  such 
precedents  had  been  set  and  deliberate 
rulings  given  them  before  a  Member 
was  suspended  for  using  such  words  he 
was  entitled  to  receive  warning  from 
the  Chair.  It  was  because  the  Irish 
Members  felt  the  injustice  of  that  ruling 
that  he  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  put  this  Mo- 
tion on  the  Paper,  and  which  he  was 
now  precluded  from  moving;  but  he 
was  satisfied  he  had  said  enough  to 
show  the  injustice  done  to  his  hon.  ^end 
by  the  suspension  on  the  occasion  in 
question. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  am  sorry 
to  say  that  I  must  impugn  the  course  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  me  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  in  a  wider  sense  than 
merely  contesting  his  argument.  I  do 
not  quite  understand  the  liberty  which 
he  assumes  to  himself,  for  he  seems  on 
one  night  to  appeal  to  the  Bules  of  the 
House  for  protection,  and  on  another  to 
ruthlessly  trample  those  very  same  Bules 
under  foot.  He  knows  very  well  to 
what  I  refer,  because  the  facts  are 
recent. 

Me.  PAENELL  :  I  submit  that  the 
Prime  Minister  is  out  of  Order  in  re- 
ferring to  a  past  matter  which  has  been 
definitely  decided  by  the  House. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE:  I  cannot  see  that 
the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
are  irrelevant. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Why,  during  the 
whole  of  the  discussion  the  hon.  Member 
has  himself  been  referring  to  a  past 
matter  which  has  been  definitely  decided 
by  the  House.  But  in  applying  to  the 
Chair  he  was  perfectly  consistent,  for, 
as  I  said  before,  he  appeals  to  the  Eules 
of  the  House  one  night,  and  on  another 
night  he  not  only  tramples  the  Bulos 
under  foot,  but  insults  the  authorities  I 
object  to  the  proceeding  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  this  House  S[bo.  I  admit  fully 
that  every  Member  of  the  House  is  en- 
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titled  to  impugn  and  pronounce  censure 
upon  the  conduct  of  the  Speaker  on  grave 
and  sufficient  rounds;  but  if  he  does 
this,  I  contend  that  he  is  bound  so  to  do  in 
a  manner  of  which  the  House  may  judge 
and  on  which  it  may  pronounce  a  judg- 
ment. This  the  hon.  Member  has  care- 
fully refrained  from  doing,  and  the 
House  can  only,  if  it  chooses,  bandy 
words  without  pronouncing  a  judgment. 
I  should  have  thought  that  it  was  an  ele- 
mentary principle  of  common  sense  that 
charges  should  not  be  .  lightly  made 
against  the  Speaker  of  the  House.  The 
Chair  of  this  House  is  not  made  to  have 
dirt  thrown  upon  it — it  is  not  made  to  be 
the  subject  of  loose  and  random  talk 
such  as  that  in  which  the  hon.  Member 
indulges.  But  whether  such  charges 
are  lightly  made  or  not,  it  is  the  prime 
duty  of  the  hon.  Member  as  a  Member 
of  this  House,  when  he  makes  such 
charges,  to  make  them  in  such  a  manner 
that  the  Chair  can  either  be  acquitted 
or  condemned.  The  hon.  Member,  how- 
ever, on  the  contrary,  makes  these 
charges  against  the  Chair  to-night  at  a 
time  when  he  himself  tells  us  the  Chair 
cannot  be  either  acquitted  or  condemned. 
The  Chair  can  be  made  the  subject  of 
abuse  or  of  vituperation ;  but  the  charges 
cannot  either  be  met  or  substantiated. 
The  hon.  Member,  in  the  course  he  has 
thought  fit  to  pursue,  therefore,  has  en- 
tirely mistaken  the  first  elements  of  his 
duty  as  a  Member  of  this  House.  The 
hon.  Member,  who  has  chosen  to  give  to  his 
censure  the  character  of  a  lecture  to  the 
Chair,  seems  entirely  to  forget  that  the 
proceeding  of  the  Chair  was  recognized 
and  adopted  by  an  enormous  majority 
of  this  House.  Why  had  not  the  hon. 
Oentleman  the  manliness  to  say  at  once 
that  he  was  impugning  the  judgment  of 
the  House  ?  ISfo  doubt,  that  judgment 
was  founded  upon  the  proceedmg  of  the 
Chair;  but  that  proceeding  was  taken 
up  and  adopted  and  made  the  basis  of 
the  judgment  of  the  House.  I  should 
have  thought  it  was  a  well-known  prin- 
ciple of  our  system  in  this  House — and 
I  am  astonished  that  a  man  with  one- 
tenth  part  of  the  discernment  of  the  hon. 
Member  should  not  have  perceived  it, 
and  had  the  hon.  Member  been  guided 
by  a  right  sense  of  his  du^  to  ^e 
House  he  would  have  perceived  it — ^that 
the  judgment  of  the  House  stands  be- 
tween himself  and  the  Chair,  and  pro- 
tects the  Chair  from  the  charges  that  he 
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has  brought  against  it.  Well,  Sir,  I 
think  I  have  shown  that  the  proceedings 
of  the  hon.  Member  recoil  upon  himseu, 
and  lead  us  to  pass  a  sentence  of  con- 
demnation upon  the  course  he  has 
thought  fit  to  adopt  on  this  occasion.  I 
now  turn  to  a  little  matter — a  very  little 
matter — the  argument  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. It  may,  perhaps,  be  said  that  I  have 
dealt  warmly  with  this  matter;  but  I 
feel  warmly  with  regard  to  it,  and  it 
will  be  a  bad  day  for  England,  and  a 
bad  day  for  us  all,  when  we  cease  to  fed 
warmly  upon  such  a  subject,  which  in- 
volves the  existence  of  the  essential 
Bules  of  debate.   The  hon.  Member  hat 

Eut  forward  two  contentions — ^the  first 
eiuK  that  the  Bule  under  whidi  the 
Speaser  acted  was  not  intended  to  apply 
to  the  purpose  to  which  you.  Sir,  ap- 
plied it,  but  onl^  to  meet  a  case  of  per- 
sistent Obstruction.  With  all  submis- 
sion to  the  hon.  Member,  I  am  prepared 
to  maintain  that  your  application  of  that 
Rule  was  strictih^  justified.  The  Btde 
adopted  by  the  House  was  intended,  not 
only  to  meet  the  case  of  persistent  Ob- 
struction, but  to  insiire  the  decency,  the 
propriety,  and  the  order  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  this  House.  The  hon.  Member 
says  that  yon,  Sir,  are  armed  with  a 
power  of  noticing,  and,  in  certain  cases, 
of  punishing  persons  whom  you  may 
think  require  such  notice  or  such  punish- 
ment ;  but  that  you  are  not  justified  in 
using  that  power  when  it  is  merely  a 
qaestion  of  maintaining  the  decency  and 
propriety  of  the  language  used.  But 
what  proof.  Sir,  does  the  hon.  Member 
^ve  in  support  of  that  assertion  ?  That 
the  power  with  which  you  are  armed 
sprang  out  of  a  certain  set  of  circum- 
stances connected  with  a  system  of  per- 
sistent Obstruction  I  fully  admit — ft 
system  which  came  into  existence  oon- 
temporaneously  with  the  entrance  of  the 
hon.  Member  into  this  House.  The 
hon.  Member  quoted  the  evidence  of- 
yourself.  Sir,  and  Mr.  Cecil  Baikes  in 
support  of  his  proposition.  But  although 
that  might  have  been  part  of  ti^e  azga* 
ment  used  at  the  time,  it  did  not  limit 
the  terms  of  the  measure  that  wm 
adopted.  What  are  those  terms  ?  ''Dis- 
regarding the  authority  of  the  Chair." 
[Mr.  Fabnell  :  WiUully  disregard- 
ing.] Although  that  may  be  so,  what 
I  contend  is,  l£at  the  limitation  applied 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  a  limitatuai' 
imported  by  his  piivate  jud^ent  into 
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iba  Ord«r  of  the  Honse.  I  took  it  on 
thfioedit  of  the  hon.  Gtentlexaaii ;  but 
thflStandingOrder  has  just  been  supplied 
to  me  by  my  right  hon.  SViend  the  Mem- 
ber far  the  Uniyersity  of  Edinburgh 
(Xr.  Lyon  Playfair).  It  is  dated  the 
S5th  Febroaiy,  1880,  and  runs  thus — 

"WhcoeTer  any  hon.  Member  shall  have 
been  named  by  the  Speaker  or  by  the  Chairman 
ef  the  Committee  of  the  whole  HouBe  as  disre- 
guding  the  authority  of  the  Chair." 

Hierefore,  I  say  the  hon.  Gentleman 

dioiild  not  supply  interpolations  of  that 

kmd  without  venfying  ms  ffround  in  the 

flnt  instance.    The  meaning  of  those 

votds  is  much  wider  than  that  which 

Ike  hon.  Member  placed  upon  them — 

aamely,  that  the  Standing  Order  only 

isfciied  to  cases  of  persistent  Obstruction. 

Bot  the  hon.  Member  comes  finally  to 

flus — ^that  the  words  which  were  used  by 

die  hon.  Member  for  Boscommon  (Mr. 

O^Kelly)  were  oorered  by  the  previous 

mlinff   of  the  Chair.    I  will  consider 

spedfically  ti^e  two  words  "  lying  "  and 

M  ^amnions."    I  remember  a  portion 

of  Ae  eiionmstances  dted  by  the  hon. 

Member — ^indeed,  I  took  the  opportunity 

of  referring  to  them  on  a  former  occa- 

■on,  and  they  are  now  firesh  in  my 

void.     I  feel,  Sir,  a  debt  of  gratitude 

to  Mr.  Speaker  Denison  as  a  very  able 

sad  ezoeuent  Speaker  of  this  House,  and 

vho  poeeoasod  an  acuteness  of  mind  and 

acnamty  to  deal  with  difficult  questions 

iduHi  I  think  was  not  exceeded  by  any 

of  Us  Ftedeoessors.    On  the  occasion  re- 

ftned  to,  Mr.  Speaker  Denison,  on  the 

neal  first  of  Lord  Pahnerston  and  then 

«  myaelf,  declined  to  exclude  the  word 

"cslnmnioiu"asun-Parliamentary.  But, 

looUng  at  the  matter  historically,  I  am 

astboond  to  assume  that  Mr.  Speaker 

Dsoisan  was  infallible  in  the  matter. 

Ha.  HEALY:  The  Irish  Members 
■t  oompelled  to  recognize  the  Speaker 
ttialUliUe. 

Kb.    GLADSTONE:   Sir,  the  hon. 

Msmber  is  so  carried  away  by  his  own 

InSiigB  in  this  matter  that  he  is  totally 

atUei  to  comprehend  my  meaning.    I 

■a  dinaling  with  an  historical  review. 

Bii  one  thing  to  be  oompelled  to  sub- 

■it  to  the  authority  of  the  Speaker  at 

fta  aomenti  and  it  is  another  to  look 

hak  to  the  annals  of  history.    Though 

JtkiUBj  be  bound  to  accept  the  ruling 

iMksmomenti  there  is  nothing  to  pre- 

yoa  impesching  that  ruling  at  a 

~  time.    IT  J  am  oast  by  what  I 


deem  to  be  an  unjust  verdict,  I  must 
submit  to  it  for  the  time,  though  after- 
wards I  may  condemn  it.  I  do  not 
hesitate,  therefore,  to  say  that  with  re- 
gard to  the  use  of  the  word  ''calum- 
nious "  I  should  have  felt  under  a  ereat 
obligation  to  you,  Sir,  if  you  had  re« 
versed  the  decision  of  Mr.  Speaker 
Denison,  because  it  appears  to  me  that 
the  word  ''  calumnious  "  inevitably  and 
essentially  involves  the  imputation  of 
motive.  I  hope  the  one  result  of  the 
present  discussion  will  be  to  enable  us 
to  put  an  end  to  the  Parliamentary  use 
of  that  word.  I  come  now  to  the  most 
vital  part  of  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
Member,  in  which  it  appears  to  me  that 
his  reasoning  entirely  breaks  down.  The 
hon.  Member  argues  that  the  word 
*'  lying  "  is  also  covered  by  the  previous 
ruling  of  the  Ohair.  The  speech,  how- 
ever, to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers 
in  support  of  his  contention  does  not 
contain  the  word  **  lying,"  but  merely 
asserts  that  the  statement  in  question 
had  not  a  word  of  truth  in  it.  Such  an 
expression  as  the  latter  may  be  dis- 
courteous; but  it  does  not  necessarily 
imply  that  the  Member  who  makes  it  is 
uttering  an  untruth  to  his  knowledge ; 
but  the  use  of  the  word  "lying"  im- 
putes that  the  Member  knows  that  he  is 
telling  and  intends  to  tell  a  lie.  One 
word  upon  the  case  itself.  The  word 
''  mendacious"  had  been  used  by  another 
Member,  and  there  had  been  an  appeal 
to  the  Chair,  and  immediately  after  the 
word  ''mendacious"  had  been  used, 
censured,  and  withdrawn,  another  Mem- 
ber described  the  statement  to  which  the 
word  "  mendacious  "  had  been  applied 
as  "  lying  and  calumnious."  I  say,  in 
the  first  place,  that  the  expression  "lying 
and  calumnious  "  was  not  merely  a  repe- 
tition, but  it  was  a  heavy  aggravation 
of  that  which  had  been  just  before  de- 
clared to  be  ofifensive,  and  acknowledged 
as  offensive  and  withdrawn.  And  this 
is  what  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  rises  to  cover  and  defend  to  the 
extent  of  saying  that  it  ought  to  have 
been  treated  tenderly.  He  has  instructed 
us  as  to  what  the  Speaker  ought  to 
do,  and  says  hon.  Members  should  be 
guided  by  him  in  the  course  which  they 
should  adopt.  You,  Sir,  have  very  fre- 
quently given  warnings  to  Members  as 
to  the  evil  way  in  which  they  were  walk- 
ing before  resortine  to  an  exercise  of 
your  authority.     You  have  done  this 
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with  a  patienoe  that  is  astonishing — with 
a  patienoe,  let  me  tell  you,  that  some- 
times make  Members  impatient — and 
then  I  am  to  be  told  that  because  of  this 
patience,  by  which  you  are  even  spoiling 
Members  of  this  House — if  I  may  make 
such  a  charge — when  a  great  outrage  is 
committed,  when  most  violent  language 
is  used,  and  used  by  a  person  who  must 
have  known  it  was  a  very  great  aggra- 
vation, tlie  matter  should  be  taken  up  by 
an  hon.  Gentleman  who  occupied  about 
an  hour  of  the  time  of  this  House  in 
contending  that  you  came  down  too 
rapidly  upon  an  innocent  and  valuable 
Member.  [ **  Oh  !  "]  I  beg  the  pardon 
of  the  hon.  Member.  Let  him  listen  to 
his  own  Leader.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  urged  the  special  claims 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Boscommon  be- 
cause he  was  innocent  and  valuable.  I 
deny  that  because  he  is  innocent  and 
valuable  he  is  to  be  allowed  to  violate 
the  Kules  of  this  House,  the  rules  of 
common  courtesy,  and  the  rules  which  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  say  ouffht  to  influence 
gentlemen  in  private  life.  I  hold  that 
the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Member  have 
not  been  maintained,  that  the  discussion 
is  ill-timed  and  ill-chosen,  and  that  by 
this  manner  of  impugning  the  Chair  by 
a  censure  directed  against  a  tribunal  of 
the  highest  authority,  a  tribunal  un- 
tainted with  the  least  suspicion  of  par- 
tiality, when  he  knows  that  no  issue  can 
be  taken,  and  no  verdict  of  conviction  or 
acquittal  pronounced,  the  hon.  Member 
does  no  credit  to  himself  or  to  those  with 
T^hom  he  acts 

Mk.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  the  charge 
against  members  of  the  Land  League 
on  the  occasion  in  question  was  that  they 
were  participes  crimines  in  a  murder 
committed  in  a  particular  district.  Mem- 
bers of  the  Land  League  had  a  right  to 
repel  that  charge  with  indignation.  The 
Prime  Minister,  with  an  animation  of 
manner  which  he  had  so  much  at  his  com- 
mand when  Party  purposes  demanded 
his  warmth,  had  justified  the  conduct  of 
the  Speaker ;  but  that  was  not  the  course 
he  took  yesterday  when  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  supported  a  He- 
solution  which  virtually  condemned  the 
conduct  of  the  Speaker.  On  the  con- 
trary, the  Prime  Minister  sat  in  com- 
placent silence.  The  style  of  reply 
which  had  now  become  stereotyped  in 
the  case  of  Questions  put  by  Lish  Mem- 
bers to   Members  of  the  Government 

Mr,  Oladitone 


oufi;ht  to  be  given  up.  There  were  pre- 
cedents for  the  use  of  the  word  **  menda- 
cious "  in  that  House.  One  of  the  Pre- 
decessors of  the  Speaker  had  decided 
that  it  was  not  un-Parliamentary  for  one 
Member  to  say  of  another  Member  that 
he  had  made  a  mendacious  statement. 
The  word  **  calumnious"  was  an  epithet, 
as  the  Prime  Minister  justly  observedp 
which  imputed  motives ;  yet  that  epithet 
was  actucdly  allowed  to  pass  by  two  Pre- 
decessors of  the  present  Speaker,  and 
its  use  was  not  discouraged  on  a  former 
occasion  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite.  Nothing  could  be  more  dan- 
gerous than  that  the  Irish  Members 
should  have  any  just  reason  to  sos- 
pect  that  they  were  treated  with  a 
severity  which  was  not  extended  to  other 
Members  of  the  House.  ['<  Oh ! "]  He 
was  not  asserting  that  that  was  now  the 
case.  The  rights  of  majorities  were 
always  safe ;  and  he  thought  it  was  die 
duty  of  the  Chair  to  be  the  guardian  and 

grotector  of  any  Party  in  the  Houses 
owever  small  it  might  be  numerically^ 
which  was  likely  to  be  unfairly  dealt 
with  in  the  chances  and  struggles  of 
political  warfare. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  admitted 
that  the  words  **  calumnious  and  lying" 
were  somewhat  too  strong  for  fair  Par- 
liamentary discussion ;  and  he  confessed 
that  he  did  not  particularly  admire  even 
that  sort  of  invective  which  an  emi- 
nent authority  had  pronounced  to  be 
*'  an  ornament  of  debate."  He  thought 
that  on  the  3rd  of  June  both  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leitrim  (Mr.  Tottenham) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Boscommon 
(Mr.  O'Kelly)  had  offended  against 
the  unwritten  law  of  Parliament.  Bat 
the  latter  Gentleman,  it  should  be  re« 
membered,  was  a  prominent  member 
of  the  Executive  of  the  Land  Leagae, 
a  body  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leitrim  had  charged  with  inciting  to 
murder.  In  the  heat,  naturally  excited 
by  disg^t  at  so  odious  and  calumnious  a 
charge,  it  was  not  surprising  that  any 
hon.  Member  should  have  lost  his  tem- 
per, although  it  was  also  perfectly  fair 
that  the  Chair  should  have  interfered  to 
prevent  the  use  of  such  strong  epithets 
as  ''  lying  and  calumnious."  With 
every  respect,  however,  for  the  Speaker, 
he  thought  the  Chair  might  well  have  in-, 
terposedto  prevent  theapplioationof  sach 
an  abominable  charge  as  that  brought  ij 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leitrim  9j;|LuiAt  t^ 
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EiieatiTe  of  fhe  Land  League.  He 
eoold  not  xefrainfram  protesting  against 
the  dieoryy  which  had  lately  been  en- 
coozaged  \j  Her  Migesty's  Ministers, 
Hut  die  Members  of  fhe  House  were 
tte  bondsmen  of  the  Chair^that  the 
heaker  was  the  mastery  the  dictator,  and 
m  l«w-|^yer  of  the  House,  and  that  in 
ouMtiomng  anything  which  he  said  or 
ttd  thOT  were  offending  against  the  law 
lad  OToer  of  Parliament.  Such  a  notion 
wa%  to  quote  the  language  of  the  Prime 
IGidster,  a  gigantic  innovation  in  the 
hiiiury  of  this  country. 

Mr.  JOHN  BBIGHT  said,  reference 

had  been  made  to  something  which  took 

alaoe  in  the  House  jyesterday;  and  it  had 

taea  sought  to  make  it  appear  that  he 

aspnrialljT,  and  some  others,  had  called 

in  question  the  action  of  the  Speaker 

jsatarday,  and  had,  in  fact,  given  some 

eapport  to  a  Motion  which  was  intended 

to  oensnre  the  Speaker.    Both  of  those 

Aings  were  entirely  inaccurate.    Li  the 

obserrations  which  he  made  yesterday 

ks  said  distinctly  that  the  Speaker  had 

■o  option;  that  he  was  only  carrying 

out  ttie  instruction  of  the  House,  given 

ia    a  certain  Besolution  passed  some 

larmthn  ago.    It  was  a  Besolution  which 

1m  had  voted  against,  and  which  he  was 

Mmc  to  say  was  one  of  the  most  foolish 

itesofntinnn,  but  that  that  term  would 

be  respectful  to  the  House.    It  was, 

he  thought,  one  of  the  most 

wdiappy  Hesolutions  which  had  been 

mmm  to  in  his  time.    The  Motion  of  the 

hsB.  Member  for  Northampton  yesterday 

hii  not  the  intention  of  censuring  the 

i^saker.    That  hon.  Member,  and  the 

Hisa  or  eight  other  Gentlemen  who 

had  voted    with   him,   voted  in    con- 

iiiintinn  of  the  general  proceedings  of 

flbs  House  on  the  question  in  regard  to 

Ifr.  Biadlangfa.     rTo   Member  of  the 

House  had  the  slightest  intention  of 

jMBsning  the  Speaker.  What  had  been 

ions  was  most  unhappy ;  but  it  was  not 

ti  be  attributed  to  the  Chair,  but  to  the 

I  which  the  House  itself  had  taken, 

many  of  the  Irish  Members  sitting 

fmiiiteJiad  supported  the  policy  which 

mi  Isd  to  the  nnfbrtunate  transaction  of 

|«bvdaT.    It  seemed  to  him  that  the 

ikols  discussion  was  beside  the  ques- 

liaybeeanse  it  was  not  a  question  of 

piiMidunl  at  all.    What  had  happened 

Mi  flnSb    The  hon.  Member  for  Leitrim 

(Hi  Tiitlflnhnml  put  a  Question  which 

ftundly  one  to  the  Irish 


Members  who  sat  opposite.  The  Speaker 
himself  said  that  had  he  previously  seen 
the  words  of   the  Question  he  should 
have  objected  to  them.     However,  the 
Question  was  put,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Qalway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  cha- 
racterized it  as   ''mendacious."      The 
Speaker  called    the    hon.    Member   to 
Order,  and  the  word  was  withdrawn. 
Almost  immediately  afterwards  the  hon. 
Member  for  Roscommon   rose    in  his 
place,  and  there  was  this  excuse  for  him, 
that  he  seemed  to  labour  under  the  in- 
fluence ofpassion  that  was  not  simu- 
lated.   ["  Hear,  hear !  "]   WeU,  ho  had 
seen  a  great  deal  of  passion  lately  which 
was  simulated.     The  hon.  Member,  with 
feeling  which  was  not  simulated,  said 
that  a  certain  statement  was  calumnious 
and    lying.      The    Speaker    thereupon 
called  him  to  Order.     [Mr.  Healy  :  No, 
no !]     What,  then,  was  the  state  of  the 
case?     The  hon.  Member  for  Galway 
had  withdrawn  words  he  had  used  as  un- 
parliamentary, and  almost  immediately 
afterwards  another  Member,  sitting  be- 
hind him,  got  up  and  uttered  words  in 
a  fierce  manner,  even  far  more  un-Par- 
liamentary  than  the  words  which  had 
been  withdrawn.     The  Speaker  imme- 
diately rose,   and,   in  accordance  with 
the  Standing  Order,  declared  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Roscommon  was  dis- 
regarding the  authority  of  the  Ohair, 
because  he  had  risen  and  spoken  words 
far   more    blameable    than   those    the 
Speaker  had  just  been  condemning.    It 
was  not,  then,  a  case  of  precedent.     It 
was  a  case  of  violent  disregard  of  the 
authority  of  the  Chair ;  and,  therefore, 
the   Speaker  was  not  only  within  his 
right,    but  within    his  duty — he    was 
sorry  to  say — when  he  found  it  neces- 
sary to  take  the  step  he  did.     He  must 
say  that  he  thought  at  the  time  the  lan- 
guage of  the   hon.  Member  for  Ros- 
common  was  a  passionate  expression, 
which  possibly,  in  a  quieter  mood,  he 
would  not  have  made,  and  he  was  sorry 
the  hon.  Member  did  not  rise  imme- 
diately and  withdraw  it.     [Mr.  Healy  : 
He  had  no  opportunity,]    It  was  clear 
that  the  authority  of  tne   Chair   had 
been  disregarded  ;  and  the  Speaker  was 
not  only  within  his  right,  but  within  his 
duty,  in  taking  the  steps  he  had  adopted. 
If  the  hon.  Member  had  withdrawn  the 
words,  the  necessity  for   the  Speaker 
taking  those    steps    might  have  been 
avoided;  but  as  to  the  propriety,  legality, 
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and  consistency  of  those  steps,  he 
thought  there  could  be  no  doubt  what- 
ever. He  thought  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork,  notwithstand- 
ing some  rough  experience  which  he  had 
had  in  that  House,  would  admit  to  his 
own  conscience  that  the  Speaker  had 
been  entirely  free  from  blame,  and  that 
he  could  not  hope  for  either  that  As- 
sembly, or  the  visionary  Assembly  to 
which  he  was  looking  forward,  to  be 
presided  over  by  a  Speaker  that  was 
more  distinguished  for  impartiality  and 
a  wish  to  do  justice  to  every  side  than 
was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  now 
occupied  the  Chair. 

Mb.  TOTTENHAM  said,  he  desired 
to  state  the  reason  which  had  actuated 
him  in  putting  the  Question,  to  which 
reference  had  been  made,  upon  the 
Paper.  There  had  been  three  or  four 
murders  committed  within  a  very  few 
weeks  in  districts  governed  by  the  Land 
League,  and  the  perpetration  of  one  of 
those  murders  was  known  at  the  time  it 
took  place,  or  within  an  hour  after- 
wards, at  a  village  five  miles  from  the 
place  where  it  occurred.  The  prisoners 
who  were  arrested  on  a  charge  of  having 
committed  some  of  those  murders  were 
furnished  with  counsel  and  food  by  the 
Council  of  the  Land  League.  It  was, 
therefore,  a  justifiable  conclusion  to 
arrive  at  that  the  Land  League  were  at 
the  bottom  of  those  occurrences.  His 
conviction  was  as  strong  now  as  it  was 
then  that  the  Land  League  were  directly 
responsible  for  those  murders,  and  for 
the  outrages  which  had  disgraced  Lre- 
land  for  tne  last  12  months. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leitrim  might  as  well  say 
that  the  Government  of  Lreland  were 
responsible  for  those  murders,  as  to  say 
that  the  Land  League  were  responsible 
for  them.  With  respect  to  the  question 
imder  discussion,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  spoken  admitted  the 
whole  case  when  he  said  that  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Roscommon  had 
not  had  an  opportunity  of  withdrawing 
the  words  he  had  used.  [Mr.  John 
Bbioht:  What  I  said  was  that  I  re- 
gretted he  had  not  withdrawn  them.] 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ros- 
conmion  (Mr.  0' Kelly)  had  not  an  oppor- 
tunity of  doing  so ;  and  he  was  not,  in 
fact,  asked  to  withdraw  them.  Li  his 
(Mr.  Healy's)  opinion,  the  remark  of  the 
light  hon.  (JentUman  strengthened  the 
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position  of  the  Lrish  Members ;  for  it 
appeared  to  him  to  be  an  admission  that 
the  hon.  Member  had  been  suspended 
without  being  afforded  an  opportimity  of 
withdrawing  his  statement.  Having  re- 
ferred to  former  debates,  it  appeared 
that  b^ft^^use  one  hon.  Member  used  aa 
expression  not  so  strong  as  others  that 
had  already  been  allow^,  therefore  he 
was  to  be  suspended.  This  was  on 
the  principle  that,  because  Solomon 
was  a  wise  man,  because  someone 
else  was  a  strong  man,  therefore  some- 
one else  played  the  harp.  It  was 
astonishing  to  him  to  notice  the  way  in 
which  Irish  affairs  were  treated  by  the 
occupants  of  the  Treasury  Bench.  A 
charge  of  murder  being  made  against 
Members  sitting  near  him  was  described 
by  the  right  hon.  GFentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  as 
being  not  particularly  friendly  ;  but  the 
same  right  hon.  Gentleman  used  the 
most  delicate  and  silken  words  when  re- 
ferring to  anything  that  might  be  alleged 
against  Members  sitting  on  his  own  side 
of  the  House.  As  far  as  he  and  those 
who  sat  near  him  were  personally  con- 
cerned, they  had  become  so  inured  te 
this  sort  of  thing  that  they  took  no  notioe 
of  anything  that  proceeded  from  the 
Treasury  Bench,  ana  were  simply  amused 
at  the  means  by  which  they  were  tried 
to  be  enmeshed.  When  the  Prime 
Minister  got  up  that  evening,  there  were 
few  Members  in  the  House;  but  the 
Liberal  Whip  soon  procured  an  audience 
to  witness  the  mechanical  passion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  to  hear  him 
work  himself  upto  that  pitch  of  wrath 
with  which  the  Mouse  was  so  familiar. 
It  would  have  been  more  in  consonance 
with  the  view  of  the  Irish  Members  if 
they  could  have  taken  a  vote  of  the 
House  upon  this  matter ;  but,  that  being 
impossible,  they  had  been  compelled  to 
content  themselves  with  calling  attention 
to  the  matter. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leitrim  had  declared  that 
the  Land  League  was  a  ''  murderous 
organization,"  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Galway  had  declared  to  be  a  "men* 
dacious"  statement.  The  Speaker  having 
ruled  that  "mendacious'^  was  an  un- 
parliamentary expression,  the  hon.  Mem« 
ber  for  Galwav  withdrew  it,  whereupoft 
the  hon.  Memoer  for  Bosoommon  asked 
whether  there  was  to  be  no  protection 
against  "lying  and  calumnious''  state- 
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BUBtt.  The  use  of  those  words  hy  no 
BMUa  imputed  to  the  hon.  Ifember  for 
X^im  that  he  was  knowingly  crtating 
Alt  which  was  &1m.  Speaking  as  a 
jonnuliat,  and  as  one  aooustomod  to 
vtite  the  English  language,  he  main- 
Ivned  that  there  was  no  journalist  who 
did  not  know  the  Taat  difference  between 
ming  that  a  statement  was  a  lying  and 
tilaiiiiiicnis  atatement,  and  saying  Siat  a 
■bdement  had  been  made  mendaciously 
bj  any  man.  In  the  one  case  yon  said 
a  man  was  a  liar,  in  the  other  that  he 
htA  made  a  lying  statement,  and  you 
timw  on  him  the  onus  of  Bhowing  how 
ftat  statement  got  into  his  paper. 

ICain  Qnestion,   "  That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave    the  Chair,"  put. 


iU. 


and 


SUPPLY— AEMY   ESTEBATEB. 
Btjm.T — wiuidtrtd  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
(1.)  £S3,40D,  IMrine  Serrice. 
Colo:tzi.  ALEXANDER  said,  he  was 
Bot  going  to  raise  any  objection  to 
ftis  Tote,  but  merely  desired  to  make  a 
■gBBstion  to  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
fteBecretary  of  State  for  War.  There 
TH  a  orataiu  number  of  military  chap- 
!«;«■■  provided  for  in  this  Vote  which 
Wie  in  Uie  gift  of  official  personages, 
■uoKBt  these  were  the  chaplaincy  of 
ftt  ^wer  and  the  chaplaincy  of  the 
Igjal  Hospital,  Chelsea.  Wiui  regard 
k  these,  it  seemed  to  him  that  it  was 
aflisr  an  anomaly  that  they  should  not 
Is  in  the  ^t  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
Ir  War.     He  had  nothing  whatever  to 


n  against  the  manner  in  which  these 

iwai  had  been  filled  up.    The  present 

were  both   known  to  him 


ft^  wne  Army  chaplains,  although  by 
MBSana  senior  ohaplaina  of  the  Army, 
■d  it  titer^oie  seemed  to  him  that  it 
wild  be  advantageous  if  the  Secretary 
■rState  tor  War  would  take  these  ap- 
priatioenta  into  his  own  special  patron- 

Sand  reaerve  them  in  ^ture  for  mei 
had  for  many  years  served  their 
taatrj  at  home  and  abroad.  He  re- 
afadtd  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  that 
ftaa  ware  Terj  few  prizes  for  Army 
Aqhina  who  bad  to  retire  &om  the  Ser- 
^  in  the  fiill  vigour  of  their  age. 

Ml.  OHILDKBS  said,  the  questioi 
■riMl  by  ibe  hon.  and  gallant  Qentle- 
g}nMiH  be  looked  into. 


^rmy  S$tmah$.  67B 

>00,  Administration  of  Uili- 


.^^t^rmiU. 


(2.)  £39 
taiyLaw. 

Sir  WALTEE  B.  BAETTELOT 
asked  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  to  the  fact  that  the  charges 
for  a  number  of  offioi&la  under  this  Tote 
were  given  in  a  lump  sum,  instead  of  in 
detail.  For  instance,  there  was  one  item 
of  £9,2S9,  which  represented  the  pay  of 
the  Qt>vemoTs,  cliief  warders,  warders, 
assistant  warders,  messengers,  and  others, 
at  the  military  prisons.  The  some  ob- 
servations applied  to  the  charge  for  the 
pay  of  the  provost  staff  and  military 
police,  £7,000 ;  and  likewise  to  the  item 
of  £5,000  for  the  pay  and  extra  duty 
pay  of  provost  marshals  and  mihtary 
police  in  garrisons  and  camps.  He  failed 
to  see  any  reason  why  these  it«ms  should 
not  be  given  separately  in  detail,  and 
trusted  that  in  future  the  Estimate 
would  be  framed  on  that  principle. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  would  look 
into  the  subject  to  which  his  attention 
had  been  drawn  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  opposite,  with  the  view,  if  pos- 
sible, of  giving  the  desired  informa- 
tion. 

CoLOiTBL  ALEXANDER  asked  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  do 
anything  to  improve  the  cumbrous  and 
clumsy  procedure  now  adopted  in  general 
courts  martial.  The  Committee  might 
possibly  not  bo  aware  of  the  dilatory 
way  in  which  the  proceedings  in  these 
cases  were  conducted.  Every  question 
originated,  either  by  the  prosecution,  by 
the  prisoner,  or  by  any  member  of  the 
court,  must,  in  the  first  instance,  be  re- 
duced to  writing ;  it  hod  then  to  be 
passed  to  the  Judge  Advocate  and  the 
Fresideut,  and,  if  approved  by  them,  it 
was  then  read  aloud ;  but,  if  it  was  not 
approved,  it  was  returned  to  the  person 
who  propounded  it.  In  the  case  of 
Colonel  Crawley  the  delay  was  so  in* 
tolerable  that  the  two  sides  came  to  an 
arrangement  withregardtothequestions; 
and,  as  stated  in  The  Timti,  after  a  few 
days,  the  plan  was  adopted  of  allowing 
each  party  to  read  its  own  questions.  He 
remembered  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Qentleman  the  present  Home 
Secretary,  who  appeared  for  the  defence, 
was,  according  to  the  present  practice, 
which  permitted  a  lawyer  to  advise  the 
prisoner  but  not  himself  to  address  tho 
court,  not  allowed  to  read  the  speech 
which  he  had  prepared  on  the  occasion, 
and  which,  being  read  by  another,  euf- 
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fered  very  much  in  consequence.  He 
was  aware  that  these  things  did  not 
occur  very  often ;  but  still  they  were  not 
80  infrequent  as  not  to  deserve  atten- 
tion. The  Committee  would  remember 
that  last  year  a  sergeant  was  tried  for 
fraud,  in  connection  with  the  marking 
at  Wimbledon ;  and  he  ventured  to  say 
that  the  questions  which  had  occupied 
the  court  martial  for  so  many  days  in 
that  case  would  have  been  settled  in  one 
by  a  civil  court.  He  should  be  glad  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  see  his 
way  to  remedy  this  form  of  procedure. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  was 
much  obliged  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  for  calling  attention  to  the 
subject.  Under  the  Army  Discipline 
and  Regulation  Act  of  1870  it  became 
necessary  to  draw  up  a  totally  new  set 
of  rules,  which  would  very  much  sim- 
plify the  procedure  of  courts  martial; 
and  the  Government  had  had  to  consider 
whether  these  rules  should  be  included 
in  the  Bill  introduced  a  few  nights  since 
— the  Regulation  of  Forces  Bill — or 
whether  they  should  wait  until  the  Bill 
was  passed,  and  then  establish  one 
simple  and  entire  Code.  The  rules  were 
finished,  and  would  be  issued  before  the 
end  of  the  year.  With  regard  to  the  point 
raised  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man, he  should  mention  that  he  was 
himself  rather  in  advance  of  the  opinions 
of  some  hon.  Members. 

Sib  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  he 
had  given  Notice  some  time  ago  of  a 
Motion  for  a  Return  of  courts  martial ; 
but  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had 
not  seen  his  way  to  grant  it.  He  thought 
the  present  was  not  an  unfitting  occasion 
on  which  a^ain  to  call  attention  to  the 
subject,  and  to  ask  what  objection  there 
was  to  a  Return  of  the  punishments 
awarded  by  courts  martial  being  fur- 
nished. It  might  be  urged  that  this 
Return  would  draw  invidious  distinc- 
tions between  some  regiments ;  but,  for 
his  own  part,  he  could  see  no  reason 
why  contrasts  should  not  be  made  be- 
tween one  regiment  and  another  in  re- 
spect of  the  punishments  awarded  by 
courts  martial.  On  the  contrary,  he 
thought  the  Return  would  be  of  great 
use  in  drawing  the  attention  of  com- 
manding officers  to  the  position  of  the 
yarious  regiments.  There  might,  of 
course,  be  reasons  why  the  authorities 
should  refuse  the  Return  he  asked  for ; 
but  the  question,  at  any  rate,  was  one 

Cohnel  Alexander 


upon  which  information  should  be 
afforded. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  would  rather 
see  the  Return  asked  for  by  his  hon. 
Friend  included  in  the  General  Annual 
Return  of  the  British  Army  than  given 
separately.  The  Return  would  be  vexy 
voluminous ;  but  his  hon.  Friend  miffht 
rely  that  the  subject  should  receive  nii 
attention. 

Sir  ALEXANDER  GORDON  pointed 
out  that  the  present  system  of  procedure 
in  courts  martial  was  very  much  in  favoar 
of  the  prisoner.  He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  content  with  the 
changes  he  had  already  made  this  year 
in  Army  affairs. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(3.)  £300,500,MedicalEstablishment8 
and  Services. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
here,  again,  the  whole  charge  for  the  pay 
of  the  officers  in  this  Department  were 
lumped  together  in  one  sum  of  £227,728. 
As  he  had  said  before,  there  was  no 
reason  whatever  why  the  Committee 
should  not  know  what  these  officers  re- 
ceived. Further  details  were  also  de- 
sirable in  the  case  of  Netley  Hospital  on 
paee  30. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  beUeved 
that  if  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
would  refer  to  the  Appendix  he  would 
find  there  much  of  the  detail  that  he 
desired.  At  the  same  time,  he  would 
look  further  into  the  matter. 

Sir  harry  VERNEY  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  see  that 
the  class  of  men  best  qualified  for  the 
duty  were  placed  in  the  position  of 
hospital  attendants.  Short  service  men 
were,  in  his  opinion,  not  the  best  toit 
the  purpose  of  nursing  soldiers ;  and  he 
thought  that  when  men  were  found  to 
be  good  orderlies  they  ought  to  be  re- 
tained in  that  position. 

Mr.  FINDLATER  wished  to  um 
upon  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  the 
claims  of  the  Army  medical  officers. 
Many  of  these  genuemen,  in  addition, 
to  risking  their  lives  in  the  field,  in- 
curred serious  illnesses  in  the  discharge  of 
their  duties ;  and  he  contended  that  thej 
shoidd  be  placed  in  the  same  category 
as  combatant  officers  of  the  Army.  It 
must  be  dear  to  hon.  Members  that  the 
medical  officer  who,  without  the  excite* 
ment  to  support  him  which  was  felt  by 
the  combatant  officer,  really  dis^yed 
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(he  highest  d^ree  of  tme  ooorage  in 
tttending  to  the  woanded.  The  Teoords 
of  our  xeoent  wars  fhmished  many  in- 
■tuMBB  of  the  brayery  displayed  by 
nMdical  oflELoen,  the  tenible  risks  they 
nxkt  and  the  sacrifice  of  life  in  action 
whMi  {heir  duties  entailed  upon  them. 
Bat  these  officers,  although  running  the 
mne  risks  as  their  combatant  brethren, 
iir  the  nmple  reason  that  they  were 
■OB-eombatanty  were  deprived  of  the 
snTilege  conferred  upon  other  officers  of 
Sie  Army  bythe  Army  Circularof  March, 
I880y  in  respect  of  counting  time  not 
sneeding  one  year  on  half-pa^  towards 
voluntary  retiroment.  The  right  hon. 
Gendeman  had,  on  a  former  occasion, 
pranised  to  look  into  this  matter ;  and 
M  oould  assure  him  that  it  was  yery 
desirable  that  some  steps  should  be 
liken,  because,  undoubtedly,  great  dis- 
eontent  eidsted  amongst  the  m^ical  offi- 
ens  of  the  Army,  who  felt  strongly  the 
iavidious  Astinction  that  was  drawn  be- 
tvssn  them  and  the  combatant  officers 
la  flie  Service.  He  trusted  the  right 
kfliL  Gentleman  would  hold  out  some 
(  tope  to  these  yery  descrying  ffcntlemen 
ftrt»  at  an  early  day,  he  would  be  able 
Id  do  something  for  them. 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  said,  he  considered 

ftsi  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member, 

Asl  medical  officers  should  be  placed 

csflie  same  footing  as  combatant  offi- 

«%  would  inydye  a  great  disadvantage 

totibm,  inasmuch  as  they  were,  in  some 

as  oompared  with  combatant 

much  better  treated.  TheBegu- 

with  regard  to  medical  officers 

U  been   settleid    by  his  Predecessor 

^ntk  eoctreme  care  and  after  long  con- 

■faation ;  and,  on  the  whole,  he  be- 

imd  tiiat  the  alteration  proposed  by 

Ai  hon.  Member  would  place  tnem  in  a 

Wss  position  than  they  now  occupied. 

YototffrfMrio. 

(4.)  £476,900,  MiUtia  and  MiUtia  Be- 


Sail  PEBCY  said,  he  rose  to  call 
to  a  subject  upon  which  he  had 
asked  a  question  of  the  right  hon. 
and  which  had  excited  con- 
ttnlde  interest  amongst  the  officers  of 
IBlia  legiments.  It  nad  been  for  a 
■m  liflM  past  the  custom  of  the  Oo- 
of  the  day  to  make  constant 
a  the  imiiorms  of  the  Army 
^—  — T-'fl  *  and  daring  the  years  he 
MiMliiiiflw  latter  bxaadh  he  had. 


in  consequence  of  these  Begulations, 
changed  the  character  of  almost  every 
garment  once  or  twice.  Now,  these  re- 
peated alterations  were  not  only  yexa- 
tious  in  themselves,  but  they  were  the 
source  of  very  serious  expense  to  officers 
whose  means  were  rather  limited.  In 
the  present  instance,  it  was  proposed  to 
change  the  whole  of  the  uniforms  of  the 
Militia,  and  to  assimilate  them  to  the 
uniforms  of  the  linked  battalions  of  the 
Begular  Forces  of  the  district.  He  had, 
through  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets,  addressed  a  question  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  as  to  whether  the  pro- 
posed change  would  not  entail  upon  the 
officers  of  the  Militia  the  very  serious 
cost  of  £80, 000 ;  and  the  answer  received 
from  him  was  to  the  effect  that  lie  had, 
to  a  great  extent,  exaggerated  the  ex- 

Eense  which  it  would  entail  —  that  he 
ad  no  reason  to  believe  that  the  ex- 
pense would  approach  the  sum  named, 
and  that  in  many  cases  but  a  small  out- 
lay would  be  necessary.  He  would  not 
enter  upon  a  lengthy  discussion  on  the 
expediency  of  the  proposed  change  ;  but, 
for  his  own  part,  he  was  quite  unable 
to  see  the  advantage  of  dressing  the 
Militia  officer  in  borrowed  plumage. 
Although  he  was  aware  that  his  opinions 
upon  this  subject  were  not  shared  by 
all  the  officers  of  the  Militia,  yet  it  was 
hardly  correct  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  say  that  the  proposed  alterations 
had  been  received  with  general  approval, 
because  he  had  received  many  repre- 
sentations from  Militia  officers  that  they 
extremely  disliked  them.  Nor  was  it  a 
correct  statement  to  say  that  the  substi- 
tution of  gold  for  silver  lace  had  been 
recommended  by  the  Committee,  be- 
cause their  Beport  did  not  contain  one 
word  about  any  change  in  this  respect. 
They  pointed  out  that,  in  their  opinion, 
a  strong  g^und  existed  for  establishing 
similarity  of  colour,  and  that  it  seemed 
a  question  whether  the  Militia  should 
not  be  clothed  in  the  undress  of  the 
Begular  regiments.  But  that  was  quite 
a  different  thing.  His  estimate  of 
£80,000  as  the  cost  to  the  officers  of 
the  Militia  of  making  the  alterations 
contemplated  by  the  authorities  was 
arrived  at  by  taking  £20  as  the  cost  to 
each  officer,  and  multiplying  that  figure 
by  4,000 — the  number  of  officers  in  the 
Militia.  He  had,  in  consequence  of  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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that  his  estimate  was  incorrect,  taken 
the  trouble,  by  actual  experiment,  to 
ascertain  the  accuracy  of  the  figure  of 
£20,  which  he  had  adopted  as  the  basis 
of  this  calculation ;  and  he  was  entitled 
to  say  that  his  estimate  was  fully  borne 
out  by  the  fact  that  the  amounts  quoted 
by  the  Army  tailors,  to  whom  his  in- 
quiries had  been  addressed,  all  ranged 
between  £34  8«.  6d.  and  £30  13«.  ifd. 
for  field  officers,  and  £20  Os.  6d,  and 
£18  U.  6d.  for  subalterns.  Moreover, 
in  addition  to  his  estimate  of  £20  for 
each  officer,  there  would  be  special  extra 
expenses  in  assimilating^  the  Militia  uni- 
form to  that  of  particular  regiments  of 
the  Begular  Forces.  As  an  instance  of 
which  he  would  mention  the  cost  of 
£5  5s.  for  a  new  bearskin  in  the 
case  of  Light  Infantry  battalions  assimi- 
lated to  Fusilier  regiments.  Now,  con- 
sidering that  the  Militia  were  only  in 
training  for  a  month  during  the  year, 
the  change  must  necessarily  be  a  vezy 
gradual  one,  and,  besides  the  hardship 
of  compelling  them  to  incur  this  great 
expense,  there  would  be  the  disadvantage 
that  it  would  take  many  years  before  t£e 
officers  of  the  Militia  were  all  dressed 
alike.  The  variety  of  costume  which 
woidd  result  from  this  would  be  in- 
tolerable ;  and  if  the  change  must  really 
be  carried  out,  he  woidd  put  it  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  should 
not  be  effected  more  rapidly  than  was 
proposed.  It  was  most  desirable  that 
no  slur  should  be  cast  upon  the  officers 
of  the  Militia;  and,  therefore,  he  en- 
treated that  the  points  to  which  he  had 
invited  the  attention  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  should  receive  his  serious 
consideration.  The  proposed  changes 
would  undoubtedly  throw  a  great  stiain 
upon  the  Militia,  and  any  help  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  give  would 
be  thankfully  accepted,  and  would,  at 
the  same  time,  tend  to  efficiency  and  to 
the  preservation  of  good  feeling  and 
esprit  de  corps. 

Colonel  KINGSCOTE  said,  he 
thought  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Worth  Northumberland  (Earl  Percy) 
had  done  much  good  in  bringing  for- 
ward this  matter.  For  his  own  part,  he 
was  at  a  loss  to  see  the  object  of  the  au- 
thorities in  making  this  change,  one  re- 
sult of  which  would  undoubt€^y  be  that 
for  years  Militia  officers  would  be  dressed 
some  in  one  uniform  and  some  in  an- 
other.   If  he  ooold  be  made  to  under- 
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stand  the  reason  for  the  proposed  alte- 
ration, it  might  possibly  meet  with  his 
approval.  The  change  would  throw  a 
considerable  expense  on  the  Militia 
officers,  and  particularly  on  the  mounted 
officers,  for  which  he  thought  they  should 
certainly  receive  some  compensation.  He 
was  himself  an  honorary  colonel  of  the 
Militia;  and,  as  an  old  soldier,  he  re- 
garded that  branch  of  the  Service  as 
most  valuable.  It  had  been  called  upon 
by  the  country  more  than  once,  and  it 
had  never  been  found  wanting.  It  sup- 
plied the  Army  with  recruits;  and  he 
rejoiced  that  endeavours  were  being 
made  to  amalgamate  it  more  closely 
with  the  Begular  Forces.  But  why,  he 
asked,  was  this  burden  of  expense  to  be 
cast  upon  the  officers  of  Militia  without 
compensation?  He  trusted  that  the  riffht 
hon.  Gentleman  would  reconsider  uiis 
matter,  and  that  the  few  remarks  he 
had  felt  it  his  duty  to  make  would  have 
the  good  effect  of  obtaining  compensation 
for  the  officers  in  question,  if  the  change 
proposed  must  indeed  be  carried  out. 

Major  CHESTER- MASTER  said, 
he  entirely  agreed  with  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken 
(Colonel  Kingscote).  He  had  been  for 
21  years  in  the  Militia,  and  he  ooold 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thai 
there  were  reasons,  beyond  those  which 
had  been  advanced,  which  tended  to 
show  that  by  the  contemplated  changes 
the  Militia  would  be  placed  in  an  unfair 
position.  It  appeared  that  the  lace  and 
facings  of  the  imiforms  were  to  be 
changed;  and  he  would  point  out,  as 
the  result  of  the  inquiries  ne  had  made, 
that  the  cost  of  this  alone  would  amount 
to  £30  in  the  case  of  colonels,  and  £15 
for  second  lieutenants,  the  other  ranks 
being  in  proportion.  He  also  pointed 
out  that  a  new  uniform  was  incumbent 
on  an  officer  of  the  Line  when  he  re- 
tired from  his  regiment  and  joined  the 
Militia,  but  that  it  was  not  so  in  the 
case  of  the  Yeomanry  and  Yolunteera. 
He  could  not  see  the  reason  for  this 
inequality.  It  appeared  to  him  onlr 
fair,  as  the  Militia  were  made  one  with 
the  Line,  that  the  same  benefits  Aooll 
be  enjoyed  by  both  with  regard  to  pro- 
motion. 

Sib  harry  YERNEY  said,  he  could 
see  no  reason  whatever  for  making  the 
proposed  changes  of  uniform  in  respeet 
of  the  Militia.  What  possible  advantage 
oould  there  be  in  putting  the  orown  oa 
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die  ahoiilder-Btrap  inBtead  of  on  the 
collar?  The  czown  and  other  marks  of 
link  were  more  yisible  on  the  collar 
flian  on  the  ahonlder-strap,  and  less 
Vkfij  to  be  rubbed  by  the  cloak.  These 
ahemtions  had  imposed  a  tax  never  less 
than  £5,  and  up  to  £30,  on  eyery  offi- 
en.  He  could  only  suppose  that  they 
vere  proposed  at  the  instance  of  the 
Ann^  tailors.  For  his  own  part,  he 
vas  in  favour  of  a  very  simple  and  in- 
apensive  uniform ;  and  he  pointed  out 
tibat  the  efficiency  of  some  foreign 
anniea  was  in  no  way  secured  by  the 
q[iiantity  of  lace  displayed. 

Sib  WALTEB  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
ftat  ever  since  he  commenced  soldiering 
there  had  been  one  constant  complaint 
fliaft  perpetual  changes  were  being  made 
far  no  pnxpose  whatever.  He  could  not 
hut  think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
voold  do  well  to  leave  these  matters 
in  relation  to  the  Army  and  Militia  as 
fhey  existed  at  present.  But  he  rose 
principally  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
inan  to  state  his  views  with  regard  to 
flie  advantage  to  be  derived  oy  the 
eouniry  from  the  formation  of  territorial 
regiments  composed  of  two  battalions  of 
fte  Beffular  Army  and  two  battalions 
of  the  iCilitia.  He  would  be  glad  to 
kaow  in  what  way  the  War  Office  were 
aoinff  to  make  use  of  the  two  Militia 
I  oafttuionsy  and  how  fhey  were  going  to 
liaw  more  closely  the  connection  be- 
tfsen  the  Militia  and  the  Army.  Ger- 
Wnly,  he  did  not  think  that  this  close 
mtiinacy  would  be  promoted  by  merely 
dtdng  g^ld  lace  upon  the  uniforms  of 
fte  "MJWii^  officers.  Again,  what  was 
%  be  done  with  the  two  Militia  bat- 
tdions  in  case  of  imminent  danger  to 
fts  oomitiy  ?  Did  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gen- 
flaman  intend  to  make  it  compulsory 
Alt  the  men  should  go  into  the  Army, 
tt  ioA  he  expect  to  get  more  volunteers 
ftr  the  Army  than  he  had  before? 
Bare  was  an  opinion  abroad  to  which 
k  wonid  refer  on  the  present  occasion, 
keBnse  it  was  one  which  ought  either 
li  be  oontradicted  or  affirmed,  that  it 
vu  the  deliberate  intention  of  the  War 
Olos  to  do  away  with  the  officers  of  the 
Militia  as  they  now  existed,  and  to  place 
fa  As  MiKrift.  officers  who  had  retired 
fan  the  Army  on  half-pay.  That  was 
■^  fMtio&  BB  to  which  he  should  very 
■■ah  Kkff  to  receive  an  answer  from  the 
4M  hm.  Oentleinan.  The  proceeding 
<^hk  be  wise^  or  it  might  be  one  of 


those  things  which  were  inevitable  ;  but, 
whatever  might  be  the  truth  with  re- 
gard to  it,  he  thought  it  should  bo  at 
once  clearly  stated  in  what  way  the 
Militia  was  to  bo  dealt  with.  Ho  be- 
lieved that  a  far  larger  Army  Hoserve 
could  be  got  out  of  the  Militia  Reserve 
than  out  of  the  Eeserves  that  it  was  now 
attempted  to  create.  He  believed  the 
Army  and  Militia  Reserves  might  be 
amalgamated  with  advantage,  and  that 
they  ought  to  be  annually  drilled  with 
those  regiments  with  which  they  would 
have  to  serve  in  case  of  emergency. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  state  his  views  upon  that  ques- 
tion. There  was  another  point  to 
which  he  would  refer.  In  places 
where  there  were  not  two  regiments 
of  Militia,  was  it  the  intention  that 
a  second  regiment  should  be  formed? 
Because  there  were  many  places  where 
there  was  only  one  weak  regiment,  and 
yet  it  was  said  to  consist  of  two  bat- 
talions. He  wished  again  to  suggest  that 
the  Militia  Reserve  and  the  Line  Reserve 
might  be  called  out  and  drilled  together, 
so  that  when  they  joined  their  regi- 
ments they  would  know  each  other  and 
also  their  officers.  It  was  a  great  ob- 
ject, when  men  were  sent  on  foreign  ser- 
vice, that  they  should  know  their  officers ; 
but,  as  the  Reserves  were  formed,  he 
would  undertake  to  say  they  would  not 
know  their  officers,  and  recent  occur- 
rences showed  what  disastrous  conse- 
quences woidd  occur.  Another  matter 
was  this.  He  was  informed  that  when 
the  drd  and  4th  Battalions  of  the  Royal 
Lancashire  Militia  were  out  they  had 
no  waterproof  shoots  provided  for  them, 
and  everything  they  had  was  saturated 
with  rain.  Such  a  thing  ought  never  to 
occur  in  this  country  ;  and  he  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  inform  the 
Committee  how  such  an  occurrence  could 
have  taken  place. 

Mr.  OHILDERS  said,  with  regard 
to  the  amalgamation  of  the  two  Militia 
battalions  with  the  two  Line  battalions, 
he  would  refer  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  to  the  Report  of  tho  Com- 
mittee in  1876,  presided  over  by  his 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Predecessor  (Co- 
lonel Stanley),  which  strongly  recom- 
mended the  combination,  by  which  they 
hoped  to  effect  a  better  system  of  re- 
cruiting, both  from  the  Militia  to  the 
Line  and  to  the  Line  direct.  Those  ar- 
rangements would  strengthen  both  the 
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Militia  and  the  Line;  and  he  hoped 
the  time  was  not  far  distant  when  it 
would  be  more  practicable  to  attach 
the  Heserve  men  residing  in  the  regi- 
mental district  to  the  regiment  in  their 
district,  instead  of  the  men  having  to 
belong  to  regiments  scattered  all  over 
the  country,  and  not  knowing  where  to 
go  when  called  out.  It  was  one  of 
the  objects  of  the  combination  that  the 
men  should  have  no  doubt  upon  that 
point  when  called  out  either  in  an  emer- 
gency or  for  training.  Ho  believed  a 
great  advantage  would  be  gained  by 
amalgamating  the  two  battalions  of  the 
Line.  With  regard  to  the  question  of 
uniform,  although  that  was  of  less  im- 
portance than  some  other  considerations, 
he  believed  that  if  the  uniform  was  prac- 
tically the  same  that  would  tend  to 
attach  the  men  of  the  Militia  battalion 
to  the  Line  battalion,  for  they  would 
feel  that  they  belonged  to  the  four  bat- 
talions, with  headquarters  at  the  place 
from  which  the  regiment  drew  its  men. 
As  to  the  number  of  field  officers  in  the 
Militia,  the  whole  system  of  promotion 
and  retirement  in  the  Militia  was  dis- 
tinctly different  from  that  in  the  Line. 
In  the  Line  the  age  of  retirement  was 
much  earlier  than  in  the  Militia.  With 
respect  to  the  question  raised  by  the 
noble  Lord  (Earl  Percy),  the  expe- 
rience of  the  War  Office  was  that  there 
was  a  great  desire  on  the  part  of 
the  officers  in  the  Militia  to  have  the 
same  uniform  as  the  Line.  There  was 
no  intention  to  change  the  dress  of  the 
Yeomanry  this  year ;  and,  with  regard 
to  the  question  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  East  Aberdeenshire  (Sir 
Alexander  Gordon)  respecting  the  change 
made  some  months  back  in  the  uniform  of 
officers,  that  was  a  matter  with  which  the 
Secretary  of  State  had  nothing  to  do ; 
and  he  could,  therefore,  give  the  House 
no  practical  information  upon  it.  But, 
in  consequence  of  representations  made 
to  him,  he  had  given  an  order  that  no 
further  alteration  of  the  kind  should  be 
made  without  the  sanction  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War. 

Sir  HERBERT  MAXWELL  wished 
to  draw  attention  to  a  matter  of  more 
importance  than  the  difference  between 
gold  and  silver  lace.  As  at  present  car- 
ried on,  the  musketry  instruction  in  the 
Militia  was  nothing  but  a  farce.  The 
time  of  training  was  necessarily  very 
Bhorty  and  might  yery  fairly  be  oooupied 
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by  ordinary  drill,  without  any  laboriouB 
and  delicate  work  such  as  musketry  in- 
struction. Of  the  27  days  allowed  for 
training,  three  must  be  set  aside  as  Sun- 
days, one  or  two  days  were  absorbed  in 
settling  into  camp,  or  barracks,  or  bil- 
lets, four  days  must  be  allowed  at  the 
end  of.  the  period  for  inspection  and 
leaving  quarters.  There  was  thus  very 
little  time  for  drill  and  musketry  in- 
struction. A  few  years  ago  an  officer 
in  command  of  a  company  out  for  train- 
ing was  ordered,  on  a  certain  eveningi 
to  take  his  company  to  a  range  five  miles 
distant  on  the  following  morning  and 
fire  20  rounds.  The  company  con- 
sisted of  1 1 3  men,  and  for  that  num- 
ber to  fire  20  rounds  each  in  a  single 
day  was  a  farce  if  it  was  supposed  to  oe 
done  at  all  properly.  No  means  of 
transport  were  provided,  and  the  officer 
had  to  transport  the  men  at  his  own  ex- 
pense, and  to  provide  rations  of  bread 
and  cheese  at  the  range.  He  made  no 
complaint  of  the  expense ;  but  he  felt  it 
humiliating  to  have  to  hurry  the  men 
through  the  instruction  in  that  way. 
That  was  only  a  sample  of  what  took 
place  in  every  battalion  of  the  Service; 
and  the  only  way  out  of  that  system  was 
either  to  give  up  musketry  instructioa 
entirely,  or  to  call  out  each  company 
during  the  non-training  period  for  lei- 
surely instruction  in  musketry,  with 
every  necessary  facility,  or,  again,  to 
have  alternate  annual  trainings  for  field 
exercise  and  musketry. 

Sir  ALEXANDER  GORDON  said, 
he  wished  to  draw  attention  to  the  qnes- 
tion  of  assimilating  the  two  corps  in  the 
field  when  in  action.  Five  mounted 
officers  had  lately  been  added  to  eveiy 
Infantry  battalion ;  but  it  now  appeared 
that  that  increase  was  not  for  me  pec^ 
formance  of  duties  in  the  field,  ont 
merely  for  the  sake  of  promotion.  If 
that  was  the  case,  he  believed  the  time 
would  come  when  the  House  of  Com- 
mons would  not  allow  the  addition  of 
mounted  officers  not  for  the  performanoe 
of  duties,  but  for  the  sake  merely  of 
promotion.  The  system  of  drill  for  the 
Infantry  must  now  be  changed  to  anifc 
the  increased  mounted  officers.  The 
same  drill  ought,  therefore,  to  be  applied 
to  the  Militia;  otherwise,  the  lulitiA 
and  the  line  would  not  be  able  to  aot 
together  in  the  field  at  the  critical  time. 
It  would  be  too  late,  when  the  MiHtia 
were  called  out^to  defend  the  oonntqv 
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Id  ■■iiniliitit  them  by  adding  the  lame 
samber  of  mounted  officers  and  the  same 
ijitem  of  drill.  Hie  two  ooxps  ooold  not 
act  together  as  one  brigade  unless  their 
diin  vas  identical;  and  he  hojped  the 
B^t  hon.  Oentleman  would  consider  the 
point. 

LoBD  ECrSIACE  OEOIL  said,  he  had 
Kttle  mnpathy  with  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Encj]  as  to  the  qnestion  of  dothing,  for 
evRjone  in  the  Army  knew  that  changes 
of  dress  were  more  for  the  benefit  of  the 
tiiknB  than  anyone  else.    He  thought 
ftne  might  be  a  service  dress  as  well 
SB  a  dress  for  the  ball-room ;  and  he 
wished  to  suggest  that  the  kersey  dress 
asod  by  officers  might  be  used  for  drill. 
QBeers  who  wantea  a  smart  dress  could 
have  it  at  their  own  expense.    Then, 
with  regard   to   the   number   of  the 
IC^itim,    the   total  at  the  training  in 
1880  was  115,307;  but  the  Tnaximnm 
votodbyParliament  was  139,000.   Iliat 
sbowada  deficiency  of  oyer  23,000  men, 
and  lie  wished  to  urge  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  adopt  some  way  of  bring- 
iag  up  the  attendance  of  the  Militia  to 
Ae   ipaximnm    YOted    by  Parliament. 
Tbate  had  been  an  improvement  in  the 
iber  of  Militia  officers  who  had  ob- 
certificates;  but  he  wished  to 
._    w  Oie  proportion  of  field  officers  who 
liad  paasea  in  the  same  way ;  for  now 
Aat  the  IClitia  was  to  be  amalgamated 
name  cat  less  with  the  line,  it  was  essen- 
tial that  the  field  officers  and  captains 
sfcmiTd  be  equal  in  every  respect  to  the 
offlceors  in  the  line. 
Sm  HENSY  FLETCHEB  wished  to 
vhat  arrangements  had  been  made 
giTinff  proper  quarters  to  Militia 
aiQvtaater    They  were  appointed  from 
Ae  hriffade   depots;    but  when   thoy 
Ipaad  me  Militia  they  had  to  ^ve  up 
Asir  qnartera,   and  put  up  with  one 
aaoni.     Qliat  ought  to  be  inquired  into ; 
mfi,  he  also  wished  to  know  whether 
PIf   fbrther   remuneration    would   be 
pimk  to  them,  as  to  the  depot  brigade 
aliBBi^ata. 
MM.  BErCHIE  said,  he  wished  to 

&  attention  to  the  question  of  second 
ions  ot  Militia.  In  his  regiment 
tve  waa  aome  difficulty  in  raising  a 
J^iqunt  number  of  men  for  the  single 
IflUkin  the  regiment  had,  and  he 
HM  >ot  see  how  these  second  bat- 
fihai  were  to  be  raised,  unless  some 
Ml  Vffie  taken  in  that  direction. 
iTkiypd,    fqrttL^p    ^^    the    right 


hon.  Gentleman  would  not  adopt  the 
suggestion  of  the'  noble  Lord  for  a 
cheaper  dress.  There  ought  to  be  a 
uniform  laid  down  for  officers  of  Militia, 
and  it  ought  to  be  a  sine  qud  non  that  all 
such  officers  should  obtain  the  full  imi- 
form.  He  ag^ed  that  the  proposed 
change  in  the  uniform  was  one  that  was 
desired  by  Militia  officers  generally,  for 
they  were  extremely  anxious  to  be  iden- 
tified as  much  as  possible  with  their 
brethren  of  the  Line.  The  question  of 
uniform  might  be  considered  a  senti- 
mental one ;  but  to  his  mind  it  would  be 
a  good  thing  to  increase  the  sympathy 
between  the  Militia  and  the  Line  by 
rendering  the  uniforms  identical.  The 
hon.  Member  who  had  brought  the 
matter  forward  had  reason,  he  thought, 
to  be  satisfied  with  the  assurance  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  (Mr.  Ghilders)  had 
given  him,  and  his  noble  Friend  might 
reasonably  conclude  that  all  he  desired 
would  be  carried  out.  No  doubt  it  was 
the  desire  of  the  Militia  officers  that 
their  uniforms  should  be  the  same  as 
those  of  the  Line ;  but,  he  presumed,  it 
was  not  merely  because  of  the  desire  of 
those  officers  that  the  change  would  be 
made.  It  would  be  made  in  the  interest 
of  the  Service ;  therefore,  he  did  not 
think  the  Militia  officers  should  be 
called  on  to  bear  the  whole  of  the 
expense. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  he 
would  not  take  up  the  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee for  more  than  two  minutes ; 
but  he  wished  to  say  that  the  Report 
of  the  Inspectors  of  Musketry  recently 
issued  as  to  the  Militia  fully  bore  out 
all  that  had  been  said  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wigtownshire  (Sir  Herbert 
Maxwell) .  The  Report  said  that  though 
one  or  two  re^ments  were  good  in  rifle 

Practice,  notably  the  South  Wales  Bor- 
erers  and  the  Wiltshire  Regiment,  the 
firing,  altogether,  was  not  satisfactory. 
The  Report  referred  to  the  insufficiency 
of  the  musketry  drills ;  and  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  only  to  look  at  the  Army  Re- 
turns published  this  year  to  convince 
themselves  of  the  fact  that  there  was 
not  enough  spent  on  musketry  practice. 
The  Inspector  General  of  Musketry  said 
that  in  some  individual  cases  the  firing 
was  good ;  but  the  volley  tiring  was  very 
unsatisfactory.  Why  was  the  individual 
firing  satisfactory  ?  It  was  because  in- 
dividuals who  were  good  shots  were 
nursed  and  coddled  beyond  all  concep- 
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tion .  The  musketry  instructors  thought 
only  of  their  averages.  Their  whole 
ideas  were  concentrated  upon  averac^esy 
just  as  some  hon.  Members  looked  to 
their  averages  in  divisions.  At  Alder- 
shot,  there  was  a  flag  put  up  to  say 
when  regiments  should  fire  and  when 
they  should  not.  Sometimes  the  firing 
was  discontinued  for  days  and  days  to- 
gether, the  weather  seeming  beautiful. 
They  might  be  at  a  loss  to  account  for 
it,  and  might  ask  a  question  about  it, 
when  the  answer  they  would  receive 
would  be  something  like  this — ''  There 
is  a  strong  wind  blowing  from  the  left 
rear."  But  that  strong  wind  might  be 
blowing  from  the  left  rear  for  months 
and  months.  No  doubt,  there  was  a 
strong  wind  blowine  from  the  left  rear 
during  the  battle  of  Majuba  Hill ;  and 
the  Boers,  unfortunately,  would  not  wait 
imtil  that  wind  changed.  The  system 
pursued  was  thoroughly  antiquated, 
only  90  rounds  a-year  being  ^owed, 
and  that  was  clearly  not  enough.  The 
Yolunteers  fired  2,000  rounds,  and  that 
was  not  too  much.  There  had  been  some 
alteration  made  in  the  Regulations,  he 
believed ;  10  rounds  less  in  volley  firing, 
and  10  more  in  skirmishing  being 
allowed ;  but  the  fact  remained  the 
same,  that  90  rounds  were  insufficient. 
Our  Army  was  one  of  the  most  expen- 
sive in  the  world,  and  that  being  so,  no 
pains  should  be  spared  to  render  it 
efficient.  However  unpleasant  the  fact 
was,  they  must  face  it,  and  it  was  this — 
that  our  soldiers  were  the  very  worst 
shots  of  any  army  in  the  world.  There 
was  one  other  point  on  which  he  wished 
to  say  a  word — one  which  had  been  re- 
ferred to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War — namely,  the 
new  rules  as  to  retirement  in  the  Militia. 
It  appeared  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  been  dealing  rather  tenderly 
with  commanding  officers  in  the  Militia, 
in  allowing  them  to  serve  on  to  the  age 
of  67  in  command  of  regiments,  when 
they  knew  that  field  officers  of  the  Line 
retired  at  the  age  of  55.  Eventually, 
he  knew,  that  would  not  be  the  case ; 
but  he  was  talking  now  of  present  com- 
manding officers,  who  were  to  retire  ab- 
solutely at  67.  He  found  fault  with  the 
provision  in  the  Regulations  which  fol- 
lowed that  fixing  the  age,  and  which 
dealt  with  special  cases.  He  was  afraid 
this  provision  would  open  the  door  to  a 
great    deal    of   jobbery.    What   were 
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special  cases  ?  Were  men  to  be  retained 
because  they  were  thoroughly  good  offi- 
cers, or  because  they  were  county  men  ? 
How  was  the  general  officer  commanding 
a  district  to  decide  upon  the  special  cases? 
They  were  throwing  a  very  unpleasant 
duty  on  the  general  officer,  and  he 
was  sure  that  would  not  work.  The 
Department  should  make  a  rule  and 
abide  by  it ;  but  there  had  hitherto  been 
a  rule  tibat  officers  should  retire  at  the 
age  of  60,  and  that  rule,  as  he  had  been 
told  the  other  day,  had  not  been  carried 
out.  He  was  afraid  that,  in  a  similar 
way,  they  would  find  out  that  this  new 
Regulation  would  not  be  carried  out. 
He  wished,  further,  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  was  tme, 
as  reported,  that  the  recruiting  for  the 
Militia  had  fallen  off  lately,  in  oonBe- 
quence  of  the  men  being  called  up  fyt 
training  immediately  on  enlistment? 
The  Muitia  Committee  had  expressed  aa 
opinion  on  this  matter,  and  ne  wished 
to  know  if  the  Report  in  question  waa 

correct? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  I  saw  a  statement 
similar  to  that  now  made  by  the  hoa. 
and  gallant  Member  in  the  newspapers 
the  other  day,  and  I  asked  if  it  waa 
true.  I  was  told  that  it  could  not  be, 
and  for  the  best  of  all  reasons,  that  the 
new  system  has  not  yet  been  put  into 
operation.  I  quite  agree  with  a  deal  of 
that  which  has  fallen  from  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  with  respect  to  the  mus- 
ketry practice  of  the  Militia  and  the 
Line.  Something  ought  to  be  done  to 
improve  it;  and,  feeling  this  yery 
strongly,  some  months  ago,  as  the  Com- 
mittee are  aware,  I  appointed  a  Com- 
mittee,  presided  over  by  Sir  Daniel 
Lysons,  to  consider  the  subject,  and  that 
Committee  has  been  inquiring  into  it 
with  great  patience  and  great  care,  both 
in  regard  to  the  Regular  Army  and  the 
Militia.  It  is  not,  to  my  mind,  a  ques- 
tion which  should  be  lost  sight  of.  As 
for  our  soldiers  being  the  worst  shots 
in  the  world,  I  cannot  agree  with  that. 
There  are,  at  least,  two  Continental 
Armies  whose  shooting  is  far  worse  than 
that  of  our  Army ;  but,  at  the  same  time^ 
there  are  other  Armies  whose  shootings 
no  doubt,  is  better.  The  British  Armj 
shoidd  not  be  behindhand  in  this  matter, 
and  I  have  reason  to  believe  that  the 
Committee  will  make  such  a  Report  as 
will  enable  us  at  the  War  Office  to  in- 
troduce great  improvements   into   the^ 
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whole  systom  of  muaketiy  instmotion. 
With  regaid  to  TOtirement  from  the 
IGlidA,  the  chaoige  has  not  been  made 
OB  the  ffioiind  of  eoonomv. 

Sb  ALEXANDEB  GOBDON  said, 
it  vas  not  as  a  matter  of  economy  that 
ks  had  raised  that  objection,  but  as  a 
nstter  of  numbers  and  efi^ency  in  the 
iidd. 

Mb.  CHILDEBS:  H  the  arrange- 
ment is  challenged,  I  shall  be  able  to 
Aow  that  it  was  not  made  for  purposes 
of  economy.  A  question  has  been  put 
to  me  about  adjutants  of  Militia,  and 
fteir  position  has  been  compared  with 
Oat  (n  adjutants  at  the  depot  The 
fnestion  has  not  been  before  me,  but  I 
win  look  into  it.  I  know  nothing  about 
sdditional  uniforms  for  the  Militia. 

LoKD  EUSTACE  CECIL  said,  he  did 
aot  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
quite  understood  his  suggestion,  which 
WIS  thaty  there  being  two  uniforms,  one 
of  bine-— in  whidi  aU  the  Militia  officers, 
he  beUeredy  performed  their  drill — and 
one  of  red,  the  young  officers,  who 
had  to  wait  a  year  or  two  years  before 
wamg  into  Biegular  line  regiments, 
wmld  be  only  called  upon  to  provide 
thomselYes  with  blue  uniforms,  and 
Aoold  not  be  forced  to  get  the  red. 

Mb.  OHILDEBS  :  I  must  confess  that 
I  am    not    familiar  with  this    point; 
lot  I  promise  the  noble  Lord  to  look 
into  the  matter.      The   hon.  Member 
kg  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bitchie) 
nd  I  had  not  answered  the  question 
fet  to  me  by  an  hon.  Gentleman  behind 
■e.    Yes ;  we  do  wish  to  encourage  the 
4Bmfiff^ttn  of  a  second  Militia  battalion 
where  such  does  not  exist  now,  in,  of 
couney  thoae  districts  where  the  forma- 
tion of  a   second  battalion  is  feasible. 
Obo  difficulty  with  which  I  am  met  in 
fte  matter  is  this — that  where  proposals 
kve  been  made  to  raise  that  second 
Htilifrm,  they  haye  been  accompanied, 
Hssnlly,  with.awkward  questions  as  to 
istorfciring  with  the  recruiting  ground 
rfodier  Militia  battalions.    I  should  be 
hk  to  form  second  battalions  where 
ftse  was  a  serious  difficulty  of  this  kind. 
lasysaythat  I  am  anxious  to  get  both 
ftsMiHtia  and  the  Militia  Beserve  up 
tifliflir  fnJl  numbers. 
Uum^OBnoLAis  BUBNABY  said,  that 
vi&iegazd  to  mnaketxy  practice  hecould 
Mtsgiee  that  oore  was  the  worst  shooting 
^■jin  Europe.     Perhaps  the  Militia 
vneaot  as  good  marksmen  as  the  hon. 


and  gallant  Member  (Colonel  Alexander) 
and  himself  (General  Bumaby)  could 
wish;  but  the  Militia  did  not  have 
those  advantages  which  were  given 
to  the  Army,  and  which,  he  trusted, 
shortly  would  be  conferred  upon  them. 
The  present  system  was  to  **  cram  "  the 
men  in  this  respect — if  he  might  be 
allowed  to  use  the  word.  He  trusted 
that  this  would  be  altered,  and  that  the 
men  would  not  be  compelled  to  fire  a 
certain  large  number  of  rounds  within 
a  short  space  of  time.  The  number  of 
rounds  appointed  to  be  fired  should 
be  distributed  over  a  certain  num- 
ber of  months  in  the  year.  Then,  as 
to  extra  ammunition  which  the  men 
either  purchased  themselves  or  were 
supplied  with  at  their  captain's  cost,  he 
thought  it  should  be  sold  at  as  low  a  price 
as  possible.  The  men  complained  that 
this  ammunition  was  too  dear  for  the  pur- 
pose, and  that  the  Government  charged 
for  it  more  than  it  cost  them  to  manu- 
facture. This  ammunition  should  be 
supplied  at  as  low  a  price  as  possible, 
for  the  lower  the  price  the  greater  would 
be  the  number  of  shots  fired,  and  the 
greater  the  number  of  shots  fired  the 
more  efficient  would  the  men  be.  As  to 
the  change  of  badges,  facings,  and  in 
some  cases  head-dress,  of  certain  regi- 
ments, in  order  to  adapt  them  to  the 
territorial  system,  the  cost  was  one 
which  should  not  be  borne  by  the  offi- 
cers, but  by  the  State.  In  Leicester- 
shire, the  45th  and  17th  Begiments  and 
the  Militia  were  put  together  under  the 
territorial  arrangement.  The  45th  had 
no  badge,  but  the  17th  happened  to 
have  a  tiger;  whilst  the  MiHtia  regi- 
ment had  a  harp,  and  was  sore  at  having 
to  give  it  up.  They  did  not  know  why 
they  should  have  a  tiger  any  more  than 
an  elephant.  The  harp  was  an  emblem 
which  they  very  much  respected,  owing 
to  their  connection  with  Ireland,  and 
they  hoped  they  might  be  able  to  retain 
it,  not  only  as  a  matter  of  sentiment, 
but  also  for  economical  reasons. 

Mr.  O'STTEA  wished  to  put  a  ques- 
tion with  regard  to  the  quartermasters' 
quarters,  because,  he  believed,  the  same 
thing  would  occur  in  regard  to  the 
Militia  as  would  occur  in  the  Army.  A 
Memorandum  of  the  Horse  Guards  gave 
quartermasters  a  right  to  field  officers' 
quarters,  so  that  a  quartermaster  just 
promoted  from  the  ranks  had  a  right 
to  similar  quarters  to  captains  of  20 
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years'  standing.  There  was  great  com- 
plaint about  this. 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  I  have  done  a 
great  deal  for  the  quartermasters ;  but  I 
doubt  whether  the  complaint  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  speaks  of  is  one 
of  importance. 

Mr.  ROUND  wished  to  know  whether, 
in  the  case  of  Rifle  Militia  regiments, 
where  a  change  of  uniform  was  deter- 
mined on,  the  same  allowances  would  be 
made  by  the  Government  as  it  was  un- 
derstood had  been  made  in  the  case  of 
Highland  regiments  of  Militia  under 
similar  circumstances?  He  would  also 
like  to  know  whether  field  officers  of  Mi- 
litia, who  had  retired  with  permission  to 
wear  their  uniform,  might  continue  to 
wear  that  uniform,  although  it  had  been 
changed  in  the  case  of  their  regiment? 

Mr.  CHILDERS :  I  will  consider  the 
question  of  allowing  a  change  of  uniform 
on  retirement.  With  regard  to  the 
Rifle  Brigade,  as  I  have  said,  allowance 
will  be  made  to  them  for  the  difference. 

Earl  PERCY  begged  to  thank  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  manner  in 
which  he  had  met  his  appeal.  If  the 
change  proposed  was  a  good  one,  it 
should  be  made  whether  the  Militia  offi- 
cers liked  it  or  not ;  and,  if  those  officers 
had  a  claim  on  the  Government  for  assist- 
ance in  paying  for  their  uniforms,  that 
claim  should  be  met. 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  The  Government 
having  made  the  concessions  they  have 
made,  should  hardly  be  asked  now  to 
make  others. 

Sir  ROBERT  LOYD  LINDSAY 
said,  that  before  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proceeded  to  add  a  second  battalion 
to  existing  battalions,  he  hoped  he 
would  take  an  opportunity  of  informing 
himself  whether  such  additions  would  be 
advantageous  in  the  individual  districts. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  call 
for  a  Report  from  the  commander  of 
each  battalion  and  ask  him  to  state  whe- 
ther, in  forming  the  second  battalion, 
injury  would  not  be  done  to  the  first  bat- 
talion. The  same  thing  should  be  done 
in  the  case  of  the  Volunteers.  In  his  dis- 
trict they  could  not  find  in  the  county 
officers  sufficient  to  officer  two  battalions 
of  Militia  and  Volunteers ;  and  he  was 
under  the  impression  that  in  forming 
second  battalions  the  first  battalions 
Would  suffer. 

Vote  agreed  to, 
Mr.  (/Shea 


(5.)  £73,000,  Yeomaniy  Oayalry. 

Sir  ALEXANDER  GORDON  asked 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he 
could  not  so  organize  the  Service  as  to 
render  the  existing  number  of  adjutants 
in  the  Yeomanry  unnecessary  ?  In  the 
Cavalry  there  were  only  19  adjutants  on 
duty  all  the  year  round ;  but  in  the  Yeo- 
manry there  were  no  less  than  39.  By 
a  better  organization,  also,  something 
else  besides  the  annual  eight  day? 
training  might  be  found  for  the  adju- 
tants to  do.  They  were  only  at  work 
eight  days,  and  during  the  rest  of  the 
year  they  were  paid  for  doing  nothing. 
[An  hon.  Membeb  :  It  is  a  mistake.]  It 
was  no  mistake  at  all.  They  only  at- 
tended the  training,  and  he  did  think 
some  plan  might  be  adopted  by  which 
greater  economy  and  more  perfect  or- 
ganization might  be  secured.  Surelj 
the  duty  that  was  performed  by  19  adju- 
tants in  the  Cavalry  all  the  year  round 
could  be  peformed  m  the  Yeomanry  for 
only  eight  days  in  the  year  by  a  Mi^inar 
number. 

Sib  THOMAS  ACLAND  said,  he  was 
no  advocate  for  the  Yeomanry  as  it  at 
present  existed ;  but  he  could  assure  the 
Committee  that  both  the  officers  and 
men  took  a  great  deal  of  trouble  to  ren- 
der themselves  efficient.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  (Sir  Alexander  Gordon) 
said  the  adjutante  were  only  up  for  eight 
days  in  the  year ;  but  that  was  not  the 
fact.  He  had  known  an  adjutant  at 
work  for  a  month  going  amongst  the 
men  and  instructing  them  in  shooting 
and  other  matters.  If  a  regiment  was 
to  be  properly  kept  up  they  must  have 
an  adjutant  who  would  give  the  neces- 
sary amount  of  attention  to  it. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(6.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

'*That  a  sum,  not  ozceeding  £540,600,  ba 
granted  to  Ucr  Majesty,  to  dentiy  Uie  Chazni 
for  Volunteer  Corps  Pay  and  Allowances,  whiflll 
will  como  in  course  of  payment  during  fhs 
year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1888." 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BABTTELOT 
said,  that,  in  the  first  place,  he  wiah^ 
publicly  to  thank  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  opposite — and  in  so  doine  he  w^^ 
expressing  the  feeling  of  tne  '^hole 
Volunteer  Force — for  me  way  in  whii|^ 
the  Volunteers  had  been  treated  at  tbf) 
recent  Eeview  at  Windsor,  not  only  ig 
the  right  hon.  Qentlei^ftn  himael^  i^ 
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frr  ilie  War  Offieeaad  fhe  Hone  Gnards. 
Ike  YofamteexB  had  done  &eir  best  to 
dioir  irliat  they  were  worth  and  what 
Axj  were  made  of,  and  they  had  been 
veU  backed  up  by  the  StaJff;  and  he 
woold  Tenture  to  say  that  nothing  could 
haw  been  better  arranged,  not  only  for 
flie  reception  of  the  different  corps  at 
the  different  atatione,  but  also  for  their 
tepatcfa  from  those  stations.  Every 
dfiiity  and  attention  wasshown,  the  most 
•wnpucated  arrangements  were  admir- 
Mj  carried  out,  and,  in  f&ct,  nothing  was 
nmtted  which  made  np  the  sum  and 
labsftance  of  a  most  suocessfdl  Beview. 
The  Staff  ehowed  that  they  had  the  inte- 
NilB  of  the  Service  at  heart;  and  he 
trusted  the  right  hon.  G^tleman  and 
Hkb  olBioialB  with  whom  he  was  associated 
of  opinion  that  discipline,  which 
80  OBQontial  to  the  well-being  of 
fte  farce,  had  been  well  maintained. 
It  was  essential  that  the  Volunteers 
should  go  into  camp  every  year.  The 
Yofaiiiteer  Force  to  he  nseftu  must  be 
eBdent  and  ina  good  state  of  discipline; 
■ad  the  only  way  to  effect  that  was  by 
pattiiig  it  into  camp  every  year.  He 
was  quite  sure  that  money  spent  in  that 
way  wonld  be  well  spent.  Me  also  ad- 
nsed  that  sergeant  instmctors  should  be 
•ooipdled  to  go  to  the  dep6t  centre 
mmy  vear  for  drill,  because  they  were 
ift  to  oecome  rosty .  He  sent  his  every 
year ;  aad  he  thought  such  instruction 
riiODld  be  given,  and  at  the  public  ex- 
p— SB.  There  was  some  doubt  as  to  the 
Mbiw  allowances  and  the  age  in  the 
we  of  adjutants,  and  he  would  like  to 
some  information  on  that  point. 

Bm  THOMAS  AGLAND  said,  he 
not  prepared  to  say  that  sending 
iKgeants  to  tne  dep6t  would  be  enough, 
lor  although  a  civilian  he  had  seen  a 
gnat  many  sergeant  instructors ;  and, 
lUIe  he  had  a  high  respect  for  their 
Mmy  qualities,  there  was  a  great  deal 
to  be  done  in  the  way  of  teaching  them 
fti  art  of  teaching  others. 

ha  HENBY  FLETOHEB  corro- 
haatedthe  hon.  Baronet,  and  wished  to 
Atte  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 

Sof  State  for  War  if  he  could  not,  now 
ha  had  taken  the  Volunteers  in  hand, 
llnnsthiiig  more  for  them  than  had 
dene  dniinig  their  22  years  of  ex- 
I P    nie  yolunteera  had  no  great- 
er water-bottles,  and  although  the 
tanaadii^  officers  had  put  their  hands 
Ik  flitir  fOGketB  yery  frequently  the 
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regiments  were  still  deficient  in  those 
necessary  articles.  With  regard  to  the 
pay  of  the  adjutants,  the  old  adjutants 
were  in  some  doubt  as  to  whether  they 
would  be  placed  on  the  same  footing  in 
regard  to  retirement  as  Militia  adjutants 
were  ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  say  that  they  would  be  placed  on 
the  same  footing  it  would  give  great 
satisfaction.  The  Volunteer  officers  had 
great  difficulty  in  getting  colour-ser- 
geants, because  those  men  were  not  fully 
acquainted  with  what  they  would  re- 
ceive when  they  had  finished  their  term 
of  service.  In  the  present  system  a 
colour-sergeant,  when  transferred  from  a 
Line  regiment  to  a  Volunteer  regiment, 
was  simply  a  sergeant ;  and  what  he 
was  anxious  to  know  was  whether 
colour-sergeants,  on  the  completion  of 
their  21  years'  service,  would  receive  the 
pension  of  a  colour-sergeant  or  simply 
that  of  a  sergeant  ? 

Mr.  W.  N.  NICHOLSON  said,  ho 
had  been  requested  to  bring  before  the 
notice  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
the  claim  of  Volunteer  officers  to  be 
exempted  from  service  on  juries  as  a 
small  boon  which  they  deserved  in  ac- 
knowledgment of  the  time  they  gave  to 
the  country.  Referring  to  a  recent  reply 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  on 
this  subject,  that  the  rank  and  file  had 
an  equal  claim  for  exemption,  he  be- 
lieved it  would  be  found  that  but  few 
were  eligible,  and  that  even  if  the 
exemption  wore  extended  to  the  whole 
body  of  Volunteers,  he  thought,  con- 
sidering the  comparatively  small  num- 
ber, the  pressure  on  the  public  would 
be  very  slight.  He  regretted  to  see, 
under  the  head  of  **  Miscellaneous 
Charges  '*  for  Volunteers,  a  reduction  of 
£5,000  this  year.  Thone  items  included 
travelling  expenses  for  attendance  at 
camp,  regimental  drill,  and  gun  practice. 
Last  year  the  grant  was  so  small  that 
officers  complained  that  many  of  their 
men  were  prevented  from  attending 
camp  drill  because  their  regiments  could 
not  afford  it,  and  he  hoped  that  next 
year  the  allowance  would  be  increased. 
He  also  urged  an  increased  Capitation 
GJrant  to  relieve  the  commanding  officers 
from  the  disagreeable  necessity  of  having 
to  ask  for  subscriptions  to  meet  the 
expenses  of  their  corps. 

Sir  ROBERT  LO YD  LINDSAY  also 
wished  to  draw  attention  to  the  diminu- 
tion of  the  allowance  for  attendance  at 
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military  camps.  The  last  Seoretaiy  of 
State  for  War  appointed  a  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  financial  and  other  con- 
ditions of  the  Volunteer  Forces;  and 
amongst  other  things  they  considered  the 
question  whether  theCapitation  allowance 
was  sufficient  to  meet  the  burdens  which 
were  cast  on  the  Volunteers,  such  as 
uniforms,  ranges,  and  other  items  of 
expense.  After  very  careful  considera- 
tion, that  Committee  reported  that  the 
Capitation  Grant  was  sufficient  with  a 
close  economy,  but  could  not  bear  all 
those  extra  charges  for  camp  drill.  He 
therefore  recommended  that  an  allow- 
ance of  2«.  per  head  should  be  granted 
to  Volunteers  for  the  six  days  while  they 
were  in  camp.  Thus,  every  Volunteer 
might  earn,  during  encampment,  12«. ; 
but  the  number  of  men  who  were  to  re- 
ceive this  allowance  was  limited.  There- 
fore, if  a  regiment  sent  600  men  into 
camp,  it  mignt  be  that  only  300  would 
receive  the  allowance;  and  thus,  al- 
though 28,  per  head  was  given,  the  re- 
sult in  that  case  would  be,  practicaUy, 
that  only  U,  a-head  was  allowed.  He 
knew  that  at  a  time  of  great  pressure 
in  regard  to  the  Estimates  the  weakest 
must  go  to  the  wall ;  but  he  wished  to 
draw  attention  to  this  matternow,  in 
the  hope  that  in  the  future  the  War 
Office  would  give  this  full  allowance  to 
every  man  who  went  into  camp. 

Mr.  CHILDEES  begged  to  thank  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  the  manner 
in  which  he  had  expressed  himself  with 
regard  to  the  concessions  made  by  the 
War  Office  to  make  the  Volunteer  Ser- 
vice successful.  Although  a  great  failure 
had  been  anticipated  for  the  Windsor 
Beview,  he  thought  the  arrangements 
that  had  been  made  were  sufficient  to 
justify  the  enconiums  which  were  ac- 
corded to  the  War  Office.  That,  how- 
ever, would  have  been  nothing  but  for 
the  efficiency  of  the  Volunteers  them- 
selves; and  he  could  not  speak  too 
strongly  of  the  discipline  of  the  Volun- 
teers and  the  knowledge  shown  by  their 
officers  at  the  Eeview.  Since  the  first 
Beview  in  the  early  days  of  the  Volunteer 
Force,  the  Volunteers  had  shown  a  re- 
markable improvement ;  and  the  result 
was  that  at  Windsor  they  had  aroused 
the  admiration  of  not  only  the  gene- 
ral spectators,  but  of  a  large  num- 
ber of  distinguished  and  experienced 
military  officers,  both  English  and  fo- 
reign.   Great  credit  was  due    to  the 
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Eailway  Companies  for  the  manner  in 
which  they  conveyed  the  troops  to  and 
from  the  ground,  but  far  more  to  the 
admirable  discipline  of  the  men  and  the 
experience    and    skill    shown    by    the 
officers.    With  regard  to  the  allowance 
for  attending  camps  and  travelling  ex- 
penses, the  amount  taken  this  year  was 
really  the  same  as  last  year,  taking 
the  two  Votes  together.     A  larger  num- 
ber of  men  had  attended  the  camps 
this  year,  and  that  would  have  to  be 
considered  in  framing  the  Votes  for  next 
year.     He  had  no  wish  to  exercise  an 
unwise  economy  in  a  matter  of   that 
kind,  for  it  was  a  great  advantage  to 
Volunteers  to  gain  experience  in  camp. 
With  regard  to    adjutants,  Volunteer 
adjutants  would  be  placed  on  precisely 
the  same  footing  as  the  Militia  adju- 
tants.   If  55  years  of  age  with  20  years' 
service  they  would  be  retired  oompul- 
sorily  at  lOs.  a-day.     With  r^^ard  to 
service  on  juries,  he  could  not  see  why 
a  Volunteer  officer  should  have  absolato 
immunity  from  that  duty.     But,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  question  had  been 
decided    by  Act    of   Parliament,    and 
he  had  no  power  to  excuse  Volunteer 
officers  from  serving  on  juries.    He  did 
not  see  how  the  privilege  could  be  given 
to  the  officers  and  not  to  the  men ;  and,  if 
the  men  were  exempted,  the  exemption 
of  200,000  men  would  throw  a  serious 
burden  upon  the  rest  of  the  community. 
Mb.  PABNELL  said,  he  regretted  to 
be  obliged  to  take  a  division  on  fliis 
Vote ;  but  he  must  do  so  on  the  ground 
that,  although  Ireland  was  compelled  to 
pay  a  contribution  towards  the  cost  of 
the  Volunteer  Force  in  England  and 
Wales,  she  was  not  allowed  to  have  a 
Volunteer  Force.    This  matter  had  been 
brought  before  the  House  several  time% 
and  in  dividing  against  the  Vote  he 
did  not  do  so  out  of  any  hostility  to- 
wards the  English  Volunteers,  whom  he 
recognized  as  a  fine  body  of  men  of 
whom  this  country  ought  to  be  proud. 
But  there  was  no  way  of  separating  the 
amount  paid  by  Ireland  from  that  paid 
by  England,  and,  consequently,  he  musi 
divide  against  the  whole  Voto.    La  1879 
a  Bill  was  brought  in  by  Mr.  0*01617 
for  the  constitution  of  a  Volunteer  Fona 
in  Ireland,  and  passed  by  the  House  of 
Commons;    but  the  House    of   Loidi 
threw  it  out  after  very  slight  eyamina- 
tion.     When  the  Liberal  Government 
oame  in,  and  announced  their  intentim 
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to  equalise  tha  lawi  of  England  and 
Mandi  it  waa  sapposed  thej  would 
teke  aome  atepa  to  remedy  thu  griev- 
laee ;  but  now,  in  their  second  Session, 
ttsy  seemed  to  have  no  intention  to 
m^  a  Yoluuteer  Force  to  Ireland.  The 
mah  Members  were  thus  obligejd  to 
\mBn.  again  to  protest,  and  the  omy  way 
to  do  fut  was  to  oppose  this  Vote. 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  said,  he  admitted 
flat  the  hon.  Gtontleman  had  stated  his 
0sse  in  a  &ir  spirit ;  but  he  would  re- 
Bjad  him  that  there  had  been  a  Bill 
«n  the  subject  introduced  this  Session, 
upon  which  the  views  of  the  Gbyemment 
ndgfat  hare  been  stated.  The  BUI  was, 
kowerer,  dropped,  and  he  regretted  that, 
hssauae  he  IumI  desired  sndi  an  oppor- 
tniity  of  giving  the  objections  of  the 
Gofmunent  to  the  formation  at  this 
nnetnre  of  an  Irish  Volunteer  Force. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'OONNOB  said,  the  Bill 
aDnded  to  by  the  right  hon.  G^tleman 
waa  in  ohaise  of  the  junior  Member  for 
X^perazy  (Mr.  F.  J.  Smyth),  who  sat 
on  the  Ministerial  Benches,  together 
wifli  several  other  Members  represent- 
iBg  Irish  constituenoies.  It  was  a  re- 
narkaUe  phenomenon  that  those  Oen- 
flsmen  made  proposals,  and  when  the 
grapoeala  came  forward  they  themselves 
OBupeared.  However,  he  thought  the 
Ibu  Members  might  bring  in  a  Bill 
MKt  Seasion;  and  he  hoped  that  the 
a^it  hon.  Gentleman,  following  the 
•—»"p^^  of  the  late  (Government,  would 

CI  uem  his  support.  He  objected  to 
Vote  on  different  grounds  from  those 
of  Ua  hon.  Friend.  The  Volunteer 
lone  had  been  described  by  Sir  Oamet 
Wolaelej  as  a  force  for  increasing  the 
Mvtiai  anirit  of  the  j^eople.  He  ob- 
jseted  to  ue  martial  spirit  of  the  Eng- 
Ui  paople ;  and  he  thought  the  increase 
cf  vieir  martial  spirit  was  detrimental 
to  the  pnblio  peace,  and  essentially 
ksftOe  to  the  nrindples  of  the  Liberal 
Bnty.  If  it  bad  not  been  for  the  Vo- 
Inteof  Faroe  and  the  unwholesome  feel- 
kg  it  had  created,  he  did  not  think  the 
fltfamment  would  have  had  much 
ttflolty  in  keeping  down  public  opinion 
<a  tte  Eaatem  Question.  He  should 
iAa  every  opportunity  of  protesting 
^oiiisl  the  Ycuunteer  Force. 

Sib  WALXEB  B.  BABTTELOT  said, 
^  ri|^t  bon.  Gtotleman  had  stated 
ftit  after  15  years'  service  they  would  re- 
iiivelOf.par  day,  if  oompulsonly  retired; 
kkht  (Eb  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  wished 


to  know  what  a  man  who  voluntarily  re- 
tired after  15  years'  service  would  get  ? 

Mb.  GHILDERS  :  There  is  no  change 
in  the  present  scale  for  ordinary  retire- 
ment. For  compulsory  retirement  2«. 
a-day  has  been  added  at  the  top  of  the 
scale. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  said,  he 
was  much  pleased  to  hear  some  observa- 
tions which  had  been  just  made.  He 
saw,  on  looking  at  the  Votes,  that  they 
had  315,000  troops  for  Home  and  Co- 
lonial service.  If  they  could  not  carry  on 
all  the  wars  they  wished  to  wage  with 
these,  it  was  time  they  gave  up  fighting. 

Mb.  OHILDERS:  Our  Army,  if 
maintained  in  an  efficient  state,  will  do 
more  to  maintain  peace  than  if  so  re- 
duced as  to  provoke  attack. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  131; 
Noes  16:  Majority  115.  —  (Div.  list. 
No.  363.) 

(7.)  £218,800,  Army  Reserve. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  wished  to 
know  what  provision  had  been  made 
for  drilling  and  training  the  Army  Re- 
serve. He  knew  the  rme  was  that  thev 
should  be  called  out  for  12  days  each 
year ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  except 
when  they  were  permanently  called  out 
in  1878,  calls  had  only  been  made  upon 
them  in  rare  instances,  and  even  then 
only  a  few  at  a  time  had  been  called  up 
at  Aldershot  and  other  places.  It  would 
be  better  to  call  them  up  twice  during 
their  entire  Reserve  Service  for  28  days 
each  time,  instead  of  12  days  annually. 
It  was  when  a  man  had  got  half-way 
through  each  period  of  non-activity  in 
the  Service  that  he  became  rusty ;  there- 
fore, instead  of  only  calling  the  men 
up  for  12  days  annually,  it  would  be 
better  to  call  them  up  for  two  periods 
of  28  days  each.  There  was  one  other 
point  to  which  he  wished  to  call  atten- 
tion. He  had  seen  some  of  the  Reserve 
in  his  own  district,  and  they  had  struck 
him  as  being  men  who  would  be  by  no 
means  fit  for  active  military  service  if 
called  upon.  It  did  not  seem  to  him 
that  sufficient  precautions  were  taken  to 
see  that  the  men  were  thoroughly  fit  if 
called  upon  for  active  service.  He  wished 
to  ask  whether,  in  the  case  of  the  men 
who  enlisted  to  pass  into  the  Reserve 
after  three  years  with  the  Colours,  and 
who,  failing  to  obtain  employment  in 
civil  life,  wished  to  rejoin  their  regi- 
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mentfl,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
not,  under  any  circumstanoeB,  allow 
them  to  do  so?  He  had  seen  a  letter 
from  Gheneral  Luard,  commanding  the 
Boyal  Canadian  Militia,  who  stated  that 
when  he  was  employed  at  Manchester 
he  found  many  cases  of  men  who  had 
been  passed,  after  three  years'  service 
with  the  Colours,  into  the  First  Class  Be- 
servo,  and  who  subsequently  came  to 
him  to  be  re-admitted  into  their  old  regi- 
ments, but  had  to  be  refused  and  sent 
away.  The  conseq uence  was  that  many 
of  them  re-enlistea  under  other  names. 

Mb.  CHILDEES  :  I  am  not  prepared 
at  this  moment  to  say  whether  a  change 
in  the  practice  of  not  annually  calling 
out  the  Keserve  for  drill  is  desirable.  It 
is  certain  that  the  more  you  impose  ob- 
ligations on  the  men,  the  more  unpopular 
the  Service  will  become.  We  require  o 
be  very  cautious  in  this  matter  of  calling 
out  the  Reserve.  Some  weight  is,  no 
doubt,  to  be  attached  to  the  point  con- 
tained in  the  letter  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  has  quoted.  I  can  well 
imagine  that  some  of  the  men  have  a 
difficulty  in  finding  employment ;  and  it 
is  a  feustihat  a  few — but,  probably,  very 
few — have  come  back  again  into  the 
Army^ 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(8.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £444,800  (in- 
cluding a  Supplementary  Sum  of  £40,000),  be 
granted  to  lier  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  Commissariat,  Transport,  and  Ordnance 
Store  Establishments,  Wages,  &c.  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1882." 

Me.  CHILDERS  :  I  think,  perhaps, 
hon.  Members  will  allow  me  to  make  a 
brief  statement  on  this  Vote.  This  is 
the  first  Vote  we  have  taken  to-night  in 
which  we  have  incoxporated  a  portion  of 
the  Supplementary  Estimate  for  the  War 
in  Souui  Africa,  and  I  ought  to  explain 
why  that  Estimate  is  necessary.  The 
ori^nal  Estimate  this  year  was  framed 
in  January  and  laid  before  Parliament, 
I  think,  on  the  very  day  the  news  of  the 
first  action  was  received  and  a  request 
by  Sir  George  Colley  for  more  troops. 
In  movine  the  Estimates  I  explained  that 
beyond  the  amount  incorporated  in  the 
Gheneral  Estimate  for  the  W ar  in  South 
Africa,  and  which  was  shown  separately 
in  each  item,  later  in  the  Session  there 
would  have  to  be  a  Supplementaxy  Esti- 
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mate,  as  the  original  Votes  only  pro- 
vided for  the  troops  axranged  to  be 
sent  out  to  the  end  of  January.  That 
we  have  done  now.  I  may  say,  as  io 
the  framework  of  the  Estimate,  that  it 
assumes  this — that  the  present  f  oroe  in 
South  Africa  will  be  retained  until  the 
end  of  the  three  months  allowed  for  the 
ratification  of  the  Treaty — that  is  to  say, 
at  the  end  of  October.  After  that  the 
force  will  be  reduced  to  about  half,  and 
we  provide  for  this  during  what  remains 
of  tne  present  year,  1881.  If  in  the  re- 
maining three  months  of  the  present 
financial  year — that  is  to  say,  up  to 
March,  1882,  there  should  be  any  neces- 
sity to  make  an  addition  to  the  normal 
force  in  South  AMca — ^that  is  to  say,  if 
all  the  excess  on  the  normal  force  is  not 
withdrawn  at  Christmas,  we  shall  have 
to  ask  for  a  Supplemental  Vote  next 
Session. 

Colonel  DAWNAY  wished  to  call 
attention  to  the  condition  of  the  troops 
serving  at  the  GK)ld  Coast,  the  most  un- 
healthy climate  in  the  world.  The  nor- 
mal unhealthinesB  of  the  place  rendered 
it  necessary  that  the  greatest  precautions 
should  be  taken  to  put  the  towns  in  as 
good  a  sanitary  state  as  possible.  The 
sicknessamongsttheBritish  troops,  whidi 
had  been  extremely  great  this  year,  was 
owing  to  the  severity  of  the  summer  and 
the  defective  sanita^  state  of  the  Native 
towns.  He  would  urge  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  consider  the  desirabilily 
of  putting  the  Fanti  towns  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Cape  Coast  Castle  under 
proper  sanitary  regulations,  and  of  com- 
pelling the  Native  populations  to  keep 
the  towns  dean  and  get  rid  of  the 
horrible  cesspools  and  open  drains  which 
existed  there.  There  were  several  healthy 
stations  in  the  interior  within  a  few  miles 
of  Cape  Coast  Castle,  and  to  these  places 
our  troops  should  be  sent,  if,  indeed,  it 
was  deemed  necessary  to  keep  any  Bri- 
tish troops  in  the  country  at  all.  We 
could  have  our  West  Indian  reffimenii 
quartered  at  Sierra  Leone;  and  thescL 
with  the  Native  Houssa  FoUoe,  offioeved 
by  Englishmen,  would  be  quite  su£Bflieiii 
to  protect  the  settlement. 

Mr.  CHTTiDEBS :  I  entirely  symp». 
thize  with  the  object  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  (Gentleman ;  but  I  would  point 
out  that  the  state  of  things  at  the  GoU 
Coast  recently  was  quite  exceptionsL 
A  larfi;e  additional  body  of  tzoops 
sent  there.    The  mortality  of  the 
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toB  at  Cape  Gbart  GasOe,  I  am 
fnaiad,  is  not  unumally  great,  and  the 
plate  is  not  in  a  worae  sanitanr  oondi- 
tiim  t&an  might  be  expected.    I  do  not 
Aiak  it  ia  wone  than  8ierra  Leone,  or 
«fter  plaoee  in  that  part  of  the  world. 
Ha  exceptional  state  of  things  I  have 
HJDwed  to  was  the  neeeasity  of  taking 
wj  prompt  defensiye  measurea  to  meet 
tte  action  which  was  expected  on  the 
|Kt  of  die  King  of  Aahantee.    We  sent 
off  the  troops  in  great  haste,  and  it 
m  vecy  weU  that  we  did  so,  because 
tUr  azriTal  undoubtedly  prcTcnted  the 
ooibrsak  of  hostilitieB.     We  sent  the 
tnops  in  sooh  a  hurry  that  there  was  no 
tiaa  to  communicate  with  Gape  Coast 
Gwde  before  they  avriTcd,  so  as  to  en- 
able the  anthoritiesto  take  measures  for 
yattin^  the  place  in  a  better  sanitary 
condition.    Tne  troops  suffered  aeverely 
hi  consequence.     Ordinarily,   the  men 
avs  not  quartered  in  the  Native  towns, 
mi  the  accommodation  provided    for 
ttfltt  is  not  more  unhealthy  than  is  usual 
ia  these  bad  dimates.    On  the  gene- 
al  queation,  I  may  say  it  is  not  in 
■y  power  to  give  orders  for  the  improve- 
■ent  of  these  Oolonial  stations.     The 
■attar  rests  with  the  Colonial  Office; 
and  as  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member's 
auj^eetion   that  we    luiould  withdraw 
Bntish  troops   altogether   from    Cape 
Oaast  Oastle,  that  is  a  thin^  I  should  be 
Io&  to  do  without  the  distinct  approval 
af  the  Colonial  Office.    Up  to  tlie  pre- 
aanft  time,  I  have  been  advised  by  the 
Oblflnial  Office  that  it  would  not  be  pro- 
par  to  leave  the  Cape  Coast  Castle  solely 
■BOftected  by  the  Houssa  police  without 
Aar  Majesty's  troopB.     We,  therefore, 
keep  a  amall  force  there. 
(.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOB  said,  he 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
hon.  G^ileman  to  some  complaints 
made  bv  the  Assistant  Com- 
Qeaenl  of  the  Ordnance  Stores. 
a^  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
had  said  that  the  Oidnanoe  Store 
ahoold  be  placed  in  the  same  posi- 
otharofflcors.  They  believed  they 
under  a  disadvantage  from  the 
that  while    there    was    at    head- 
oae  Oommisaary  (General,  they 
.there  no  permanent  representation. 
^  vaiT  deeiaed  opinion  had  been  ex- 
fMM  by  them  as  to  the  importance 
4  hariwfl  pennanent  representation  at 
liail  iiaailuio,  having  resard  to  the  vast 
of  details   which  came  under 
wUm    Xhaft  w  the  first  point 


The  second  was  that  the  Ordnance  Store 
officers  were  not  placed  in  a  fair  position 
with  regard  to  pay  as  compared  with, 
the  Commissariat  officers.  The  wording 
of  the  Warrant  relating  to  them  was 
almost  the  same  as  that  of  the  Warrant 
which  regulated  the  pay  of  Commis- 
sariat officers ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,, 
the  operation  of  the  two  Warrants  was 
very  different.  Almost  every  Assistant 
Commissariat  officer  of  25  years'  service 
could  draw  30«.  a-day ;  but  he  believed 
there  was  no  single  assistant  officer 
in  the  Store  Department  who  could  draw 
more  than  24«.  a-day.  Most  of  the 
assistant  officers  of  the  former  depart- 
ment could,  if  they  thought  fit,  retire  on 
20«.  a-day.  The  Uiird  grievance  related 
to  the  titular  rank  of  the  Ordnance  Store 
officers.  It  was  a  fact  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  regulation  that  officers  of 
the  Army  who  were  appointed  to  the 
store  branch  should  retain  their  military 
titles,  many  seniors  in  that  Department 
would  be  styled  ''Mr.,"  while  their 
juniors  would  be  described  as  "  Cap- 
tain.''  Although  some  hon.  Members 
might  be  disposed  to  laugh  at  the  im- 
portance attached  to  that  distinction,  it 
undoubtedly  constituted  a  great  anomaly, 
and  had  given  rise,  as  he  understood,  to 
a  good  deal  of  heart-burning.  Such 
were  the  three  points  which  he  knew 
had  led  to  much  dissatisfaction  in  the 
store  branch;  and  he  would  suggest  that 
a  very  slight  alteration  in  tho  Warrant 
of  1880  relating  to  officers  in  that 
branch  would  fulfil  the  promises  which 
those  gentlemen  thought  they  were 
warranted  in  understanding  that  the 
noble  Lord  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Benches  gave  them  two  years  ago. 

Loud  EUSTACE  CECIL  admitted 
that  he  had  stated,  when  the  last  Go- 
vernment were  in  Office,  that  they  were 
prepared  to  put  the  officers  of  the  Store 
Department  and  the  Commissariat  De- 
partment on  an  equal  footing.  He 
imderstood  the  three  points  raised  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County 
to  be — first,  that  there  were  no  Ordnance 
Store  officers  at  head-quarters ;  secondly, 
that  they  received  less  pay,  as  compared 
with  the  officers  of  the  Commissariat 
Department ;  and,  thirdly,  that  a  griev- 
ance existed  amongst  them  with  regard 
to  titular  rank.  All  these  questions 
were  attentively  gone  into  at  the  time 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member.  As 
regarded  titulsr  rank,  hebelieved  civilian 
officers  iu  the  Commissariat  Department 


907 


Supply'-' 


[OOMMONS) 


Army  JBstimaUi. 


908 


still  held  the  title  of  "  Mr. ; "  and,  con- 
sequently,  in  that  respect,  there  was  no 
difference  between  the  two  branches. 
It  was  an  understood  thing  that  the 
Army  officers  who  came  into  these  De- 
partments should  retain  their  military 
rank  ;  and,  of  course,  having  been  com- 
petent officers,  it  would  have  been  very 
hard  to  take  that  rank  away  from  them. 
On  the  other  hand,  he  thought  it  would 
be  impossible  for  any  Government  to 
give  military  titles  where  they  did  not 
already  exist.  He  did  not  think  there 
was  ever  any  intention  to  give  Army 
titular  rank  to  the  officers  of  the  Oom- 
missariat  or  Ordnance  Store  Depart- 
ments who  did  not  already  possess  them 
— that  was  to  say,  to  those  who  had  not 
gained  it  in  the  Army.  With  regard  to 
tiie  Oommissary  General  at  head-quar- 
ters, no  doubt  hon.  Members  would 
know  that  the  Commissary  General  was 
under  the  Commander-in-Chief.  The 
number  of  officers  of  the  Commissariat 
Department  was  larger  by  60  or  70  than 
that  of  the  Ordnance  Store  Department, 
and  it  was  believed  that  the  Assistant 
Commissary  General  would  be  able  to 
represent  both  Departments.  He  cer- 
tainly had  said  that  this  matter  should 
be  considered,  and  that,  if  it  were  pos- 
sible, a  gentleman  of  the  Ordnance 
Store  Department  should  be  appointed. 
Then,  as  regarded  difference  of  pay, 
he  had  not  been  able  to  discover  that 
there  was  any  difference  between  the 
two  Departments  in  respect  of  pay. 
Such  differences,  however,  might  exist, 
and  he  had  promised  to  look  into  the 
question  to  see  what  could  be  done.  It 
was  perfectly  true  that  he  had  made 
that  statement;  but  it  was,  of  course, 
not  binding  on  his  successors  in  Office, 
who  would  answer  for  themselves ;  and 
he  had  no  doubt  whatever  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  would  have 
eood  reasons  for  what  he  had  done,  and 
tor  what  he  might  do  in  future,  with 
regard  to  this  Department  of  the  Public 
Service. 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  said,  since  the  pre- 
sent Government  had  been  in  Office  the 
question  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Queen's  County  had  drawn  attention 
had  not  come  before  him  in  any  shape. 
The  hon.  Member  would  understand 
that  there  were  some  extremely  difficult 

guestions  in  connection  with  the  subject 
e  had  referred  to.  For  his  own  part, 
he  had  every  wish  to  see  the  Ordnance 
Store  Department  treated  fairly. 

£ard£u§tae$  CicU 


Mr.  AETHTJE  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
hoped  that  something  like  an  eqnality 
of  pay  would  be  established.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  officers  belonging  to 
the  Store  Department  had  had  very 
much  longer  service,  and  yet  they  re- 
ceived a  lower  average  rate  of  pay  than 
the  officers  of  the  Commissariat  Branch. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  said,  he  ob- 
served on  page  40  a  charge  of  £5,202 
for  police  em^oyed  under  the  Contagions 
Diseases  Prevention  Acts.  There  was 
a  good  deal  of  difference  of  opinion 
wi&  r^ard  to  the  operation  of  those 
Acts.  He  should  not  enter  into  any 
detail,  because  the  subject  was  not  an 
agreeable  one;  but,  no  doubt,  while 
there  were  arguments  which  might  be 
used  in  their  favour,  a  considerable 
number  of  persons  were  opposed  to 
them,  some  on  the  ground  of  ineffi- 
ciency, others  on  the  ground  of  im- 
morality, while  others  bdieved  that  they 
could  not  be  carried  out  without  doing 
wrong  to  respectable  persons.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  did  not  think 
there  was  sufficient  general  assent  in 
their  favour  to  justify  public  monej 
being  spent  upon  tham.  He  should, 
therefore,  move  that  the  Vote  be  re- 
duced by  the  sum  of  £5,202. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

<<  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £439,698  (uu 
eluding  a  Supplementary  Sum  of  £40,000),  bo 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Chuge 
for  Commissariat,  Transport,  and  Ordnance 
Store  Establishments,  Wages,  &g,  which  wiU 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  81st  day  of  March  1882."— (iff. 
Ldlxmchere,) 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  re- 
gretted that  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton had  brought  forward  this  Mo- 
tion on  the  present  occasion,  because, 
although  his  present  opinion  was  in 
favour  of  it,  he  should  have  liked  a  little 
further  time  for  consideration.  As  it 
was,  however,  he  should  have  no  choioe 
but  to  vote  with  the  hon.  Member.  With 
regard  to  the  q  uartermasters  in  the  Store 
Department,  he  understood  that  consi- 
derable dissatisfaction  existed  amongst 
those  officers  on  account  of  the  loss  or 
deterioration  of  social  position,  wbioih 
they  believed  they  sustained  in  oonnec- 
tion  with  the  alteration  of  their  titular 
rank.  If  the  right  hon.  (^endemaa 
would  say  a  word  or  two  on  the  qaestiooi 
it  might,  perhaps,  remove  a  good  deiu 
of  the  feeling  which  existed  amongst 
these  gentlemen  in  oonsequenoe  of  fbH^ 
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hmg  treated  wifh  a  great  want  of  oon- 
■demtiofn  by  the  militaiy  authorities. 

8iB  HENBY  HOLLAND  said,  he 
was  aware  of  the  difference  of  opinion 
lAidi  existed  on  the  subject  of  the 
Oontuioua  Diseases  Acts;  but  he  trusted 
ihat  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
veuld  not  press  his  Motion  to  a  divi- 
■on  on  this  occasion.  He  reminded  the 
Oommittee  that  a  Committee,  of  which 
ho  himself  had  been  a  Member,  was 
■tting  for  the  purpose  of  considering 
ftose  Acts;  ana  until  that  Oommittee 
had  reported,  it  was  certainly  necessazy 
Aak  police  should  be  employed  to  carry 
the  IdThito  operation.       ^  ^ 

Mb.  OHTTiPERS  said,  he  would  ven- 
tore  to  add  his  request  to  that  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  opposite,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  would  not 
flunk  it  necessary  to  call  upon  the 
Obmmittee  to  proceed  to  a  division  upon 
his  Motion.  Me  made  this  appeal  in 
flie  interest  of  those  persons  who  were 
opposed  to  the  Acts,  because  a  great 
Bsny  hon.  Members  would  vote  for  the 
Estimate  as  requisite  so  long  as  the  law 
was  in  operation,  although  they  did  not 
agreethat  the  present  stateof  the  law  was 
oatiafiutory.  He  could  speak  for  several 
Gentlemen  who  were  not  satisfied  with 
flie  present  condition  of  things,  who  could 
■at  but  Tote  the  necessaiy  expenditure 
ht  carrying  out  the  law,  but  mhIio,  if  the 
fuatton  were  whether  the  law  should 
M  ohaneed  or  not,  would  certainly  vote 
against  its  continuance. 

An  hon.  Mxmbsb  said,  he  also  hoped 
tihatthe  Motion  would  not  be  pressed. 
He  believed  the  Acts  in  question  were 
both  useful  and  moral  in  their  tendency. 
Ai^one  who  had  heard  the  evidence 
giTSQ  before  the  Oommittee  upstairs 
anat  have  been  impressed  witn  the 
hsnefit  which  had  been  derived  from 
flioir  operation  in  garrison  towns. 

Mb.  LABOnOHEEE  said,  he  re- 
petted  he  was  unable  to  yield  to  the 
■wiiMils  made  to  him  to  withdraw  his 
Kolion.  Bat  he  felt  very  strongly  upon 
flu  sabjeet,  as  did  also  his  constituents. 
loBeport  of  an^  Oommittee,  nor  even 
fto  opinion  of  ms  constituents,  would 
•iireoavinoe  him  that  an  error  had  not 
committed  in  regard  to  these  Acts. 


Qoaslionpat. 

Bs  Obmmittee  iltvtiM:— Ayes  13; 
lb«80:  Majority  67.  — (Div.  List, 
IktM.} 


Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(9.)  £780,000,  Clothing  EstabUsh- 
ments,  Services,  and  SuppHes. 

LoBD  EUSTAOE  OECIL  wished  to 
urge  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  to 
go  very  thoroughly  into  the  prices  at 
the  clothing  establishments,  especially 
in  regard  to  the  cloth  for  tunics  and 
caps  and  badges.  These  might  be  small 
things,  but  they  involved  a  large  sum  of 
money.  There  was  a  great  deal  of  waste ; 
and  he  also  would  suggest  that  a  large 
amount  of  the  clothing  made  elsewhere 
might  be  made  at  these  establishments. 

Mn.  OHILDEES  said,  he  quite  agreed 
that  these  small  thines  were  important, 
and  promised  to  consider  the  matter. 

Sir  HENEY  HOLLAND  said,  there 
was  a  large  reduction  in  the  amount  of 
material  sold  to  contractors;  and  he 
wished  to  know  if  any  substantial 
change  was  to  be  made  in  the  Olothing 
Department  ? 

Mb.  GHILDEES  said,  that  this  was 
only  a  matter  of  account,  and  that  there 
was  really  no  change. 

8m  HENRY  FIJETOHER  said,  the 
new  Begulation  required  soldiers  to  sur- 
render their  uniform  on  retiring  from 
the  Army,  and  to  purchase  new  cloth- 
ing. Would  any  allowance  be  made  on 
that  account?  There  was,  he  added, 
great  dissatisfaction  among  the  men. 

Mr.  OHILDEBS  said,  he  did  not 
think  there  was  anything  like  general 
dissatisfaction  upon  this  matter,  and  that 
the  change  was  made  on  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  whole  body  of  commanding 
officers. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  the 
commanding  officers  had  advised  that 
the  men's  uniforms  should  be  taken 
away  on  their  leaving,  for  many  men 
had  gone  about  bogging  in  their  uni^ 
forms,  and  so  disgraced  the  Service. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(10.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

'*  That  a  sum,  not  excooding  £1,290,000  (in- 
cluding a  Supplementary  Sum  of  £120,000),  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Chargo 
for  the  Supply,  Manufacture,  and  Repair  of 
Warlike  and  other  Stores  (including  Establish- 
ments of  Manufacturing  Departments) ,  'which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1882." 

LoKD  EUSTACE  OECIL  desired  to 
know  in  what  position  the  question  of 
breech-loading  guns  stood;   what  the 
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Committee  on  tliafc  subject  were  doing  ; 
whether  they  had  hit  upon  a  gun  that 
would  suit  the  Naval  Service  ;  and  whe- 
ther they  proposed  any  change  in  the 
breech-loading  guns  for  land  service? 
He  also  wished  to  know  if  there  was 
any  disposition  to  consider  magazine 
guns  as  any  part  of  our  armed  service ; 
and  why  there  was  so  large  an  increase 
for  gunpowder  ?  Perhaps  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  explain  the  decrease 
for  materials  and  metal ;  and  why  there 
was  an  increase  of  £17,400  in  regard  to 
machinery  ? 

Major  -  General  FEILDEN  moved 
that  Progress  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.'' — {Major- 
General  Feilden.) 

Mr.  CHILDEES  said,  he  hoped  the 
Committee  would  not  report  Progress 
at  a  quarter  before  2,  considering  what 
had  still  to  be  done  in  the  few  remain- 
ing days  of  the  Session.  There  was  no 
contentious  matter  in  the  remainder  of 
this  Vote,  and  he  hoped  the  Committee 
would  proceed. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  CHILDEES  said,  in  reply  to  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  West  Essex 
(Lord  Eustace  Cecil),  that  the  question 
of  breech-loading  guns  would  come  up 
on  the  Navy  Estimates,  and  he  should 
take  part  in  that  discussion.  Un- 
doubtedly, the  use  of  prismatic  powder 
did  necessitate  longer  guns  and  larger 
chambers.  Both  those  considerations 
pointed  to  the  advantage  of  breech-load- 
ing guns  over  muzzle-loading  guns,  espe- 
cially when  the  guns  were  in  a  confined 
position,  and  when  a  larger  chamber 
was  required  for  the  powder  than  for 
the  projectile.  Guns  which  were  not  in 
a  confined  position,  or  in  turrets — muzzle- 
loading  guns — could  be  loaded,  so  far  as 
their  length  was  concerned,  as  well  as 
breech-loaders ;  but  the  larger  chamber 
was  coming  more  and  more  into  use, 
and  that  tended  more  and  more  to  the 
use  of  the  breech-loader ;  and  he  did  not 
doubt  that  there  would  be  a  large  in- 
crease in  those  guns,  especially  for  ser- 
vice  at  sea.  The  Committee  were  making 
most  careful  experiments,  and  he  had  not 
hurried  their  operations.  The  question 
of  magazine  guns  was  not  yet  settled ; 
but  he  had  seen  them  aU,  and  he  was 

ZordJEuetace  Cecil 


satisfied  they  had  a  great  many  faults. 
As  to  the  items  of  the  Vote,  there  had 
been  a  saving  on  metal  due  to  the  re- 
quirements having  been  less  this  year,, 
and  the  stock  sufficient  for  all  that  waa 
wanted.  The  increase  in  gunpowdar 
was  owing  to  increased  demands,  aad  to- 
the  stock  having  become  low. 

Major-Gemeral  BUENABY  said,  ha 
believed  that  the  gun-spikes  carried  by 
the  pioneers  in  Infantry  regiments  would 
not  effectually  spike  any  modem  ga&; 
moreover,  the  number  carried  was  too 
few 

Mr.  CHILDEES  thanked  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  drawing  atten- 
tion to  the  matter. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  te. 

Sir  WALTEE  B.  BAETTELOT 
moved  to  report  Prog^ress.  He  waa 
willing,  if  necessary,  to  sit  there ;  but 
he  thought  it  too  much  to  put  forward, 
at  10  minutes  past  2,  all  these  Estimates, 
and  to  force  wem  down  the  throats  of 
hon.  Members.  He  protested  against 
the  practice. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {8ir  Walt§r 
B.  BartUlot,) 

Mr.  CHIIjDEES  said,  he  had  no  in* 
tention  to  force  these  Votes  against  the 
wish  of  any  considerable  number  of 
Members,  and  he  would  agpree  to  take 
the  remaining  Votes  to-morrow. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

Eesolutions  to  be  reported  To^marrwe. 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

IRISH   CHURCH  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL.— [Bill  235.] 

[Mr.    William  Edward  Forater^   Mr,  AtUfrmff 
General  for    Ireland^   Mr,  Solieitor   Gtmerei 
for  Ireland.) 

SECOND  RSADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

The  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  foa 
lEELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  JorofsoH),  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time,  said  that  at  that  late  hour  tha 
House  would  probably  consider  it  desir- 
able that  he  should  only  give  an  outline 
of  the  measure.  *  The  term  of  the  Oom- 
missioners  of  Church  Temporalities  ia 
Ireland  under  the  Irish  Ohuxoh  Act  had 
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eome  to  an  end,  and  their  powers  were 
10  V  temporarily  contmued  by  the  Ezpir- 
Off  Laws  Contmoance  Act.  Practioall j, 
d  that  remained  to  be  done  was  to  pay 
tta  aanuitants  that  remained  of  the  lor- 
mer  eatabliahment,  to  collect  the  income 
tiiaft  remained  for  the  Temporalities 
Office,  and  to  pay  off  the  debt  due  to 
die  National  Debt  Commissioners  and 
die  debt  for  Intermediate  Education. 
The  object  of  the  Bill,  therefore,  was  to 
woride  tor  the  dissolution  of  the  Church 
TsmporalitieB  Commission,  and  to  trans- 
far  to  the  Irish  Land  Commission  all  the 
property  vested  in  the  Church  Tempo- 
Commission. 


ICotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
tune." — (Jfr.  Selieiior  General  for  Ire- 

Ifau  WABTON  asked,  if  the  Irish 
Lmd  Commission  was  not  appointed, 
what  would  be  done  ? 

Thb  80LICIT0E  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnsojct)  said, 
die  Church  Temporalities  Commission 
would  be  temporarily  continued  for  an- 
other year  by  the  Expiring  Laws  Con- 
tianance  Bill  now  before  the  House. 

Ifa.  HEALT  said,  he  did  not  object 
to  the  policy  of  the  Oovemment ;  but  ho 
viihea  for  an  exact  statement  of  the 
affurs  of  the  Church  Temporalities  Com- 
UBion.  When  a  particular  Bill  of  this 
kind,  inyolyin^  an  important  change  of 
yolicyy  was  a^anced,  the  House  ought 
to  haTB  a  distinct  statement  of  accounts. 

IfB.  WHITLEY  said,  the  measure 
had  <Hily  been  distributed  to  Members  a 
wy  short  time,  and  they  had  not  had 
mfficiftnt  opportunity  for  examining  it 
aad  tnming  it  over  in  their  minds.  Were 
Ae  Church  Temporalities  Commissioners 
■roe  of  the  Bui  P  Either  the  measure 
Aould  have  been  introduced  earlier,  or 
fta  Oommiasioners  should  have  received 
HBM  intimation  of  it. 

Ths  SOLICITGB  general  fob 
IBELAAD  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
he  knew  the  Oommissioners  were  aware 
c(  the  eodstenoe  of  the  Bill,  because  in 
la  interview  which  he  had  had  with  Mr. 
TmBho  LawBon,  who  was  one  of  them, 
Aii  nlgect  had  been  mentioned.  There 
had  been  publiahed  a  complete  Eeport 
rf  Ae  Chureh  Temporalities  Commis- 
Ibr  the  year  1^0;  and  this 
^  up  all  that  the  body,  with  so 
eAnstrngB  to  the  poblio  smd  credit 


to  themselves,  had  done  from  1869  up 
to  the  present  time. 

Mk.  WHITLEY :  What  is  the  tiUe 
of  it? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
it  was  entitled  **  The  Report  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  Church  Temporalities  in 
Ireland  for  the  period  from  1869  to  let 
July,  1880."  It  gave  a  brief  summary 
of  what  had  been  done.  It  stated  that 
they  had  realized  all  the  land,  and  had 
sold  it  to  occupying  tenants  willing  to 

Eurchase,  and,  outside  those  purchasers, 
ad  sold  to  the  general  public.  The 
manner  in  which  Qie  sales  were  made, 
the  simple  method  in  which  the  whole 
of  the  arrangements  were  carried  out, 
and  the  plainest  information  carried  in 
the  most  intelligible  manner  to  the  doors 
of  the  poorest,  were  shown  in  the  Report. 

Mr.  CALLAN:  When  did  the  Act 
expire  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  JouNaoN) :  In 
1879. 

Mr.  CALLAN  :  And  how  long  do  the 
present  Commissioners  hold  office — when 
was  the  Act  continued  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  The 
present  Commissioners  hold  office  until 
the  3 1st  December,  1881,  under  the  Ex- 
piring Laws  Continuance  Act,  which  was 
passed  in  1880. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  the  3rd  clause  of 
the  Bill  said  they  should  be  entitled  to 
receive  salaries  up  to  the  3 1st  December 
next.  Mr.  Justice  Lawson  would  have 
no  objection  to  this  measure,  because  it 
would  continue  his  salary  and  that  of 
his  brother  Commissioners  up  to  that 
date,  although  the  duties  had  entirely 
ceased.  There  was  an  evil  spirit  per- 
vading the  whole  of  the  Bill,  and  its 
practical  effect  would  be  to  hamper  and 
impede  the  action  of  the  now  Land 
Commission.  It  would  place  on  their 
shoulders  an  incubus — a  new  "  Old  Man 
of  the  Sea."  The  Land  Commission 
would  have  to  take  over  an  old  effete 
staff  of  officials,  and  be  hampered  with 
men  whose  old  duties  in  no  way  re- 
sembled those  to  be  imposed  on  the  now 
Land  Commission.  The  Land  Commis- 
sioners were  to  have  the  power  of  ap- 
pointing a  Secretary  and  Solicitor ;  but 
the  effect  of  this  Bill  would  be  to  hand 
over  a  Secretary  and  Solicitor.  If  this 
was  not  intended;  the  dause  in  the  Bill 
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to  which  he  was  referring  was  merely 
unnecessary  verbiage,  and  should  be 
struck  out.  He  should  like  to  hear  from 
the  GK)yemment  when  the  salaries  of 
Mr.  Justice  Lawson  and  the  other  Com- 
missioners would  cease,  and  why,  consi- 
dering that  their  work  had  ceased,  and 
that  they  had  only  technical  duties  to 
perform,  a  Bill  should  be  brought  in  to 
confer  upon  them  salaries  up  to  the 
3 1st  December?  If  the  salaries  were 
merely  a  gift  to  these  gentlemen,  let  it 
be  so  stated.  In  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  nothing  was  said  about  the  payment 
being  merely  a  gratuity. 

Mb.  R.  N.  fowler  said,  that  if  the 
Bill  were  now  read  a  second  time,  the 
Committee  should  not  be  taken  before 
Monday.  Time  should  be  given  for  its 
consideration. 

Mb.  BIGK^AR  said,  he  could  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr. 
Callan)  upon  one  of  the  points  he  had 
raised.  The  hon.  Member  objected  to 
the  staff  of  the  Church  Temporalities 
Conmiission  being  transferrea  to  the 
Land  Commission  ;  but  it  seemed  to  him 
(Mr.  Biggar)  that  if  the  Secretary  and 
Treasurer  and  other  officers  of  the  for- 
mer Commission  were  efficient,  it  was 
desirable  that,  instead  of  abolishing 
them,  they  should  be  transferred  to  a 
new  Department.  His  opinion  was  that 
as  little  patronage  as  possible  should  be 

? laced  in  the  hands  of  the  Government, 
'hey  knew  it  must  always  be  extremely 
difficult  to  refuse  a  whole  crowd  of  ap- 
plicants. He  would,  however,  remind 
the  Government  of  Uiis  in  making  the 
transfer— 'that  at  the  time  the  Church 
Temporalities  Commissioners  made  their 
sales  under  the  Church  Act,  land  was 
much  more  valuable  in  the  market  than 
it  was  now  ;  and  it  would  be  very  in- 
jurious if  the  valuators  in  their  transac- 
tions acted  upon  the  same  principles 
that  guided  them  a  few  years  ago. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

CORRUPT  PRACTICES  (SUSPENSION  OF 

ELECTIONS)  BILL.— [Bill  £38.] 

{Mr,  Attorney  General,  Secretary  Sir  William 

Sareourt,  Mr.  Solicitor  General.) 

SECOKD    BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
HxvKT  Jambs),  in  moving  that  the  Bill  I 

Jfr.  Callan 


be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  that  it 
consisted  of  only  one  section,  and  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  that  it  should  be 
passed.  When  it  became  necessary  to 
postpone  the  consideration  of  the  greater 
question,  there  arose  this  difficulty-* 
that  there  were  constituencies  in  which 
corrupt  practices  had  extensively  pre- 
vailed which  had  elected  Members,  and 
if  those  Members  died,  new  ones  could 
be  elected ;  also,  if  there  were  a  Dis« 
solution  of  Parliament,  new  Members 
could  be  elected.  The  object  of  the  Bill 
was  to  suspend  for  a  limited  time  the 
holding  of  Parliamentary  Elections  in 
certain  cities  and  boroughs. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Mr.  Attorney  General.) 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  he  thought  that 
before  they  took  away  from  a  city  or  a 
borough  the  right  to  return  Members 
there  should  be  some  reason  given  for 
it  in  the  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommUUi 
for  To-morrow. 


BRITISH    HONDURAS    (COURT     OF 
APPEAL)   BILL.— [Lorrff.]— [Bill  233.] 

{Mr.    Courtney.) 
SEOOKD   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  COURTNEY,  in  moving  thai 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time,  said,  the 
measure  was  of  a  very  simple  character. 
The  Oourt  of  British  Honduras  consisted 
of  only  one  Judge,  and  he  was  not,  he 
believed,  supported  by  a  very  strong 
Bar.  At  present,  the  appeal  from  this' 
Court  was  to  the  Privy  Council.  The 
Supreme  Court  of  Jamaica  had  three 
Judges,  and  it  was  proposed  in  the  Bill. 
to  make  the  appeal  from  the  Court  of 
British  Honduras  to  the  Cou^  of  Ja- 
maica. The  Legislative  Council  of  Ja- 
maica had  assented  to  this  course. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoaedL' 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoooid 

time." — (Mr.  Courtney.) 

Sib  henry  HOLLAND  said,  he 
hoped  the  Bill  would  be  read  a  seocmd' 
time.  There  had  always  been  a  difB»* 
oulty  about  appeals  in  British  HondnrMf 
and  as  both  Colonies  agreed  to  the  ptre-^ 
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to  this  matter,  which  was  really  a  veiy 
seriouB  grieTance. 

Motion  ^r««if  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommilltd 
>i  To-morrow. 


mt  pitipOMl,  Bad  u  it  was  distanctly 
hwriblo  to  biin^  British  Hondoras  and 
into  ckaer  union,  he  looked 
the  right  direc- 


^OR  Uoa  as  a  step  in 


BOlread  a  secoad  time,  and  eommtlttd 

PEDI.AB8  (CEBTIFICATES)  BILL. 

[  Jw*.]— [But  aw.] 

(JTr.  OwrdwyO 

axcoiTS  BEunro. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Ha.  OOTIRTNEY,    in  moving  that 

Ike  Bill   be  read  a  second  time,  said, 

Ait,  owing  to  the  present  state  of  the 

kv,  pedlara  were  exposed  to  great  in- 

■DOTenience.     Thej  ohtained  liawking 

wrtificateB  from  the  places  in  whii 


ftey  lended ;  bnt  when  they  went  into 
oftcr  diatricts  the;  were  bound  to  ob- 
tain an  endOTBement.  If  they  visited 
three  or  four  different  districts  in  one 
4^,  they  were  obliged  to  obtain  a 
Bspaimte  endorsement  in  each.  The  opi- 
iion  of  the  police  authorities  had  been 
asked  on  this  matter,  and  they  had  re- 
ported in  favour  of  a  relaxation  of  the 


taict  in  which  the  jiedlara  resided  should 
be  deemed  sufficient,  without  endoree- 


ICotioii  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"nat  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
Cbw."— (iTr.  CanrtiMif.) 

Kb.  ASTHUB  O'CONNOB  said,  he 
Cd  not  want  to  oppose  the  Bill,  which 
vaaaTOiyreaaonsbleone;  but  he  wished 
Id  bzing  under  the  notice  of  the  hon. 
OiBtloHiau  the  Under  SoCTetary  of  State 
Ik  A*  Home  Department  that  which  in 
flu  mbnrba  of  London — and,  in  fact,  in 
Iha  anbnrba  of  all  large  towns — was  an 
fatolarable  nniswnce  to  the  respectable 
vnr.  Fadlazs  were  in  the  hahit  of  going 
BnaKh  the  atreeta  where  these  persons 
XMidM,  knocking  at  every  door,  and  in- 
^amg  whether  the  inmates  desired  to 
f^nrr  any  of  their  wares.  In  some 
■■dl  atnetl  aometimee  as  many  as  20 
MBUBBMi  of  this  kind  were  answered  in 
adi^.  It  appeared  to  him  it  would  be  a 
■Ma  Ofaig  if&e  Home  Office  authoritiea 
ioall  dnaet  th«  attention  of  the  police 


UNIVERSITIES  (SCOTLAND)  HEGISTKA- 
TION  OF  PAKLIAMENTAEY  VOTERS, 
&c.  BILL.— [LorA.]— [Bill  332.] 
SBOOND  BXXDXHQ. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  AETEUE  O'CONNOE  said,  he 
wished  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
Speaker  and  of  the  House  to  a  point  in 
this  Bill  which,  he  thought,  was  of  some 
importance  in  a  gener^  sense,  though 
it  might  not  appear  at  first  sight  to  in- 
volve anything  very  serious.  He  read 
in  the  16th  clause  of  this  measure  these 
words — 


gradunto  at  acy  of  the  Univertltioa  o(  Scotland 
until  he  Bhall  have  paid,  ae  a  rcgiBtiation  fee,  a 
Bum  not  exceeding  twoDt;  shilliugB  to  the  gone- 
ral  University  fund  of  the  University  at  which 
he  wishes  to  gnulQste." 

Now,  that  was  on  imposition  of  a  tax  on 
the  subject,  and  the  Bill  containing  it 
had  been  brought  from  the  House  of 
Lords.  The  House  of  Lords,  he  be- 
lieved, had  no  right  to  impose  such  a 
charge.  On  more  occasions  than  one— 
on  many  occasions — the  House  of  Com- 
mons had  declined  to  proceed  with  a 
Bill  which  involved  the  imposition  of  a 
charge  upon  the  people  coming  from  the 
House  of  Lards ;  and  in  Sir  Brakine 
May's  Parliamentary  Praetiee  he  found 
these  words — 

"  Bo  strictly  had  the  right  of  the  Commons 
been  mniiitainod  in  regard  to  the  imposition  of 
chsTf^a  upon  the  people,  that  they  denied  to  tho 
Lonia  the  power  of  authoriziag  the  talting  of 
fees,  ajid  impoeing  pecuniary  penalties,  or  of 
varying  the  mode  of  suing  for  them,  or  of 
ftpplyinc;  theiD  when  recovc^red;  though  such 
.,_™-: — . .„„..a»>,  tn  giYe  effect  to  the 


general  enactments  of  a 
Then  Sir  Erskine  May  went  on  to  say— 
"A  too  strict  [enforcement  of  this  rule,  in 
regard  to  peoattieB,  was  found  to  bo  attended 
with  unnecessary  iaconvenience  ;  and,  in  1S31, 
the  Commons  judiciously  relaxed  it ;  and,  again, 
in  1B19,  they  introduced  a  further  amendment 
of  their  rules,  by  the  adoption  of  the  following 
Standing  Orders  — 
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*  That,  with  respect  to  any  Bill  broaght  to 
this  House  from  the  House  of  Lords,  or  re- 
turned by  the  House  of  Lords  to  this  House 
with  Amendments,  whereby  any  peciiniarv 
penalty,  forfeiture,  or  foe  shall  be  authorized, 
imposed,  appropriated,  rop^ulated,  varied,  or  ex- 
tinguished, this  House  will  not  insist  upon  its 
ancient  and  undoubted  privileges.  In  the  fol- 
lowing cases : — 

*1.  When  the  object  of  such  pecuniary 
penalty  or  forfeiture  is  to  secure  the  execution 
of  the  Act,  or  the  punishment  or  prevention  of 
oflfences.'  " 

As  to  the  Ist  clause,  he  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  admitted  that  this  particular 
provision  in  the  Bill  was  not  covered  by 
it.     The  second  provision  was — 

**  Where  such  fees  are  imposed  in  respect  o^ 
benefit  taken,  or  services  rendered,  under  the 
Act,  and  in  order  to  the  execution  of  the  Act, 
and  are  not  made  payable  into  the  Treasury  or 
Exchequer,  or  in  aid  of  the  public  revenue,  and 
do  not  form  the  ground  of  public  accounting 
by  the  parties  receiving  the  same,  either  in  re- 
spect 01  deficit  or  surplus,'* 

He  would  submit  that  this  imposition  of 
a  fee  was  not  of  such  a  character  as  to 
come  within  the  condition  of  that  Stand- 
ing Order,  because  it  was  not  imposed 
in  respect  of  *' benefit  taken  or  services 
rendered."  It  was  imposed  after  exa- 
mination, precedent  to  graduating  in  the 
Scotch  Universities.  The  object  of  this 
Bill  was,  not  to  enable  people  to  gra- 
duate, but  to  make  provision  for  the 
registration  of  voters.  The  last  condition 
was  this — *' When  such  Bill  shall  be  a 
private  Bill  for  a  local  or  personal  Act." 
He  would  submit  that  this  was  not  a 
mere  local  or  personal  Act ;  therefore,  it 
did  not  come  within  the  third  condition 
of  the  Order.  Therefore,  having  regard 
to  the  invariable  practice  of  the  House, 
there  was  only  one  course  open  to  the 
House — namely,  to  decline  to  proceed 
with  the  consideration  of  the  Bill.  He 
submitted  this  matter  to  Mr.  Speaker, 
first  of  all,  as  a  point  of  Order. 

The  deputy  SPEAKER  (Mr.  Lyon 
Playfaib)  :  This  is  not  a  tax  at  all.  The 
Universities  have  to  appoint  registrars 
and  clerks  to  keep  the  registration 
books ;  and,  having  no  fund  out  of 
which  the  expenses  can  be  defrayed, 
they  charge  a  small  fee  for  the  services 
they  render  in  making  the  graduate  a 
member  of  the  General  Council  for  life. 
In  some  of  the  Universities  the  fee  just 
about  pays  the  cost  of  the  service  the 
Uniyeraity  renders.  In  one  of  the  Uni- 
versities it  yields  rather  a  small  profit ; 
but,  as  a  rule,  it  just  represents  the 

Mr.  Arthur  0*  Connor 


amount  expended  by  the  UniversitieB  on 
the  registration  book.  It  is  no  tax,  but 
a  payment  for  a  service  rendered  by  th» 
University  to  the  men  it  enrolls. 

Mk.  HEALY  said,  on  the  point  of 
Order,  he  wished  to  remark  that  so  re- 
cently as  Monday  last,  in  the  Coroners 
(Ireland)  Bill,  the  House  of  Lords 
having  inserted  a  provision  to  the  effect 
that  the  Grand  Juries  might,  at  the 
end  of  five  years,  if  they  thought  fit, 
revise  the  salaries  of  the  Coroners, 
which  salaries  were  a  charge  upon  the 
county  rates,  this  House  disagreed  with 
the  Lords'  Amendments,  and  refused 
to  allow  it  to  be  considered.  In  this 
case  there  was  no  tax  imposed  on  the 
public  whatever. 

The  DEPUTY  SPEAKEE  (Mr.  Lyow 
Playfaib)  :  It  was  a  charge  on  the 
county  rates. 

Mb.  HEALY:  It  was  not  a  charge 
on  the  county  rates.  The  Amendment 
was  simply  to  give  power  to  the  Grand 
Juries  every  five  years  to  reconsider 
the  question  of  Coroners'  salaries. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  that 
not  only  was  there  a  charge  made  on 
the  graduates  for  the  purpose  of  defray- 
ing the  expense  of  having  them  enrolled 
for  voting  purposes,  but  it  imposed  a 
fee  on  him  in  his  character  of  graduate 
for  a  degree  in  the  University.  The 
words  are — 

"  No  person  shall  be  allowed,  after  czamina'- 
tion,  to  graduate  at  any  of  the  UniversitiQfl  of 
Scotland  until  he  shall  have  paid,  as  a  reg:i8tni« 
tion  fee,  a  sum  not  cxceodinp^  twenty  shillingi 
to  the  general  Univerflity  fund  of  the  University 
at  which  he  wishes  to  graduate.'* 

He  contended  that  this,  coming  from  the 
House  of  Lords,  was  against  the  Privi- 
leges of  the  House  of  Commons. 

The  deputy  SPEAKER  (Mr.  Lyoh 
Playfaib)  :  It  appears  to  me  that  this 
case  is  governed  by  the  second  para- 
graph of  the  Order  of  29th  July,  1849, 
which  states  that — 

"  Where  such  fees  are  imposed  in  respect  of 
benefit  taken,  or  service  rendered,  under  the 
Act,  and  in  order  to  the  execution  of  the  Ad, 
and  are  not  made  payable  into  the  Treaaoiv  or 
Exchequer,  or  in  aid  of  the  public  rovenus, 
and  do  not  form  the  ground  of  public  account* 
ing  by  the  parties  receiving  the  same,  either  in 
respect  of  deficit  or  surplus." 

It  appears  to  me  that  the  fees  contem* 
plated  are  to  be  charged  for  the  purpoM 
of  effecting  this  registration;  and  I  do 
not,  therefore,  see  sofficient  ground  for 
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te  BiU  being  laid  Mide  in  oonsequence 
rf  iirihrmftlity.  That  is  my  own  view  of 
fliA  rabjeot.^ 

Mn.  ABTHUB  0'CX)NNOB  said,  his 
Ajmtiofa  was  that  the  danBe  said  that  a 
■an  dumld  not  be  allowed  to  graduate 
without  Mying  the  fee,  not  that  it  said 
be  dboola  not  be  eligible  to  Tote.  The 
objeet  of  the  Bill  was  to  establish  a 
■oper  registration  of  Toters,  and  yet  it 
dfldared  that  a  man  should  not  be 
iBowed  to  graduate  without  paying  a 
astain  sam  of  mmey, 

Mn.  R  N.  FOWLEB  said,  that  the 
fss  was  paid  by  the  intending  graduate 
tt  the  London  University  before  any 
•lamination  took  plaoe  at  all. 

Mn.  HEALY  said,  that  was  not  the 
ysmt  The  point  was  whether  the  House 
of  Lords  had  a  right  to  impose  a  fee 
lyoB  the  public  before  allowing  them  to 
Htar  the  TJ nrrersities. 

Mb.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  said,  that 

the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  effect  an 

is^rotement  in  the  manner  of  conduct- 

BwliaimmtaTy  Elections  in    the    Uni- 

msitiesy  simplifyinff  the  existing  ar- 

nagements  and  assimilating  them;  so 

far  as  nracticable,  to  those  already  in 

MS  in  eleotions  for  the  TTniversity  offices 

sf  Ohanoellor    and  General  Oouncil's 

in  the  nniversity  Oourt.    This 

was  rsfeiTed  to  by  the  Scottish 

UaifOffsilies   Commissioners,    who    re- 

foitodinlSTS.    A  Bill  dealing  with  the 

ssUeot  was  introdnced  into  this  House 

SM  passed  in  the  early  part  of  the  pre- 

snft  Session;    but    in  the    House    of 

XsvdSp  owing  to  an  accident,  it  became  a 

fcpped  Order.    A  noble  Lord  who  had 

Issn  A  Member  of  the  Oommission  had 

aeaoidingly  introduced  another  Bill — 

Am  one  now  before  the  House — which 

sanallj  oanied  out  therecommendationB 

SB  As  Oommission  as  well  as  other  minor 

which  had  commended  them- 

to  the  TTniyersities.    It  proposed 

wftat  was  believed  would  be  a  ^at  im- 

lent  in  the  matter  of  registration. 

were  erils  found  attending  the 

system  of  reg^istration,  and  it 

to  «aFe  those  that  the  provision  to 

tho  hon.    Member  ror  Queen's 

flhwH^  olgeeted  had  been  inserted  in 

Motion  dyrMf  <0. 

BQl  lead  a  seoond  time,  and  committed 


EXEMPTION  FROM  DISTRESS  BILL. 

{Sir  Henry  UoUandy  Mr.  Rodi04ll,  Mr.  Joseph 

Pease,  Mr.  Cropper.) 

[bill  116.]    C0N8IDKBATI0N. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Sir  HENEY  HOLLAND,  in  moving 
that  the  Order  for  the  consideration  of 
this  Bill  bo  discharged,  said,  he  re- 
gretted that  a  measure  intended  to  bene- 
fit the  agricultural  interest,  and  to 
exempt  the  property  of  third  persons 
from  liability  to  distress,  should  have 
been  blocked  by  hon.  Members  who  pro- 
fessed to  represent  the  Farmers'  Al- 
liance. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Order  for  the  Consideration  of  this 
BUI  be  discharged,"--(iSftr  JTenry  Bol- 
landf) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Order  discharged ;  Bill  withdrawn. 

Ilouflc  adjourned  at  half  after 

Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Friday,  bth  August^  1881. 


MIXUTES.J— Public  Bills— ^^rowrf  Beading— 
Koval  UnivorBity  of  Ireland  (194). 

Committee— IjBinA  Law  (Ireland)  (187-204). 

jB<7>or^— Removal  Terms  (Scotland]*  (184-205). 

Third  Eeading — rresumption  of  Liio  (Scotland)* 
(197),  Bud  passed. 


ROYAL  UNIVERSITY  OF  IRELAND 
BILL.— (No.  194.) 

(The    Lord   Pnvy  Seal.) 
SECOND   BEADINa. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  ho  now  road  the  socond 
time,  said,  its  only  object  was  to  provide, 
by  a  charge  on  the  Irish  Church  Fund, 
the  necessary  means  to  enable  the  Royal 
University  of  Ireland  to  commence  ope- 
rations. That  University  was  created 
by  Act  of  Parliament  two  years  ago, 
under  the  auspices  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment ;  and  as  the  present  Bill  contained 
nothing  beyond  the  provision  to  which 
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he  referred,  he  won  mre  their  Lordehipa 
woald  not  object  to  it. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2V" 
— (7X*  Lord  Privy  Stat.) 


IvOBD  BALFOUE  OF  BURLEIGH 
said,  that,  having  no  objection  to  the 
proposal  contained  in  the  Bill,  he  did 
not  rise  to  oppose  the  second  reading, 
but  merel^r  to  remind  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment,  when  they  were  making  this 
large  provision  of  £20,000  a-year  for  the 
Boyal  TJmrerfiity  of  Ireland,  that  there 
were  some  very  poor  Universities  in 
Scotland  ;  and,  should  money  be  asked 
for  them  in  case  of  their  requiring  as- 
sistance, it  was  to  be  hoped  that  Her 
Meyesty's  Government  would  show  to- 
wards them  tho  same  corresponding 
liberahty  they  were  now  exhibiting. 

Motion  agreed  to  ,■  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL.-<N'o.  187.) 

{T/H  Lord  Privy  Stal) 

OOMMITTBK.      [bSOOND  NIGHT.] 

House  again  in  Committee  (according 
t«  order). 

Part  U. 
Intervemtion  of  Coukt. 

Clause  7  (Determination  by  court  of 
rent  of  present  tenancies). 

The  MiBainiBS  of  SALISBURY  said, 
that  if  the  noble  Viscount  (Viscount 
Monch),  whose  Amendment  stood  first, 
and  who  was  not  now  present,  had  de- 
serted his  own  ofispring,  he  (the  Mar- 
quees of  Salisbury)  was  prepared  in  a 
charitable  spirit  to  take  ttin.  He  would 
be  happy  to  move  the  Amendments  of 
which  the  noble  Viscount  had  given 
Notice,  whichappeared  exceedingly  valu- 
able. He  had  himself  on  the  Paper 
Amendment«  directed  to  the  same  object; 
but  they  were  not  so  satisfactory  as  those 
of  the  noble  Viscount.  He  begged  to 
move  the  first  —  namely,  in  page  9, 
line  89,  after  ("  term,")  to  insert  ("  and 
on  any  such  application.") 

Amendment  agreed  to;  words  ituerted 
accordingly. 

Thk  Eakl  of  PEMBHOKE  moved,  as 
an  Amendment,  to  leave  out,  in  Hne  40, 
the  words  ("  made  payable,")  and  to  in- 
sert the  word  ("increased.")    The  ob- 
iord  Carlittgford 
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jeot  of  the  Amendment  was  to  preveiif 

the  rent  being  increased  on  aooount  o^ 

'nprovements  made  by  the  tenant.     "^ 


was  supposed  that,  by  the  words  of  the 
Bill,  the  tenant  might  be  misled  as  to  hii 
rights,  and  might  claim  a  deduction  of 
rent  on  the  ground  that  the  farm  would 
be  deteriorated,  if  it  were  not  for  ttw 
improvements  he  had  made.  The  words 
he  proposed  had  been  suggested  by  Mr. 
Healy. 

Lord  OAEUNGFOED  said,  itwonld 
be  safer  to  keep  the  words  as  they  stood. 
They  must  contemplate  extreme  onaee, 
which  Uie  Amendment  would  haidlj 
meet. 

Tbx  MABQUzas  OF  SALISBURY  said, 
he  understood  the  object  of  the  noUe 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Pembroke)  was  to  meet 
the  views  of  the  people  of  Ireland  and 
their  most  popular  leaders.  ThisAmemd- 
ment  would  restore  Mr.  Healy's  wqtAm, 
which  had  been  abandoned  by  the  Go- 
vernment. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  lie 
did  not  oonsider  that  the  alteration  was 
necessary. 

After  a  few  words  from  the  Ead  of 
Ajhltk, 

On  question  7  retohed  in  the  lugatift. 

The  Mabqttess  of  SALISBUBT 
moved  the  following  Amendments,  stand* 
ing  in  the  name  of  Viscount  Mohgk  :— 
In  line  40,  leave  out  ("  8,")  and  aleo 
( "  in  any  proceedings  under  this  Act ; ") 
and  in  hne  42  after  ("title")  inaeit 
("during  such  statutory  term.")  The 
effect  of  these  changes  would  be  to  amal- 
gamate Bub-seotionB  7  and  8,  and  make 
Uiom  read  as  follows  : — 

("Durins  the  cozrency  of  a  Btatntory  tcok 
an  ftpplicaticm  to  the  court  to  determino  a  jadk 
cial  rent  Bhalljnot  be  made  eicept  during  tt| 
laat  twelve  monthB  of  the  current  itatl ' 
term,  and  on  an;  sach  upplication  no 
ghall  be  made  pavable  in  reapect  of  ' 
menta  made  bj  Uie  tenant  or  hU  pn 
in  title  during  auch  statnto>7  term.   ) 

Amendments  ugreed  to. 

Tee  M&bquebs  of  SALISBURY  sei:^ 
he  had  to  ask  their  Lordships'  attentka 
to  a  sub-seotion  which  he  proposed  to 
add  after  sub-section  8,  ana  whit^  he 
thought  it  was  impossible  to  exaggemle 
the  importance  of  with  respect  to  tht' 
Bill.  The  sub-section  which  he  propotei 
to  add  was— 

("  The  rent  of  a  holding  diall  not  he 
in  anj  proceedings  nndw  tli^  Act 
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flfufinflnejor  moufly't  wotili  paid  or  giTen 
\j  tibt  tenant  or  hia  predeeeaaora  in  titb  on 
coming  into  the  holding.") 

Hie  great  oontroreny  which  had  axisen, 
and  which  had  been  bo  keenly  disputed 
it  an  the  diBoasBiona  that  had  taken 
place  in  regard  to  the  Bill,  had  been  with 
ngazd  to  the  originy  nature,  and  eoo- 
Bomicalbearinffof  that  indefinite  ''some- 
thing "  which  Siey  had  given  to  the  ten- 
mt  to  sally  and  which  the  tenant  had 
Barer  poaeessed  before.  It  had  been 
ittonpted  to  be  shown  that  the  sale  of 
fte  goodwill  was  the  sale  of  something 
vhioh  had  grown  up  by  reason  of  the 
oeeapancjy  and  that  to  sell  it  was  to  sell 
mnething  which  did  not  belong  to  the 
ksdlord,  and  that  it  could  not  weot  the 
nat.  In  saying  this,  he  was  not  speak- 
iig  of  the  tenant's  improvements,  for 
Wfj  were  all  agreed  that  the  tenant's 
lamrorements  should  be  protected.  He 
heueredy  indeed,  that  the  tenant's  im- 
vrorements  were  protected  by  the  existing 
liw ;  buty  if  they  were  not,  at  all  events 
fhey  would  be  amj^^  protected  under 
flie  provisions  of  the  Bill ;  but  there  was 
the  indefinite  something  beyond  the  im- 
provements— ^namely,  tne  tenant's  good- 
vili  —  and  they  would  naturally  be 
aaxuraa  to  know  where  the  goodwill  came 
ftom,  and  from  what  source  it  might 
■ffise,  seeing  that  it  was  to  form  part  of 
Ac  tenaars  saleable  property.  The 
anal  impression  had  been  mat  two  and 
tvo  make  four,  and  that  if  there  was 
ajthing  to  the  tenant  over  and  above 
Ae  profit  <rf  his  labour  and  capital  that 
■attar  was  necessarily  to  be  taken  out 
cf  the  landlord's  right  to  the  rent.  But 
_  all  the  ambiguous  expressions 
had  been  used  by  the  Government, 
thing  was  perfeotty  dear,  that  they 
bean  advised  by  the  Government 
that  something  did  not  come  out  of 
landlord's  fieur  rent.  Where  it  came 
lie  had  not  exactly  been  able  to 
It  seemed  to  justify  the  theory 
flf  the  spontaneous  generation  of  wealth. 


J  derived  from  no  souiee ;  it  ffrew 
no  soil ;  but  it  descended  suddenly 
haaTon  npon  the  tenant,  and  when 
_id  received  it,  of  course  it  was  right 
he  should  be  allowed  to  sell  it.  But 
colj  thing  that  concerned  them  was 
Ihid  it  Old  not  come  out  of  the  landlord's 
awti  Where  it  came  from  would  be  an 
JMseeting  topic  for  discussion  among 
Jks  politico-eoonomic  writers  of  the  fu- 
Tba^  mmtter  was  one  of  purely 


scientific  interest;  and  if  he  was  satisfied 
that  it  did  not  come  out  of  the  land- 
lord's rent  he  would  leave  it  with  much 
pleasure  to  the  scientific  inquirers  of  the 
luture  to  determine  what  its  exact  origin 
might  be.  He  should  like  to  quote  from 
the  debate  on  the  Bill — and  he  believed 
he  was  in  Order  in  doing  so— the  words 
which  the  Government  themselves  had 
used  with  respect  to  this  interesting  sub- 
ject. Two  quotations  would  suffice  for 
the  purpose  of  showing  that  that  was 
the  view  taken  by  the  authors  of  the 
Bill.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  last  Tuesday,  said — 

"  I  deny  that  under  the  provisions  of  this  Bill 
there  is  any  ground  whatever  for  saying  that 
the  tenant  is  enabled  to  sell,  either  in  Ulster  or 
in  places  whore  no  Ulster  tenant  custom  pre- 
vails, what  is  the  landlord's,  or  is  taken  from  the 
landlord.  I  deny  that  it  will  diminish  in  any 
degree  whatever  the  rights  of  the  landlord." 

And  the  noble  Lord  the  Lord  Privy 
Seal,  speaking  on  the  preceding  evening, 
said — 

''Is  it  true  that  the  occupation  element,  the 
goodwill  element,  must  be  taken  out  of  the 
landlord's  fair  rent  P  I  utterly  deny  it.  We  do 
not  admit  it  for  a  moment.  Wc  believe  that 
the  goodwill  element  of  tenant  right  grows  up 
inevitably  side  by  side  in  conjunction  with,  and 
outside  of,  the  landlord's  rent ;  that  it  is  not 
carved  out  of  the  landlord's  rent ;  and  that  it 
does  not  cut  down  the  landlord's  rent." 

Those  were  brave  words,  and  he  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  desired  to  make 
them  realities.  It  was  always  interest- 
ing to  have  assurances  from  the  Govern- 
ment ;  but  they  had  not  the  force  of  an 
Act  of  Parliament,  and  he  desired,  by 
his  Amendment,  to  make  the  intentions 
of  the  Government  a  reality,  and  to  in- 
troduce words  into  the  Bill  which  would 
make  it  more  clear,  and  prevent  the  honest 
and  beneficent  intentions  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  from  being,  by  any 
accident  or  inadvertency,  evaded  by  any 
proceedings  which  arose  under  the  Bill. 
The  danger  was  not  an  imaginary  one. 
There  were  two  schools  of  thought  on 
this  subject.  There  were  those  who 
maintained  that  this  purchase  money 
was  not  to  come  out  of  the  landlord's 
pocket;  and  there  were  other  people 
who  maintained  that  the  land  belonged 
not  to  one  proprietor,  but  two  pro- 
prietors, and  whatever  portion  was 
fixed,  the  tenant  had  a  right  to  some- 
thing which  was  taken  from  the  land- 
lord's share.  He  would  not  stop  to  dis- 
cuss to  which  of  the  two  schools  the  new 
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Oommissioners  belonged — the  sound  or- 
thodox school  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, or  the  other  school  which  gave  so 
ranch  trouble  in  Ireland — but  he  would 
say  that,  while  he  fully  admitted  that 
the  Commissioners  were  the  most  con- 
scientious and  honest  people  in  the  world, 
that  was  not  the  point  of  importance.  If 
the  Commissioners  were  honest  and  con- 
scientious, they  would  act  according  to 
their  view  of  what  was  just,  and  accord- 
ing to  their  particular  theory  of  what 
goodwill  was.  He  wished  to  make  it 
perfectly  clear,  by  words  inserted  in  the 
Bill,  that  they  should  be  worthy  mem- 
bers of  the  school  to  which  he  was  happy 
to  recognize  Her  Majesty's  Government 
belonged.  It  was  not  only  a  question  of 
the  existing  Commissioners,  be  they  ever 
so  sound  or  orthodox.  They  were,  un- 
happily, mortal,  and  if  any  of  them  dis- 
appeared during  the  existence  of  the 
Act,  and  that  was  inevitable.  Parliament 
would  have  no  share  in  determining  who 
should  succeed  them,  and,  therefore,  no 
share  in  determining  the  precise  school 
of  thought  bv  which  the  difficult  line 
between  goodwill  and  fair  rent  should 
be  drawn.  Who  the  Government  might 
be  at  that  time,  to  what  school  they 
might  belong,  what  political  exigencies 
they  might  recognize,  how  far  they 
might  think  it  right  to  subordinate 
to  the  political  pressure  of  the  moment 
the  convictions  which  they  themselves 
had,  at  other  times,  loudly  pronounced, 
how  far  they  might  think  it  right  to 
adopt  the  unscientific,  incorrect,  and  un- 
just doctrines  of  the  school  which  was 
imfortunately  dominant  in  many  parts 
of  Ireland  at  that  moment,  it  was  impos- 
sible for  him  to  prophesy.  They  only 
knew  it  might  be  in  tneir  power  to  in- 
troduce into  the  administration  of  that 
Commission  the  unjust  and  unscientific 
doctrines  which  the  present  Government 
repudiated  and  denounced ;  and  he 
thought  their  Lordships  would  only  bo 
taking  a  wise  and  just  precaution  if  they 
took  care  that  the  price  of  goodwill  was 
not  in  any  degree  taken  from,  or  did  not 
cut  down,  the  landlord's  rent.  He  be- 
lieved the  Amendment  to  be  of  the  first 
importance  as  deciding  whether,  in  a 
pecuniary  sense,  the  Bill  should  or  should 
not  be  a  measure  of  gross  confiscation ; 
and  he  would  only  say  for  himself  that 
it  was  only  on  the  understanding  that 
some  such  Amendment  might  be  made 
with  their  Lordships'  approbation  that 

27^  JMatfuesi  of  SaUihury 


he  consented  to  the  second  reading  of 

the  Bill. 

Moved,  in  page  9,  line  42,  after  T"  title**),  to 
insert  (*'  the  rent  of  a  holding  Bhall  not  be  re- 
duced in  any  proceedings  under  this  Act  on 
account  of  any  money  or  money's  worth  paid 
or  given  by  the  tenant  or  his  prodecessoTS  in 
title  on  coming  into  the  holding.*') — ( 7*he  JTcr- 
qt4e$$  of  Saliabury.) 

Lord  WAVENEY  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment, on  the  ground  that  it  was  insi- 
dious, and  that  its  efiPect  would  be  to 
diminish  the  Ulster  Custom  to  a  vexy 
g^eat  extent.  The  great  difficulty  now 
experienced  in  Ireland  was  for  a  tenant 
once  out  of  his  holding  to  get  another. 
There  was  no  room  for  him,  and  he 
would  refer  their  Lordships  to  an  in- 
stance in  which  a  tenant  who  had  emi- 
grated, not  doing  well,  came  back  again, 
but  being  utterly  unable  to  get  a  hold- 
ing, he  became  desperate,  procured  a 
eun,  and  shot  his  landlord.  He  thought 
it  very  natural  that  doubts  should  arise 
as  to  the  origin  of  the  third  element  in 
the  value  of  the  Ulster  Custom ;  but,  on 
the  whole,  he  was  satisfied  with  the  in- 
tentions and  explanation  of  the  Govern- 
ment.   

VisoouifT  POWERSCOURT,  said. 
that  there  seemed  to  be  a  great  misoon- 
ception  of  tenant  right  on  the  part  of 
the  noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury).  The  tenant  right 
had  never,  in  Ulster,  been  supposed  to 
come  out  of  the  landlord's  rent,  but  was 
subject  to  it,  being  the  difference  be- 
tween the  rent  and  the  full  annual  yalae 
of  the  holding ;  because  a  landlord  in 
Ulster  recognized  that  the  buildings^ 
which  had,  in  most  cases,  been  erected 
by  the  tenant,  and  reclamation  of  land 
by  the  tenant,  were  his  property,  and  no 
rent  was  charged  upon  the  tenant's  im- 
provements. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  if  fhe 
noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  wished  to  learn  from  whst 
quarter  the  goodwill  element  of  an  Irish 
tenant  right  claim  was  derived,  he  could 
only  refer  him  to  the  Province  of  Ulster, 
where  it  had  existed  and  been  tested  fdf 
many  generations,  and  where  be  (Loid 
Carlingford)  thought  it  was  pretty  cleat 
that  the  element  was  not  carved  out  tt 
the  landlord's  fair  rent.  But  the  qnes^ 
lion  now  before  their  Lordships  iras 
that  of  the  noble  Marquess's  woras.  Bh 
did  not  believe  that  there  was  any  que^ 
tion  of  principle  at  issue  between  flia 
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Bohb  ICatqnaH  and  fhe  Goreimment 
■poa  those  woidB ;  still  it  did  not  follow 
ftit  it  would  be  expedient  to  aocept 
fliflBL  The  worda  which  the  noble  Mar- 
fuai  proposed  to  add  were  totaliy  un- 
■Miesmij  foft  the  object  he  himself  had  in 
fiew.  TheGoremment  believed  that  they 
Toold  add  nothing  to  the  security  which 
iQ  parties  would  possess  at  the  hands  of 
fte  Oourt  in  fixing  the  fJEur  rent ;  and 
Asj  preferred,  with  respect  both  to  this 
Amendment  and  that  of  which  the 
BoUe  Marqnees  had  ffiyen  Notice  to 
idhnr,  as  a  definition  of  fiEdr  rent,  to  ad- 
hHS  to  their  own  wording  of  the  clause. 
M  ha  did  not  put  the  matter  entirely 
« that  pound.  It  was  easy  to  perceive 
Aak  an  imperative  direction  of  this  kind 
mn  to  tae  Oourt  might  lead  further 
iiaa  was  antiidpated,  and  might  cover 
VMS  whibh  pzooabhr,  by  the  admission 
s(  all,  ooght  not  to  be  covered.  For  in- 
iteaosy  these  words  of  tiie  noble  Mar- 
fiesB  did  not  say  who  the  party  was  to 
lAom  the  "  money  or  money's  worth  " 
hsd  been  paid.  The  money  might  have 
baeapaid  to  the  landlord  hinuelf.  It 
was  eomoeivable  in  an  extreme  case- 
sal  thOT  were  IqrislatiTig  for  extreme 
SMSS — uiat  a  lanmord  mifht  have  taken 
a  fiae  from  a  tenant,  mi^t  have  fixed 
his  rent  accordingly,  and  subsequently, 
ftr  no  other  reason  than  his  own  will 
pleasure,  might  have  raised  that 
in  which  case  the  proceeding 
woald  evidently  -have  been  an  inequit- 
able one,  and  one  which  the  Oourt  ought 
to  be  debarred  from  considering. 
there  was  another  case,  perfectly 
ble,  also,  and  one  which  would 
y  come  within  the  words  as  they 
It  was  the  case  in  which  the 

mig^t,   upon  coming  into  his 

koUbig,  have  paid  a  sum  of  money,  per- 
tsps  a  IfligB  sum,  to  the  tenant  b^ore 
llBp  with  tiie  knowledge  and  privity  of 
Ai  landlord— -exaoUy  the  case  contem- 
gktedbjthe  7th  section  of  the  Land  Act 
pC  1870,  a  transaction  out  of  which  the 
had  jaobaUy  considerably  pro- 
Inmself  by  the  recovery  of  arrears  of 
Supposing,  subsequently,  the  land- 
;|is^  ftofnno  reasonable  cause,  had  raised 
tsaanfs  rent,  choosing  to  ignore 
paosaotionto  which  he  was  a  party, 
the  Oburt  in  such  a  case  to  be  de- 
ftmn  even  oonsidering  the  ques- 
1     a  snoh  extreme  oases  might 

Fy  jt  would  be  extremely  dangerous 

|MfbpC4li0  words  of  the  Amen£nent; 
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in  fkct,  they  believed  in  many  cases  they 
would  lead  to  inconvenient  and  im- 
proper results.  On  these  grounds  the 
Qovemment  would  adhere  to  their  own 
framing  of  the  sub-section. 

EiJiL  OAIENS  said,  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Oarlingford)  had,  after  much  con- 
sideration, presented  to  their  Lordships 
two  cases  wnich  he  thought  might  cause 
embarrassment  if  the  Amendment  were 
agreed  to.  One  was  the  case  where  the 
incoming  tenant  might  have  paid  a  con- 
siderable sum  of  money  to  the  out- 
Oi;  tenant,  with  the  knowledge  of  the 
ord,  and  where  the  landlo^  might 
have  had  his  arrears  of  rent  paid  out  of 
that  money.  That  was,  in  reality,  no- 
thing more  nor  less  than  the  active  prin- 
ciple of  the  Ulster  tenant  right.  In  999 
cases  out  of  every  1,000,  the  landlord 
not  only  knew  that  money  passed,  but 
knew  also  the  amount  of  it.  Not  only 
so;  but  on  many  of  the  large  estates 
not  only  was  the  landlord  aware  of  the 
money  passed,  but  there  was  a  fixed  sum 
beyond  which  the  ingoing  tenant  was 
not  allowed  to  go  in  giving  money  to 
the  outgoing  tenant.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Lord  Privy  Seal  declared  the  other 
night  that  the  custom  of  Ulster  was  such 
that  the  rent  was  perfectly  independent 
of  the  money  paid  for  tenant  right ;  but 
now  the  noble  Lord  said  that  if  the  sum 
paid  by  the  incoming  tenant  was  paid 
with  the  knowledge  of  the  landlord,  the 
Court  ought  to  take  that  into  considera- 
tion. In  other  words,  the  Court  was  to 
do  the  very  thing  which  the  noble  Lord 
said  the  other  night  it  ought  not  to  do. 
The  clause  might  be  modified  in  order 
to  meet  the  other  case  to  which  the  noble 
Jjord  referred.  There  need,  therefore, 
be  no  difficulty  in  accepting  the  Amend- 
ment from  any  of  the  cases  cited  by  the 
noble  Lord.  It  had  not  been  proposed 
withoutcarefulconsideration.  Itwasquite 
plain  that,  however  this  right  was  ac- 
quired, it  afiPected  a  large  sum  of  money; 
and  it  was  quite  right  that  the  landlord 
should  have  some  safeguard  that  if  a 
value  was  to  be  attached  to  goodwill  it 
should  not  diminish  the  rent. 

The  ^LiBQUEss  of  BATH  said,  if  the 
proposal  in  the  Bill  was  that  the  Com- 
missioners should  take  into  considera- 
tion any  sum  that  the  tenant  had  paid 
for  his  holding,  and  estimating  that 
as  against  the  landlord's  rent,  he  should 
go  with  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  in  opposition  to  a 

2  H  [iSmfMl  ^i9U.'\ 


981 


ZandZaw 


{LORDS) 


{Irtikmi)  Bill.  982 


clause  to  that  effect.  The  Amendment 
also  would  be  futile ;  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  get  behind  the  mind  of  the 
Commissioners  and  preyent  their  taking 
into  consideration  any  such  payment  if 
so  disposed ;  but  there  was  another 
point  in  regard  to  the  matter  he  would 
call  their  attention  to.  Let  him  ask, 
why  had  their  Lordships  accepted  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  ?  It  was  with 
the  idea — whether  it  was  to  be  realized 
or  not — that  the  measure  would  do  some- 
thing towards  the  pacification  of  Ire- 
land, and  because  they  wished  to  put  an 
end,  if  possible,  to  a  grievance,  partly 
real  and  partly  ilnaginary,  felt  by  the 
Irish  people  in  resped;  to  the  Land  Ques- 
tion. Now,  if  they  sent  the  Bill  to  Ire- 
land with  the  words  of  the  Amendment 
in  it,  so  far  from  the  measure  being  a 
measure  of  pacification,  it  would  tend  to 
make  disloyal  the  only  loyal  portion  of 
the  people  of  Ireland.  The  insertion 
into  the  Bill  of  the  sub-section  would 
wave  a  red  flag  in  the  face  of  every 
tenant  in  Ulster,  and  lead  him  to  believe 
that  he  was  deprived  of  his  tenant  right, 
for  he  would  look  upon  the  sub-section 
as  a  direct  attack  upon  the  tenant  right 
already  existing. 

The  Duke  of  ABEEOOEN  said, 
that,  having  had  an  experience  of  nearly 
half-a-century  of  tenant  right  in  Ire- 
land, he  could  not  understand  why  the 
Government,  in  view  of  the  understand- 
ing that  was  generally  attached  to  the 
custom,  could  refuse  to  accept  the 
Amendment.  He  contended  mat  if 
Ulster  tenant  right  was  correctly  de- 
scribed in  Mr.  Sharman  Crawford's  de- 
finition of  it,  there  could  be  no  objection 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess.   

Viscount  UFFORD  supported  the 
Amendment. 

The  Dxtke  of  ABGTLL  expressed  the 
opinion  that  the  loeic  which  had  been 
used  in  support  of  the  Amendment, 
while  it,  no  doubt,  would  enable  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) to  achieve  an  easy  victory  over 
Her  Majesty'sGovemment,  would  hardly 
suffice  to  induce  their  Lordships  to  agree 
to  this  proposal.  Indeed,  no  one  who 
had  regfffd  to  the  peace  of  Lreland  could 
wish  to  see  the  Amendment  adopted. 
The  Government  had  over  and  over 
a^;ain  declared,  and  no  one  more  so  than 
his  noble  Friend  the  Lord  Privy  Seal 
(Lord  Carlingford),    that  goodwill   in 
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Ulster  had  no  effect  whatever  on  rent. 
He  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  had  never  be- 
lieved it ;  for  it  was  capable  of  absolute 
proof  that  tenant  right  and  rent  were, 
to  a  certain  extent,  conflicting,  and  there 
must  be  a  balance  struck  between  them. 
He  could  not  understand  how  so  many 
of  his  noble  Friends  in  Ireland  sincerely 
believed  that  goodwill  had  no  effect 
upon  rent.  He  supposed  the  reason 
was  this — that  they  saw  a  good  deal  of 
land  in  Ulster  let  at  say  30«.  an  acre, 
bringing  what  they  thought  to  be  a  fair 
rent;  but  they  might  depend  upon  it 
that,  without  Uie  tenant  right,  the  land 
would  let  at  40«.  or  45«.,  or  some  higher 
figure.  As  a  general  rule,  it  was  an 
arithmetical  certainty,  therefore,  that 
tenant  right  contributed  to  the  reduc- 
tion of  rent.  There  was  no  doubt,  too, 
that  tenants  often  paid  a  pr$t%um  affee^ 
tionis  for  the  tenant  right.  While  he 
said  this,  however,  he  could  not  agree  to 
the  proposal  of  the  noble  Marquess.  It 
might  be  perfectly  true  that  the  Qt>V6m- 
ment  ought  to  accept  the  Amendment ; 
but  he  could  not  accept  it,  because  he 
believed  that  tenant  right  in  Ulster  was 
a  legal  custom  that  ought  to  be  sane* 
tioned,  and  because  he  believed  that 
this  custom  gave  the  tenant  a  share  in 
what  would  otherwise  be  rent.  Let 
them  see  what  the  declaration  of  the 
Amendment  was.  It  was  that  con- 
sideration as  to  goodwill  should  be  ab- 
solutely excluded  by  the  Court  in  the 
determination  of  rent. 

The  Mabqxtess  of  SALISBUBY  ? 
Only  excluded  in  the  reduction  of 
rent. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  pointed  out 
that,  notwithstanding  any  limitation 
such  as  was  pointed  to,  the  Amendment 
would  be  a  very  dangerous  one,  for  if 
the  words  of  Ihe  noble  Marquess  were 
accepted,  goodwill  would  not  be  allowed 
to  enter  into  the  minds  of  the  Oourt  in 
considering  what  was  a  fair  rent.  He 
admitted  that  the  principle  would  be 
fair  if  applied  to  other  parts  of  Ireland 
than  Ulster,  where  the  goodwill  had 
never  been  acquired  ;  but  it  was  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  that  ihat  right 
shoula  be  extended  to  all  tenants ;  and| 
after  their  Lordships  had  agreed  to  the 
second  reading,  they  could  not,  in  hia 
opinion,  draw  back  from  the  principle,  i 
At  all  events,  in  Ulster  it  would  be  con* 
fiscation  to  infringe  upon  the  right  now^ 
existing ;  and  he  therefore  thought  the' 
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Amendmont  ought  not  to  be  accepted  by 
the  HoQM. 

Thb  LOBD  OHANGELLOB  said,  he 
would  not  enter  into  a  diaoiusion  with 
the  noble  Doke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll^  on 
controveraial  questions  as  to  tenant  right 
and  rent;  but  quite  agreed  with  the 
naotioal  oonoluBion  to  which  his  noble 
Aiend  had  come,  and  was  glad  to  find 
Hiai  he  opposed  ihe  Amendment.    The 

Kat  objection  to  the  Amendment  was 
t,  in  the  form  in  which  it  was  pro- 
poaedy  it  dealt  partially,  and  not  com- 
pletelyy  with  ike  subject  which  it  touched, 
and  ao  tended  to  bnuff  them  back  into 
fte  ^uacpnire  of  iuBoluble  problems.  The 
iniegection  of  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Karqueas  of  Salisbuzy),  with  reference 
to  the  reduction  of  rents,  was,  in  his 
opimon,  a  remarkable  illustration  of  the 
imprudence  of  attempting  to  ffiye  any 
instruction  of  this  kind.  ThenooleMar- 

Sieaa  had  explained  that  he  did  not  say 
e  Oourt  waa  not  to  take  the  premium 
paid  lior  the  goodwill  of  the  farm  into 
aoeonnt;  but  only  that  it  was  not  to  be 
taken  into  account  on  the  reduction  of 
the  rent.  Under  that  arrangement,  how- 
•fw,  it  might  be  quite  open  to  the  land- 
ktd  to  go  to  the  Court,  and  say — ''  See 
bow  low  the  rent  is,  and  how  much  cause 
there  is  for  making  addition  to  it  when 
soflh  a  large  price  has  been  paid  for 
the  tenant  right,"  so  that  the  operation 
of  die  worcb,  as  proposed,  would  be 
most  unfiair.  All  attempts  at  definition, 
when  equitable  principles  ought  to  be 
Bggl&ed,  were  highly  objectionable.  It 
waa  enouffh  that  the  Oourt  should  con- 
■der  all  uie  droumstances  of  the  case, 
district,  and  holding.  The  tenant  might 
littfe  cause  of  complaint  as  well  as  the 
bafflord.  The  Amendment  was  a  most 
improvident  one,  and  there  could  be  no 
better  proof  how  little  its  consequences 
had  been  oonsidered  than  in  its  omission 
ta  provide  for  the  case  in  which  the  ten- 
ant might  have  paid  a  fine  or  premium 
■to  the  landlord  hunself  on  coming  into  the 
turn,  an  omission whichitwas nowhastily 
wopoaed  to  supply.  They  were  endeavour- 
ag  to  solve  a  difficulty  by  definitions 
^rawh  were  neither  complete,  exhaustive, 
nor  dear  in  their  practical  application. 
Ihia  would  be  a  dang^erous  and  unprofit- 
able oottiBe,  and  it  would  be  better  to 
leave  the  matter  to  the  equitable  judg- 
ment of  the  Oourt.  They  must  trust 
Ae  OommiaBionera  not  to  lay  down  prin- 
•^dsa  vhidi  woidd  eat  into  tenant  right 


on  the  one  hand,  or  into  the  landlord's 
interest  on  the  other. 

The  Duke  of  S0MEB8ET  said,  as 
regarded  the  Bill  generally,  he  wished 
to  make  this  observation — In  1870  Mr. 
Gladstone  had  told  them  that  he  inad- 
vertently gave  the  tenant  a  share  of  the 
landlord's  property;  and  now,  by  Ihis 
measure,  they  were  called  on  to  give 
another  share  of  the  landlord's  property 
to  the  tenant.  He  liked  the  frankness 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Lord  Privy  Seal, 
who  expressed  his  approval  of  **  fixity 
of  tenure,"  though  the  Bill,  it  was  said, 
only  meant  to  ^ve  ''security"  of  tenure. 
The  noble  Lord  could  just  as  well  have 
said  that  the  BiU  was  an  unjust  Bill.  He 
would  have  liked  to  see  the  same  candour 
on  the  part  of  the  Government;  he 
would  have  liked  to  have  heard  them  say 
— "  The  principle  of  our  Bill  is  unjust, 
no  doubt ;  but  we  are  obliged  to  bring  it 
in."  But  they  could  not  help  themselves. 
Like  the  apothecary  in   Momeo,  para- 

Shrasing  the  words,  the  Ministers  miffht 
edare  with  regard  to  the  Bill — **My 
necessity  and  not  my  wiU  consents."  At 
the  same  time,  as  the  measure  had  not 
been  thrown  out,  he  must  oppose  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Marquess,  as 
he  believed  the  effect  of  it  would  be  to 
disturb  Ulster,  as  well  as  dissatisfy  the 
rest  of  Lreland,  and  he  could  not  see  the 
necessity  for  doing  that. 

The  Eabl  of  DEBBY  said,  they  were 
placed  in  this  unpleasant  position  as  re- 
garded the  Amendment.  They  had  to 
make  up  their  minds  to  do  one  of  two 
thing^s— either  to  reject  that  which,  un- 
doubtedly, in  some  cases,  would  probably 
lead  to  the  commission  of  a  hardship 
and  injustice ;  or,  if  they  accepted  it, 
they  committed  themselves  to  a  state- 
ment which  seemed  to  his  mind,  with 
all  due  respect  to  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury),  to  be  an 
economical  absurdity.  Suppose  a  tenant 
had  two  farms  of  equal  natural  value,  and 
for  one  he  had  given  nothing  at  all,  and 
for  the  tenant  right  of  the  other  he  had 
gpiven  20  years'  purchase,  he  could  not 
accept  the  proposition  that  in  that  case 
the  rents  of  the  two  would  be  the  same. 
He  could  not  see  how  tenant  right  could 
exist  without  creating  a  corresponding 
diminution  of  rents.  The  proposition 
contained  in  the  Amendment  would 
create  a  widespread  feeling  of  discontent 
among  the  tenants ;  and  he,  therefore, 
could  not  support  it,  for  he  believed  that 
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if  it  were  carried,  it  would  be  thought  in 
XJleter  that  it  was  wished  to  diminish 
tenant  right.  Such  a  course  of  proceed- 
ing would  be  highly  impolitic. 

The  Eakl  of  DUNKAVEN  said,  if 
their  Lordships  accepted  the  Amend- 
ment, they  would  be  doing  a  manifest 
injustice ;  for  if  any  deterioration  of 
the  property  occurred  the  whole  de- 
terioration must  fall  upon  the  tenant 
right  before  the  tenant  or  the  land- 
lord was  affected  at  all.  Nothing,  he 
thought,  could  be  more  unjust  than 
that,  because  the  tenant  might  have 
given  a  large  sum  for  the  tenant  right, 
and  it  might  have  been  quite  worth  it ; 
and  yet,  if  the  land  depredated  in  value, 
Uie  whole  depreciation  would  fall  upon 
him,  and  the  rent  would  not  be  affected 
until  *the  tenant  had  lost  his  whole  in- 
terest. That  could  scarcely  be  intended ; 
and  he  therefore  hoped  the  Amendment 
would  not  be  accepted  by  their  Lord- 
shins 

VMOouirr  POWERSCOUET  said,  he 
would  appeal  to  the  noble  Marquess  to 
withdraw  tiie  Amendment,  whicn  went 
to  the  root  of  the  Ulster  tenant  right,  a 
custom  their  Lordships  had  so  much  dif- 
ficulty in  understanding.  If  it  were  ac- 
cepted, it  would  be  ruinous  to  the  cus- 
tom. Such  a  proposal,  if  engrafted  on 
the  Bill,  would  be  conside^d  as  an 
attack  on  Ulster  tenant  right,  and,  con- 
sequently, must  give  rise  to  increased 
agitation,  at  all  events  in  the  North  of 
Ireland. 

The  Makquess  of  WATERFORD 
said,  that  nearly  every  speech  had  been 
logically  in  favour  of  the  Amendment. 
It  was  admitted  that  if  the  tenant  right 
was  to  be  taken  into  consideration,  it 
would  reduce  the  rent  to  a  minus  quan- 
tity. It  had  been  stated  that  land  in 
Ulster  must  be  let  below  the  value,  be- 
cause there  was  no  tenant  right.  Well, 
he  had  some  property  in  the  North  of 
Ulster  under  the  most  unlimited  form 
of  Ulster  tenant  right,  and  other  pro- 
perty in  the  South  free  from  it,  and  the 
rents  upon  both  were  almost  identical ; 
but,  curiously  enough,  in  the  South  the 
rents  were  never  changed,  while  in  the 
North  they  were  revised  every  20  years. 
It  was  almost  impossible  for  even  an 
Ulster  inan  to  understand  tenant  right. 
Tenant  right  was  never  taken  into  con- 
sideration in  fixing  the  rent.  He  thought 
that  this  was  the  most  important  Amend- 
ment that  had  yet  been  moved,  and  he 


hoped  that  their  Lordships  would  adopt 
it,  if  his  noble  Friend  should,  as  he  (the 
Marquess  of  Waterford) hoped  he  would, 
press  it  to  a  division. 

The  Earl  of  Leitbdc  and  Viscount 
MoiroK  rose  together  and  bemn  simul- 
taneously to  address  the  Committee. 
Neither  noble  Lord  giving  way,  and 
there  being  calls  for  the  former. 

Lord  ORANMORE  and  BROWNE 
thought  that,  as  many  noble  Lords  on 
the  Government  side  of  the  House  had 
addressed  the  Oommittee,  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Leitrim)  ought  to  be  heard. 

Viscount  MoNOK  then  resumed  his 
seat. 

The  Eabl  of  LEITRIM  said,  that  he 
only  wished  to  remark  that  the  Amend- 
ment was  of  the  greatest  importance, 
especially  with  reference  to  Ulster.  Per- 
haps it  would  be  a  surprise  to  noble 
Lords  on  the  Ministerial  side  that  he 
intended  to  vote  with  them.  He  felt 
inclined  to  trust  the  Court  in  this  matter, 
because  he  wished  to  leave  no  opening 
by  which  tenants  could  complain  that 
their  interest  was  left  unconsidered.  He 
was  agreat  believerinthe  Ulster  Oustom; 
it  had  worked  with  the  g^atest  advaa- 
tage,  and  under  the  Bill,  while  not  ap- 
proving of  the  extent  to  which  it  went, 
he  felt  certain  that,  by  the  extension  of 
the  custom  of  free  sale  to  all  Ireland,  the 
landlords  of  estates  in  those  parts  which 
were  overcrowded  would  derive  the 
greatest  possible  benefit. 

Viscount  MONCK  observed,  that  ten- 
ant right  in  Ulster  arose  from  the  for- 
bearance of  the  Icmdlords  in  not  ezaotiDg 
the  highest  possible  rent ;  and  he  hopeS 
that  they  would  not  get  into  any  com- 
plication through  discussing  the  tiieoiy 
of  rent.  That  forbearance  on  the  part 
of  landlords  was  not  confined  to  Ulster ; 
and  what,  through  consideration,  land- 
lords had  done  for  Irish  tenants  the  BiH 
would  make  certain  and  permanent.  Al- 
though the  Bill  would  take  certain  powers 
away  from  the  landlord,  hitherto  enjoyed 
by  him,  it  practically  would  not  take 
anything  that  was  of  real  importanoe. 
He  opposed  the  Amendment.  He  quite 
agreed  with  the  remarks  that  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Areyll),  and  believed  that  amongst  the 
rights  that  the  Bill  would  take  from  the 
landlord  was  that  of  exacting  fiom  a 
tenant  the  highest  oonuueraial  rent, 
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LoiB  INGHIQTTIN  Bupported  the 
Amaadment,  ooiitandm^  that  if  it  were 
not  inserted  in  the  Bill  landlords  in  Ire- 
liiid  would  be  treated  very  nnjnstly.  He 
would  draw  the  attention  of  meir  Lord- 
ships to  a  case  of  a  tenant  who  took  a 
graiing  &rm  and  said  he  had  paid  no- 
uin^  ror  the  goodwill.  In  a  year  he 
Mphed  for  a  reduction  of  rent,  and 
ioflii,  after  considerable  pressure,  he 
iMd  admitted  that  he  had  paid  a  con- 
siderable sum  for  it.  If  rent  was  to  be 
ndnoed  by  the  interest  of  the  sum  so 
paid  for  tenant  right,  landlords  would 
jufier  the  greatest  injustice. 

Thb  ICabqubss  ofSALISBUBY  said, 
there  seemed  to  be  an  impression  among 
their  Lordships  that  the  Amendment 
wonld  attack  the  existing  tenants  of 
Ulster,  and  operate  to  the  derogation  of 
tsnant  nsht.  rTothine  could  be  more  un- 
true. Tnere  was  no&ng  in  the  Amend- 
ment which  would  affect  any  existing 
lights  or  past  transactions  of  the  tenant. 
The  whole  object  and  effect  of  theAmend- 
ment  would  be  to  prevent  fixture  rises  in 
thej^iice  of  tenant  right  from  gradually 
estmgaway  tiie  rent  of  the  landlord  by  the 
Onmmismoners  having  anjr  doubt  as  to 
Aeir  duties,  or  taking  an  miproper  yiew 
of  them.  The  interests  which  were  at 
itske  were  yeiy  large.  If  it  was  allowed 
fliat  a  general  rise  of  the  tenant  right, 
linig  continually  in  proportion  as  the 
rent  was  lowered,  was  to  have  the  power 
of  eating  awa^  the  rent,  it  was  difficult 
to  asBgn  a  limit  to  a  process  by  which 
the  rent  would  entirely  disappear.  The 
tenant  right  of  the  past  would  not  be 
kfllwted,  uie  actual  rights  and  the  pre- 
sent "pxvrilefeB  enjoyed  by  the  Ulster 
tenants  woim  in  no  degree  be  affected ; 
hot  the  rights  and  rents  of  the  landlord 
would  be  sayed  from  the  future  deteriora- 
tion which  would  ensue  if,  unfortunately, 
the  Commissioners  should  think  that  the 
prices  given  for  the  tenant  right  in  the 
fiitaxe  were  to  be  considered  as  a  solid 
leasop  tor  reducing  the  rent. 

Ths  Eabl  of  ANNESLEY  wished  to 
ssk  the  noble  Lord  the  Lord  Privy  Seal 
to  ftdl  him  what  he  thought  the  Court 
voidd  be  likely  to  do  in  the  following 
SBse :-— Suppose  a  tenant  in  Ulster  had 
fma  ao  years'  purbhase  for  an  acre  of 
End,  and  that  the  land  to  the  land- 
loti  vaa  anij  wortb  20  years'  purchase, 
how  did  tlie  noble  Lord  think  the  Court 
VDuId  aot  if  the  tenant  applied  to  them 
foflig  jndioial  rent? 


VisoouHT  TEMPLETOWN  sup- 
ported  the  Amendment. 

Lord  CAELINGFORD,  in  reply,  said, 
as  far  as  he  understood  the  noble  Earl's 
(the  Earl  of  Annealey's)  question,  it 
stated  a  miraculous  case.  Supposine, 
howeyer,  that  such  a  miracle  occurred, 
he  should  neither  expect  nor  approye 
any  such  result  flowing  from  it  as  was 
apprehended  by  the  noble  Earl.  In  fact, 
there  would  be  no  such  result  from  the 
BiU. 

The  Earl  of  ANNESLEY  thought 
he  was  entitled  to  haye  an  answer  to  his 
question.  He  asked  the  noble  Lord  the 
Lord  Priyy  Seal  to  g^ye  his  opinion  as 
to  what  the  Commissioners  would  do  in 
that  giyen  case.  Eyidently,  the  noble 
Lord  was  not  acquainted  with  the  prices 
paid  for  tenant  right  in  Ulster.  Forty 
years'  purchase  was  no  extraordinary 
price  for  tenant  right  in  Ulster.  The 
price  had  ofken  g^ne  as  high  as  50  and 
60  years'  purchase. 

On  question?  Their  Lordships  divided : 
— Contents  157 ;  Not-Contents  110:  Ma- 
jority 47. 
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Ramsay,  L.     {S. 
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Braboume,  L. 
Braye,  L. 
Breadalbane,  L. 

Ereadalbane.) 
Calthorpe,  L. 
Camoys,  L. 
Carew,  L. 
Carlingford,  L. 
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fort.) 
Churchill,  L. 
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trim.)  gy^') 
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Crewe,  L.  Truro,  L. 
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Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  MABQT7B88  OF  8ALISBXTBY  said, 
it  would  not  be  necessaiy  to  move  the 
other  Amendments  of  which  he  had 
eiven  Notice  to  the  clause,  they  being 
directed  to  the  same  object  as  the 
Amendment  agreed  to — &at  was,  to 
prevent  the  rent  of  the  landlord  from 
being  ffroond  down  by  the  proceedings 
oftheOourt. 
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monng,  na  in  Amendment,  in  page  9, 
after  anb-oection  (8),  odd  as  new  sab- 


Aftll  ht  -withhM  man  thu'tix  mcmthi  after  it 
AbU  have  .bacome  due,  tlie  taunt  ahall  pajr 
Interest  on  that  i«nt  tt  the  nte  of  Ave  Mr 
Mntnm  per  uuiam  from  the  did«  of  iti  M- 
wmiagiae," 

Mid,  that,  apart  £ram  other  oanses,  there 
WM  gnat  probability  that  rente  would 
■tiU  be  withheld,  owing  to  the  general 
■mrsion  to  punctualitj  in  money  pay- 
memta,  whicEi  wu  greater  in  ueumd 
tiian  etsewhere.  The  Bill  did  not  pro- 
Tide  fim  enfbrcdng  the  payment  of  rent 
wlien  due,  and  the  expectation  of  the 
pnbtio  wa«  that  the  new  renta  ahoold  be 
pnnctaaUy  paid.  A  clause  each  as  this 
was  common  in  Bootoh  leases,  and  in 
some  cases  they  contained  a  much  higher 
penal^  for  nnpunctnality,  amounting  to 
M  per  cent.  At  present  Irish  landlords 
were  obliged  to  borrow — if  they  were 
able  to  borrow — at  a  much  higher  rate 
of  interest,  while  the  tenants  who  kept 
back  their  rents  put  their  money  on  de- 
posit into  the  ba^s.  This  sab-seotion 
wonld  be  a  boon  to  tenants  under  judi- 
cial rente,  since  it  would  give  them  six 
months'  law,  instead  of  their  haTins  to 
pay  immediately  their  renta  were  due, 
■a  was  •uppoeed  by  the  Bill. 

Lobs  OKANHOBE  ahd  BBOWNE 
oUerred,that  the  buh  Qoremment  woe 
in  the  habit  of  charging  d  per  cent  on 
inpayments  due  to  the  Ooremment. 

l^K  Eaxl  of  KIMBEKLEY  opposed 
the  Amendment,  remarking  that  the 
payment  of  arrears  was  already  a  diffi- 
eolt  matter  in  Ireland,  and  would  hardly 
be  fscilitBted  by  the  addition  of  a  charge 
of  5  per  cent. 

Lobs  OBANMOBE  akd  BBOWNE 
Mid,  Ih&t  the  Amendment  was  not  an 
•xtroordinaiy  proposition ;  but  he  did 
M>t  think  that,  if  agreed  to,  it  wonld  be 
of  any  use. 
Amendment  lufativtd. 
CUoM,  oa  amended,  agrttd  to. 
Glanae  B  mgntito. 

Glaasv  9  (Lease  approved  by  Court 
imiiig  its  ooatinuance  to  exclude  prori- 
rionsoflhe  Act). 

TaoouwT  HONCK  moved,  as  an 
mt,  inpago  10,  liae  Sil,  after 


("tenancy")  insert  ("  and  for  a  term 
not  exceeding  sixtf  years.")  The  e£Fect 
of  the  Amendment  would  be  that,  at  the 
expiration  of  a  judicial  lease  of  a  ten- 
ancy for  a  term  not  exceeding  60  years, 
the  lessee  of  such  tenancy  would  be 
deemed  to  be  the  tenant  of  a  present 
ordinary  tenancy  &om  year  to  year. 

Amendment  agrttd  to ;  words  inttrttd 
accordingly. 

Tag  Marqdiss  op  LANSDOWNE 
moved,  as  an  Amendment,  in  page  10, 
line  33,  to  leave  out  ("present")  and 
insert  ("  future  ")  in  the  provision  that, 
at  the  expiration  of  a  judicial  lease,  the 
lessee  shall  be  deemed  to  be  the  tenant 
of  a  present  ordinary  tenancy  &om  year 
to  year  at  the  rent  and  subject  to  the 
conditions  of  the  lease. 

LoED  CABLINGFOED  said,  he  could 
not  accept  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agrttd  to. 

Clauses  10  and  1 1  agrttd  to. 

Clause  12  (Begulations  as  to  sales  and 
application  to  Court  to  fix  rent). 

Eakl  CAIBNS  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  12,  line  25,  to  leave  out 
("  founded  on  notice  to  quit,")  and  in- 
sert— 

("  As  in  the  com  oF  a  power  of  re-entry  upon 
conilitioD  broken  contained  in  a  lease.  Pro- 
Tided  nlwayH,  That  tho  tenant  may,  before  any 
such  proceedings  nro  taken  by  the  landlord, 
api^T  to  tho  Lnnd  CommisKton,  or,  during  ths 
ponilency  of  such  proceodingB,  apply  to  the 
court  in  which  tho  same  may  he  pending,  for 
relief ;  and  the  Land  Commiuioa  or  the  said 
court  may  grant  or  refuse  relief  as  the  Land 
CommiwioD  or  the  said  court,  having  regard  to 
tho  conduct  of  tho  portics  and  to  all  t£e  cir- 
camstanccB  of  tho  cose,  thinlu  fit,  and  in  cam 
of  relief  may  grant  it  on  Bucb  tcnns,  if  any,  aa 
to  costs,  eipcnacB,  damages,  penalty,  or  other 
matteis  relativo  to  tho  broach  aa  to  thorn  seeml 
fit.  Frovided  Kino,  that  no  relief  shall  bo  given 
to  any  tenant  under  this  section  unless  at  the 
time  of  the  application  for  relief  such  breach 
shall  have  absaliitGly  coascd." 

The  noble  and  learned  Earl  remarked 
that  the  only  way  in  which,  after  a  breach 
of  a  statutory  condition  other  than  the 
payment  of  rent,  a  landlord  could  get 
rid  of  a  tenant  was  by  giving  notice  to 

tuit.  Two  serious  consequenceB  would 
ow  from  that  arrangement,  as  it  at 
{ire  sent  stood.  One  would  be  that  the 
andlord  would  be  liable  to  pay  the  ten- 
\8to(Md  NiqM.'\ 


943 


ZandLaw 


(LORDS] 


(Trekmi)  BiU. 


944 


ant  compensation  for  difiturbance  under 
the  provisionB  of  the  Act  of  1870,  and 
another  was  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
long  notice  required  to  be  given  in  Ire- 
land, the  landlord  might  have  to  wait 
for  12  or  even  18  months  before  he  could 
get  rid  of  a  tenant.  That,  he  thought,  was 
undesirable,  and  he  therefore  hoped  the 
Government  would  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
was  sorry  he  could  not  agree  with  the 
view  taken  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl  (Earl  Cairns) ;  and  he  must  there- 
fore express  a  hope  that  their  Lordships 
would  not  accept  the  Amendment.  Its 
effect  would  be  to  entirely  invert  in 
point  of  severity  the  practice  which  had 
tdtherto  prevailed  in  Ireland  with  re- 
gard to  non-payment  of  rent  and  breaches 
of  conditions  of  this  character.  He 
should  therefore  advise  their  Lordships 
to  adhere  to  the  present  state  of  things, 
which  afforded  many  practical  advan- 
tages, and  which  was  understood  by  the 
tenants.  If  they  gave  the  landlord  the 
power  of  immediate  re*entry,  a  power  al- 
most unknown  in  Ireland,  the  effect  of 
such  stringent  legislation  would  be  to  pro- 
duce a  large  amount  of  irritation.  In  the 
Act  of  1870  there  were  clauses  which 
prevented,  in  a  great  many  cases  of  this 
Kind,  the  granting  of  compensation  for 
disturbance ;  and  ne  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  leave  the  matter  in  the  hands 
of  the  Oourt. 

Earl  CAIRNS  said,  that  if  he  un- 
derstood the  Government  to  say  that  the 
dauses  referred  to  would  prevent  com- 
pensation in  all  the  cases  at  which  his 
Amendment  was  aimed,  then  he  would 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  was 
afraid  that  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
was  asking  too  much. 

Earl  CAIRNS  said,  he  was  quite 
willing  to  withdraw  his  Amendment,  in 
order  to  take  a  division  on  the  Amend- 
ment which  had  been  put  on  the  Paper 
by  his  noble  Friend  (the  Marquess  of 
Waterford),  and  which  would  raise  the 
same  question  further  on. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Eabl  cairns  said,  the  Bill  pro- 
vided that  a  tenant  in  arrear  could  sell 
hiB  holding,  and  pay  the  rent  out  of  the 
purohase  monev,  and  the  idea  of  the 
JBill  seemed  to  be  that  in  thia  way  ejeot- 


ment  would  be  superseded.  But  there 
was  no  mode  of  putting  the  tenant  in 
motion  for  the  purpose  of  selling  hit 
holding  and  making  that  payment.  The 
landlord,  therefore,  had  to  go  through 
the  circuitous  process  of  ejectment,  and 
then  the  tenant  could  sou.  That,  he 
thought,  was  an  objectionable  mode  of 
procedure,  and  in  order  to  obviate  it  he 
would  move,  in  pages  12  and  13,  to 
leave  out  sub-section  (''4,")  and  insert — 

"(4.)  Where  not  less  than  one  year's  axrean 
of  a  judicial  rent  payable  in  respect  of  a  hold- 
ing is  doe  to  the  limdloTd,  it  shall  be  competent 
to  the  landlord  (without  prejudice  to  any  other 
remedy  for  the  recovery  of  such  arrears)  to 
apply  for  and  obtain  from  the  court  an  order 
that,  unless  the  amount  of  arrears  of  rent  be 
paid  within  a  time  to  be  named  in  such  order 
(not  being  longer  than  three  months  from  the 
inaking  of  the  order),  the  interest  c^  the  tenant 
in  the  holding  shall  be  sold  hj  the  shai£f  in 
like  manner  as  chattel  interests  m  land  are  now 
sold  under  a  writ  of  Jt.  fa,  ; 

"  Provided  that— 

**  (a)  The  interest  so  sold  shall  be  assigned  to 
the  purchaser  by  a  deed  to  be  executed  by  the 
courib  which  has  made  the  order  for  sale ;  and 

**  {b)  The  purchaser  shall  be  entitl^  to  an 
order  from  tne  court,  In  the  nature  of  an  in- 
junction, for  the  sheriff  to  put  the  porchaMr 
into  possession  of  the  interest  which  shall  ap- 
pear by  the  said  assignment  to  have  been 
granted  to  the  purchaser ;  and 

**  (c)  Where  a  sale  takes  place  under  sach  an 
order  the  landlord  phall  have  no  right  of  pre- 
emption; and 

**  {d)  The  arrears  of  rent  and  the  cost  of  the 
proceeoings  imder  this  section  shall  be  a  first 
charge  upon  the  purchase  moneys." 

The  lord  CHANOELLOB  said,  he 
was  surprised  that  such  a  scheme  should 
be  recommended  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend.  He  could  not  see  his  way  to 
accept  the  Amendment,  which  was  in  no 
way  necessary  for  the  protection  of  the 
landlord's  interests,  and  which  would 
practically  take  away  the  tenant's  right 
of  free  sale.  Under  the  law  as  it  stood 
the  tenant  was  entitled  to  six  months' 
notice,  and  it  was  his  interest  to  avail 
himself  of  the  power  of  sale.  He  de- 
precated the  idea  of  making  that  power 
comnulsory.  He  therefore  hoped  their 
Lordships  would  not  accept  it.  The 
Amendment  also  proposed  to  attribute 
to  the  Court  under  tms  Bill,  which  was 
in  principle  a  Court  of  Arbitration  or 
conciliation  between  landlord  and  ten- 
ant, the  functions  of  the  ordinary  Ooorts 
of  Law,  including  that  of  issuing  writs  to 
sherififo  for  process  of  ezeoution.  He 
thought  it  would  be  better  to  leave  the 
question  to  the  presentlegal  ftothoritiM^ 
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and  tnuted  Mb  noble  and  Idamed  Friend 
vonld  not  proas  it. 

Loan  O'OAQAN,  said,  that  a  sale 
ander  a  writ  alji./a,  in  Ixeland  was  not 
gnendlj  aatiafaotory.  He  thought  such 
aMiewoold  be  injurious  to  thetenaut 
and  not  beneficial  to  the  limdlord;  and  as 
the  landlord  bad  ample  power  at  present 
lie  aaw  no  oooaaion  for  tne  Amendment. 

E&SL  GAIBNS  thought  the  tenant 
would  be  much  worse  off  if  the  landlord 
treated  bim  aa  an  ordinary  creditor 
would  treat  him.  The  Amendment  was 
xmUt  in  the  tenant's  favour.  He  would 
not,  howevery  press  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  n^gaUved. 

Tkx    Habqubss   of  WATEBFOBD 
mored  in  jMige  13,  line  13,  after  (''  ten- 
%)  **  to  insert — 


*«  (6.)  A  tenant  oompeUed  to  quit  bis  holding 
^r^^g  the  contimiaTioe  of  a  statutory  term  in 
kis  tenancyv  in  consequence  of  the  breach  by 
the  tenant  ox  any  statutory  condition,  shall  not 
"be  oxtitled  to  compensation  for  disturbance." 

ffia  object  was  to  prevent  the  landlord 
being  under  the  necessity  of  pajring  his 
tnant  for  oompensation  for  usturbance 
when  tlie  tenant  had  broken  his  statu- 
toij  conditions.  It  was  just  that  such 
aa  Amendment  should  be  agreed  to,  and 
he  therefore  hoped  his  noble  Friend  the 
Loid  Privy  Seal  would  accept  it. 

Loan  OASLINOFOBD  opposed  the 
AmMidment.  He  held  that  the  tenant 
deserved  aome  measure  of  compensa- 
tion, and,  in  aggravated  cases,  he  would 
OB^  get  it  on  a  yery  small  scale.  In- 
dead,  in  aoch  oases  aa  were  contemplated 
hj  Ae  noble  Marqnass  the  landlord 
voold  undoubtedly  not  have  topay  com- 
for  disturbance.     But  there 


in  which  the  landlord  might 
notioe  to  quit  for  a  breach  of 
sonditiona  that  might  only  be  of  a 
tnling  tftchnioal  character ;  and  in  such 
Ae  CRyyemment  deemed  it  best  not  to 
diepiTe  them  of  the  opportunity  of  ap- 
■nalinft  to  the  benefits  of  the  compensa- 
fioB  danaea.  The  matter  was  dealt  with, 
aadt  be  considered,  sufficiently  dealt 
wift.  l>j  the  Act  of  1870. 

Zn  ICABausss  of  WATEBFOBD 
miif  that  his  noble  Friend  seemed  to 
hate  forgottan  his  own  BiU.  If  the 
eoadition  broken  was  of  such  a  mode- 
mfts  ehanuster  aa  contemplated  by  the 
Bobk  Londy  then  tbe  Court  would  erant 
Ae  tenant  relief  under  Section  4  of  the 
Mfdaoaa  fh^y  were  diaousaing.     He 


contended  that  the  Bill  was  not  specific 
upon  the  subject,  and  urged  that  it 
would  be  a  terrible  thing  if  the  tenants 
were  able  to  break  the  standing  condi- 
tions and  then  claim  compensation.  The 
Amendment  was  a  very  proper  one,  and 
he  should  press  it  to  a  division. 

LoBD  HABLECH  supported  the 
Amendment. 

The  Eakl  of  LONGFOBD  said,  the 
Government  had  not  shown  sufficient 
reason  why  the  Amendment  should  not 
be  introduced. 

The  LOBD  OHANOELLOB  repeated 
the  assurance  given  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Lord  Privy  Seal,  that  the  Laud  Act 
of  1870  covered  the  subject  of  the  noble 
Marquess's  Amendment.  He'  did  not 
think  it  was  really  worth  while  to  alter 
the  Bill  in  such  a  small  matter. 

The  Earl  of  DUNBAVEN  said,  it 
might  not  always  be  a  tenant's  fault 
that  he  could  not  keep  tho  statutory 
conditions  ;  and,  if  it  wore  not  his  fault, 
it  was  hard  that  he  should  be  debarred 
from  making  a  claim  for  disturbance. 
He  might  be  bankrupt  through  no  fault 
of  his  own. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUBY  said, 
the  intention  was  to  restrain  capricious 
eviction;  but  would  anybody  say  that 
it  was  capricious  eviction  for  a  landlord 
to  get  rid  of  a  tenant  who  was  default- 
ing in  payment  ?  It  was  not  a  trivial 
Amendment.  Gould  anyone  imagine  a 
condition  moro  unpleasant  than  to  be 
surrounded  by  tenants  who  were  in  a 
condition  of  bankruptcy?  But,  as  the 
clause  stood,  unless  the  landlord  was 
prepared  to  face  a  sweeping  claim  for 
compensation,  he  could  not  affi>rd  to 
evict,  but  would  be  forced  to  retain 
bankrupts  as  tenants.  The  noble  Lord 
depended  very  much  on  the  Court  re- 
straining action  of  this  kind.  All  he 
could  say  was,  he  wished  the  Court  ex- 
isted now,  and  that  its  jurisdiction  ox- 
tended  to  the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government. 

The  Eakl  of  PEMBBOKE  said,  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  tho  Wool- 
sack had  tried  to  argue  something  which 
the  Prime  Minister  had  declared  to  be 
unarguable. 

The  Earl  of  AIBLIE  said,  he  could 
not  see  why  a  landlord  should  pay  a 
fine  because  a  tenant  was  unable  to  pay 
his  rent. 

Lord  PENZANCE  said,  if  a  breach 
of  the  statutory   conditions  was  of  a 
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slight  character,  the  reasonable  conclu- 
sion was,  that  the  tenants  should  not  be 
evicted  for  it.  To  say,  however,  that  a 
tenant  ought  to  be  evicted  for  breach  of 
statutory  conditions,  and  then  that  the 
landlord  should  give  him  compensation, 
seemed  to  be  absurd  on  the  face  of  it. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  13  (Limited  administration  for 
purposes  of  sale). 

On  Motion  of  the  Earl  of  Belmore, 
the  following  Amendment  made:' — In 
page  13,  line  27,  leave  out  ("may"), 
and  insert  ("  shall.") 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  (Provision  for  determina- 
tion of  estate  of  immediate  landlord). 

Lord  CLONCURRY  said,  he  observed 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  on  the 
Front  Bench  (Earl  Cairns)  had  a  Motion 
on  the  Paper  to  strike  out  the  clause  al- 
together. He  (Lord  Cloncurry)  himself 
had  two  Amendments  to  it  on  the  Paper. 
He  would,  however,  withdraw  the  first, 
and  would  ask  their  Lordships'  favour- 
able consideration  to  the  second.  The 
clause  provided  that  in  the  case  of  a 
tenancy  from  year  to  year,  if  the  estate 
of  the  immediate  landlord  was  deter- 
mined during  its  continuance,  then  the 
next  superior  landlord  should  stand  in 
the  relation  of  immediate  landlord  to 
the  tenant,  and  have  the  rights  and  be 
subject  to  the  obligations  of  an  imme- 
diate landlord.  The  Amendment  he  would 
move  was  to  add  at  end  of  clause  the 
words — 

{"  Provided,  that  a  superior  landlord  shall  not 
be  subject  to  any  obligations  in  respect  of  any 
iinder-tenancy  created  without  his  express  con- 
sent.*') 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
that  the  middleman  occupied  for  the 
time  being  the  position  of  the  superior 
landlord,  and  the  tenant  was  clearly  en- 
titled to  the  same  benefits  he  would 
have  had  under  the  middleman,  just  as 
the  tenants  in  a  settle^  estate  were  en- 
titled to  expect  that  a  succeeding  life 
tenant  woula  carry  out  the  engagements 
of  his  predecessor. 

Earl  CAIRNS  said,  that,  so  far  as  re- 
garded settled  estates,  it  was  obvious 
that  the  tenant  for  life  must  represent 
the  whole  estate  for  the  time  being,  and 
on  his  death  his  positioxi  as  landlord 

lord  Penwan€$ 


ought  to  be  carried  on  by  the  next  in 
succession.  If  the  clause  were  confined 
to  that  he  should  not  have  a  word  to 
say.  But  from  communications  he  bad 
received  from  various  quarters,  the 
question  of  middlemen  was  one  of  ex- 
treme importance  in  Ireland  upon  many 
estates,  large  and  small,  and  in  cases 
brought  to  his  knowledge  property  to 
the  extent  of  many  thousands  a-year 
was  involved.  Under  some  old  leases 
land  was  let  to  middlemen  at  what  was 
then  supposed  to  be  a  fair  rent,  or  at 
less  than  a  fair  rent  where  a  fine  had 
been  paid.  The  middleman  let  to  sub* 
tenants,  and  now  hundreds  of  tenants 
were  in  possession,  having  no  conneotioii 
whatever  with  the  owner  who  had  made 
the  lease  to  the  middleman.  The  pro* 
perty  had  probably  changed  hands,  and 
the  purchasers  bought  it  upon  the  foot- 
ing that  the  lease  would  shortly  ter* 
minate,  and  fully  anticipated  at  the  dose 
of  these  leases,  that  they  should  be 
allowed  to  resume  possession  of  their 
property.  They  had  made  arrange* 
ments  on  that  supposition,  and  a  num- 
ber of  leases  would  shortly  fall  in  to  the 
superior  landlord.  The  effect  of  this 
clause  would  be  that  the  head  landlord^ 
between  whom  and  the  under  tenants 
there  was  no  privity  whatever,  would  be 
compelled  to  come  into  Court  at  the  in- 
stigation of  the  tenant,  who  would  daim 
to  be  tenant  in  perpetuity.  Thus  ererj 
arrangement  wmoh  had  been  made  would 
be  nullified,  and  the  loss  to  land- 
lords would  be  incalculable.  He  hoped 
the  Committee  would  be  careful,  there- 
fore, before  they  adopted  a  clause  whidh 
in  this  aspect  seemed  to  be  perfectly 
foreign  to  all  the  other  provisions  of  Ae 
Bill.  If  this  was  to  be  the  effect  of  tbe 
clause,  he  hoped  their  Lordships  would 
adopt  the  Amendment  he  intended  to 
propose. 

The  Earl  of  BELMORE  asked  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wodi^ 
sack  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  whether* 
under  the  wording  of  the  clause,  if  a 
tenant  had  possession  from  length  of 
occupancy  without  paying  any  rent| 
against  a  middleman,  the  superior  land- 
lord would  not  be  bound  by  the  middle* 
man's  neglect  ?  He  had  heard  of  saoll 
a  case 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  rei 
that  such  would  not  be  the  case. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  he  was 
not  inclined  to  take  part  in  tfiat  ratlMr 
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I^gsl   diaeaanon;  but  he  saw  dearly 
flBOO^   that  to  strike  out  this  dause 
vonla  be  a  Tery  aerioua  injury  to  the 
fiOL    Not  only  that,  but  the  Amend- 
■ant  of  the  noble  Lord   aa  proposed 
would  eridently  aweep  out  of  the  pur- 
paw  of  the  Bill  all  the  advantagea  wnioh 
il  was  intended  to  confer  upon  a  very 
oonaiderable  number  of  occupying  ten- 
aata  scattered  all  oyer  Ireland.    From 
the  moment  the  Bill  was  passed,  every 
ocennjing  tenant  would  have  under  a 
midaie  landlord  all  the  rights  of  any 
othar  occapier  in  Ireland.    Ifthisclause 
stmcKoat,  the  moment  themiddle- 
diaappeared  every  one  of   these 
would  lose  the  rights  conferred 
wpon  them  by  Parliament.    That  was  a 
leimlt  which  their  Lordships  would  not 
wish  to  ariBOy  aa  if  an  Irish  proprietor 
ftooKbt  fit  to  part  with  his  land,  and 
huftbd  orer  his  rights  to  another  per- 
Mm,  lie  most  be  prepared  to  abide  by  the 
laaulta,  unleaa  the  middle  landlord  had 
seated  oocnpyinff  tenants  contrary  to 
Ids  leaae.     But  if,  consistently  with  his 
he  had  created  those  occupying 
SB,  it  would  be  highly  impobtic  to 
_  ire  them  of  the  rights  which  all  oo- 
capjing  tenants  would  possess  in  Ireland. 
Ika  TOobabililiy  waa  that  upon  the  fall- 
iag  m  of  the  leaae   the  rents  of  the 
Moapying   tenants  would  be  found  to 
W  extremely    high.      Probably   those 
iMHita  would  come  to  the  Court  and 
■k  fiv   a  reduction;  but  a  reduction 
vndd  do  no  harm  to  the  landlord ;  not 
fta  least,  because  the  middle  landlords 
VWB  in  the  habit  of  obtaining  rents, 
vindi  the  anperior  landlord  would  pro- 
bahlj  not  think  of  aaking.  Not  only  that, 
kt  the  reduced  rent  would  be   worth 
Mm  to  the  landlord  than  the  rent  which 
ka  at  preaent  reoeiyed  from  the  middle- 
Ban  for  a  leaae  made  possibly  100  years 
ifo.  Take,  for  instance,  the  case  of  Lord 
ratnnouth.  Lord  Portsmouth's  income 
waa  Tery  much  increased  by  the  falling 
ia  of  old  leases,  although  he  reduced 
fte  zenta  whidi  the  occupying  tenants 
kd  been  paying  to  the  middlemen. 
Zbb  1CABQ17X8S  OF  SAUSBXJEY  oon- 
ihat  it  would  be  a  piece  of  iujus- 
to  give  a  leaseholder  perpetuity  of 
He  would  refer  their  Ix>rdship8 


^^^  case  of  a  man  who,  having  bought 
6D0  aoree  in  the  Landed  Estates  Court, 
Jbrnd,  on  the  expiration  of  the  lease  of 
a  andcDemanf  a  anb-tenant  who  neither 
tad  aUi^  to  Harm  ptoperly  nor  was 


able  to  pay  a  fair  rent,  but  who  yet 
would  obtain  by  the  Bill  perpetuity  or 
"  durability "  of  tenure.  It  would  be 
well  for  the  Government  to  accept  the 
Amendment,  and  thus  remove  the  ques- 
tion of  leases  from  this  clause  altogether. 
Unless  the  Government  consented  to 
make  some  considerable  modification 
in  the  dause,  the  Opposition  would 
have  no  alternative  but  to  go  to  a  di- 
vision. 

Lord  CAELINGFORD  said,  that  the 
remedy  in  such  a  case  as  that  suggested 
by  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury)  would  be  to  fix  a  judicial 
rent  for  Ihe  tenant.  On  that  being 
done,  if  the  tenant  could  not  pay  what 
the  Court  deemed  a  proper  rent  he 
would  have  to  go.  He  thought  the 
clause,  as  it  stood,  afforded  ample  pro- 
tection to  the  occupying  tenant. 

The  M.UIQUE8S  of  LANSDOWNE 
thought  that  many  hard  cases  would 
occur  under  the  clause  as  it  now  stood. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  took  the 
same  view ;  but  held  that  it  would  be  a 
serious  thing  to  exempt  any  considerable 
number  of  sub-tenants  from  the  operation 
of  the  Bill.  It  should  be  distinctly  de- 
clared whether  the  sub-tenants  or  middle- 
men, on  the  expiration  of  their  leases, 
were  to  be  regarded  as  present  or  future 
tenants  under  the  Act. 

Lord  CAELINGFORD  said,  they 
would  rank  as  present  tenants. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Commit- 
tee) mihdrawn. 

Earl  CAIRNS  said,  he  wished  to 
move  Amendments  to  the  clause.  As 
it  stood  upon  the  Bill,  it  provided  that — 

"  If  in  tho  cose  of  any  holding  the  ostato  of 
the  immediate  landlord  for  the  time  being  is 
determined  during  the  continuance  of  any  ten- 
ancy from  year  to  year,  whether  subject  or  not 
subject  to  statutory  conditions,  the  next  superior 
landlord  for  the  time  being  shall,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  this  Act,  during  the  continuance  of 
such  tenancy,  stand  in  tho  relation  of  imme- 
diate landlord  to  the  tenant  of  the  tenancy,  and 
have  the  rights  and  be  subject  to  tho  obligations 
of  an  immediate  landlord." 

He  moved  that  the  words  (''imme- 
diate") and  ("for  the  time,")  in  page 
13,  Unes  31  and  32,  be  omitted  from  the 
clause. 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Movedy  In  page  13,  line  32,  after 
(''being")  to  insert  ("a  limited  owner.") 
--(^The  Earl  Cairns,) 
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On  question?  Their  Lordships  divided: 
^Contents  133  ;  Not  Contents  65  :  Ma- 
jority 68. 

CONTEXTS. 

Beaufort,  D.  Gough,  V. 

Buckingham  and  Chan-    Ha  warden,  Y.  [Teller,'] 


do8,  D. 
^lancheater,  D. 
Marlborough,  D. 
Norfolk,  D. 
Northumberland,  D. 
Richmond,  D. 
Wellington,  D. 

Abercom,  M.  {D,  Aber- 

com.) 
Abergavenny,  M. 
Exet^,  M. 
Hertford,  M. 
Salisbury,  M. 
Winchester,  M. 

Anncsley,  E. 
Bandon,  E. 
Bathurst,  E. 
Beauchamp,  E. 
Belmore,  E. 
Brownlow,  E. 
Cadogan,  E. 
Cairns,  E. 
Calodon,  E. 
Carnarvon,  E. 
Clonmell,  E. 
Coventry,  E. 
Denbigh,  E. 


Hereford,  V. 
Hood,  V. 
Hutchinson,    V.      {E, 

Donouffhfnore.) 
MelviUe,  V. 
Sidmouth,  V. 
Templetown,  V. 

Abinger,  L. 
Annaly,  L. 
Ardilaun,  L. 
Ashford,  L.  {V.Bury.) 
Aveland,  L. 
Beaumont,  L. 
Botreaux,  L.    (E.  Lou- 

donn.) 
Brodrick,  L.  ( V,  MidU- 

ton.) 
Cary8fort,L.  (E.  Carys- 

fort.) 
Castlemaine,  L. 
CliclmBford,  L. 
Clements,  L.     {E.  Lei- 

trim.) 
Clifton,L.  (E.Damley.) 
Cloncurry,  L. 
Colchester,  L. 
Colville  of  Culross,  L. 
Crofton,  L. 


Doncaster,  E.  (2>.  Biic-    De  Freyne,  L. 
cletich    and    Queens-    de  Ros,  L. 


berry.) 
Eldon,  E. 
Feversham,  £. 
Fitzwilliam,  E. 
Fortescue,  E. 
Gainsborough,  E. 
Haddington,  E. 
Hardwicke,  E. 
Jersey,  E. 
Lanesborough,  E. 
Lathom,  E.     (Teller.] 
Leven  and  Melville,  £. 
Lovelace,  E. 
Lucan,  E. 
Mansfield,  E. 
Mar  and  Kellie,  E. 
Morton,  E. 
Mount  Edgcumbe,  E. 
Nelson,  E. 


Digby,  L. 
Dinevor,  L. 
Donington,  L. 
Dunsandle  and  Clan- 

conal,  L. 
Dunsany,  L. 
Ellenborough,  L. 
Elphinstone,  L. 
Foxford,  L.  {E.  Lime' 

rick.) 
Gormanston,  L.     {V. 

Oomianeton.) 
Grev  de  Radcliffe,  L. 

( r.  Grey  de  Wilton.) 
Hartismere,L.  [L.  Heft- 

niker.) 
Hay,  L.    {E.  Kinnoul.) 
Heytesbury,  L. 
Houghton,  L. 


— ^  _    -— _      J 

Pembroke  and  Mont-    Inchiquin,  L. 
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tages  not  to  be  within  the  restriotionf  «f^ 
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--'*Li  psge  14,  line  6,  after  ('<  may '') 
ianvC  ("after  aerfioe  of  the  preaoribed 
aofiee  upon  the  landlord  ") ;  and  in  line 
I,  after  ("  land  ")  insert^ 

fin  a  Ktnatioii  to  be  approred  by  the  land- 
M,  grMin^  rach  apprond  to  be  detennined 
l^tibe  coiifi-**) 

Ibb  Eabi.  of  UUEBICE  moved  to 
kave  out  from  ("land")  in  line  13  to 
("  acree  '*)  in  line  20,  and  inaert — 


[u  Any  po(rtioii  of  any  holding  so  let  does  not 
— ^  Imfi  an  tore  in  each  case,  and  that  the 
mbar  €d  soch  Mings  oJF  portions  of  a 
doea  not  exoeed  one  for  erery  twenty- 
of  tillage  land  contained  in  the  hoid- 


to  pat  the  Bill  back  in 

Hi  original  shape  aa  it  paaaed  through 

Ihe  Oommittee  in  "  another  place."    As 

it  now  stood,  it  wonld  be  posaible  for 

no  with  a  holding  of  fbnr  or  five 

to  eetaUiah  anotilier  cottage ;  but 

paewed,  the  Oommittee  of  the  other 

the  holding  moat  be  of  25  acres, 

her  cottage  could  not  be  erected. 

Badeaired  to  reetore  theae  words,  and  to 

Sthat  a  cottage  ahoold  only  be  erected 
■e  there  were  26  aorea  of  arable  Iimd 
holding.    Aa  the  BiU  stood,  any- 
i«a  eonld  erect  a  cottage  upon  a  hold- 
Ihgipto  S5  acrea.    If  it  consisted  of  26 
'      1,  two  cottajg;e8  miffht  be  erected, 
if  the  holdmg  had  61  acres  three 
gea  might  be  established,  and  so  on 
prauuriion.    It  would  be  a  danger- 
■  flnng  to  increase  to  soch  an  ex- 
iftthe  power  of  boilding  cottaffcs,  and 
iwoBla  only  allow  one  when  the  hold- 
ing waa  aotoally  one  of  26  acres  of  arable 
Msanae  unless  that  were  the  limit 
oooupation  for  the  inmates  could 

be  wnw^n. 

ICABQiriaa  ov  WATEBFOBD 
the  Amendment  to  be  a 
one,  and  hoped  it  would  be 

Sr  the  Government. 
ABLmGFOBD  said,  there 
^  to  be  a  sufficient  reason  why  a 

jrjM-aad-fast  line  should  not  be  drawn 
rJfttt  nana,  because  a  cottage  miffht  be 

the  holding  was  only  24^ 
It  wasy  therefore,  thought  better 
\Wak  to  draw  an  abeolute  line,  but  to  leave 
to  pot  up  a  cottage,  although  the 
might  be  bekrir  26  acres,  of 
■der  the  aanotion  of  the  Court, 
fttont  wUflb  ia  no  ease  could  it  be 


%. 


done.  There  was  also  this  positive  con- 
dition— ^that  the  cottage  must  be  re- 
quired for  the  purposes  of  the  holding. 

The  Earl  of  DONOUGHMORE  said, 
that  if  a  man  held  24^  acres  of  arable 
land  upon  his  holding,  he  could  easily 
tiU  hall  an  aero  moro  to  bring  it  up  to 
the  25  acres  which  would  entitle  him  to 
ask  for  another  cottage.  He  supported 
the  Amendment,  because  it  was  certain 
that  an  extra  cottage  was  not  required 
on  the  small  holdings.  This  was  really 
the  sort  of  sub-division  that  they  wanted 
to  ffuard  against. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
supported  the  Amendment. 

The  Eael  of  KIMBEELEY  pointed 
out  that  their  object  was  to  encourage 
the  building  of  cottages  where  they  were 
needed.  He  did  not  think  the  tenants 
would  desire  to  build  much  under  the 
restrictions  of  the  clause.  If  there  were 
no  such  restrictions,  no  doubt  they  could 
build  and  sub-let ;  but  the  Courts  would 
have  to  decide  whether  the  proposal  was 
necessary  and  reasonable  or  not.  He 
failed  to  see  any  danger,  because  the 
clause  was  fully  guarded. 

The  Earl  of  LIMERIOK  said,  the 
great  danger  would  arise  in  the  case  of 
smaller  farms.  The  tenant  would  put 
up  a  house  for  the  use  of  some  member 
of  his  family,  calling  him  a  labourer. 

Lord  CAELINGFOED  said,  in  that 
case  it  would  not  be  necessary  for  the 
holding. 

Amendment  at^rM(/  to ;  words  iuhstituted 
accordingly. 

Olause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  1 7  (Power  of  court,  on  appli- 
cation for  the  determination  of  a  judi- 
cial rent,  to  impose  conditions  as  to 
labourers'  cottages). 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDEELEY 
moved,  in  page  14,  line  26,  to  leaye  out 
("  may,  if  it  thinks  fit "),  and  insert 
(''shaU.")  The  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment was  to  make  the  action  of  the 
Court  compulsory  instead  of  optional. 

Lord  CAELINGFOED  said,  it  was 
impossible  to  accept  the  Amendment,  as 
it  would  bind  the  Court  down  by  im- 
peratiye  rules. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDEELEY,  in 
moving,  as  an  Amendment,  at  end  of 
clause,  to  add— 

ISecimdNuiht.l 
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''Provided  that  Bach  rent  shall  not  be  more 
than  five  shillings  in  excess  of  the  amount  due 
upon  the  holding  in  proportion  to  the  rent  of 
the  entire  holding  paid  by  the  tenant  to  the 
landlord,  exclusive  of  the  cost  of  any  build- 
ings erected  by  the  tenant  for  the  sub-tenant." 

said,  that  whilst  the  tenants  were  paying 
10«.  or  15«.  to  the  landlord  for  the  iana 
of  these  holdings,  yet  the  sub-tenants 
were  frequently  paying  to  them  as  much 
as  £8,  and  even  £12.  The  worst 
dwellings  in  Ireland  were  those  which 
were  sub-let  by  farmers  ;  many  of  them 
were  not  fit  for  habitation,  yet  the  land- 
lords got  the  discredit  of  them.  The 
Lord  iVivy  Seal  would  hardly  repeat 
what  had  been  said  in  "  another  place," 
that  labourerer  had  no  votes;  and  the 
accepting  of  this  Proviso  would  do  a 

treat  deal  towards  relieving  the  la- 
ourerSy  and  avoiding  more  time  being 
taken  up  next  Session  on  their  behaK 
through  the  neglect  of  them  by  the  Go- 
vernment on  the  present  occasion. 

Lord  OARLINGFOED  opposed  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  18  (Eules  as  to  determination 
of  tenancy). 

The  Earl  of  DUNRAVEN  moved,  in 
page  15,  sub-section  (3),  line  22,  to 
leave  out  (**  present,")  and  insert  (**  fu- 
ture.") As  the  sub-section  stood,  it 
read  as  follows  : — 

''Where  a  present  tenancy  in  a  holding  is 
purchased  by  the  landlord  from  the  tenant  in 
exercise  of  his  right  of  pre-emption  under  this 
Act,  and  not  on  the  application  or  by  the  ^ish 
of  the  tenant,  or  as  a  bidder  in  the  open  market, 
then  if  the  landlord  within  fifteen  years  from 
the  passing  of  this  Act  re-lets  the  same  holding 
to  another  tenant,  the  same  shall  be  subject 
from  and  after  the  time  when  it  has  been  so  re- 
let, to  all  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  which  are 
applicable  to  present  tenancies." 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  he  could 
not  accept  the  Amendment,  as  it  would 
defeat  the  Government's  purpose  in 
making  a  period  of  15  years'  rest  after 
the  Bill  passed.  The  object  of  the  clause 
was  to  guard  against  the  risk  of  the 
powers  of  the  landlord  being  exercised 
to  a  large  extent  during  the  first  years 
of  the  operation  of  the  Act  for  the  pur- 
pose of  converting  present  into  future 
tenancies  on  a  larger  scale,  by  which  the 
policy  of  the  measure  might  be  thwarted, 
and  its  effect  impaired. 

Thb  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE 
supported  the  Amendment,  which  was 

Ifiri  Stankii  of  AUerl^ 


similar  to  one  of  which  be  bad  bimself 
given  Notice,  and  said  be  could  not  see 
the  force  of  the  objection  taken  to  it  oq 
behalf  of  the  Government. 

Earl  CAIBNS  was  understood  to  say 
that  it  seemed  to  be  presumed  that  the 
landlord's  right  of  pre-emption  could 
always  be  exercised  against  the  will  of 
the  tenant.  That  was  not  necessarilj 
so.  The  effect  of  the  clause  would  be 
that  if  the  landlord  exercised  bis  right 
of  pre-emption  be  must  retain  the  land ; 
otherwise,  if  be  re-let  it  within  15  yean 
be  would  create  a  perpetuity  tenant. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  be 
could  not  let  that  opportunity  pass  with- 
out entering  bis  solemn  protest  against 
the  policy  of  the  clause.  He  believed  ttj 
to  be  wholly  wrong,  and  calculated  to 
prove  ruinous  to  the  peace  of  LreLand; 
The  clause  was  proposed  on  the  pzinisiple 
of  ''  anytbing  for  a  quiet  life."  It  wai. 
proposed  in  order  to  prevent  the  Land- 
lord from  doing  with  bis  property  for  a. 
period  of  15  years  that  wbiob  it  was  a&^ 
mitted  be  might  do  with  perfect 
and  with  advantage  to  the  oommuni^f^^ 
and  all  because  it  would  be  disph 
to  the  Land  Lea«^e.  That  was  the 
and  the  short  of  this  policy.  It  was 
thoroughly  false  policy  with  regazd 
Ireland ;  and  it  was  tending  more 
more  to  the  demoralization  of  pal 
opinion,  by  giving  to  such  a  course 
sanction'of  the  Government.  Let  the  ^ 
vemment  give  to  the  tenants  of  Ire 
everything  it  thought  was  just,  and 
from  the  landlords  every  power  it  thot 
they  had  abused.  Let  them  do 
they  liked  in  that  matter;  but, 
they  had  g^ven  a  residuum  of  power 
the  landlord,  leave  them  to  the 
exercise  of  that.  Do  not  let  them 
the  tenantry  of  Ireland  that  no 
was  to  be  done  for  1 5  years,  lest 
should  agitate  ag^nst  it.  The  polioj  < 
the  Government  was  entirely 
and  might  produce  serious  delay  to 
progress  'of  the  agriculture  of  the 
try ;  for,  if  a  landlord  wished  to 
date  farms,  be  might  not  be  able  to 
them  on  bis  bands  for  15  years. 
sub-section  was  apiece  of  pure  coi 
made  out  of  pure  fear  of  the 
League,  and  if  there  were  a  division 
should  vote  against  it.  

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLET  8ai< 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  AzgvU) 
taken  advantage  of  a  particularly 
matter  to  denounce  the  BilL 
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The  Ddi3  of  ABGTLL  :   No ;  the 


Tn  Eabl  of  KIMBEBLEY:  My 
BoUe  Friend  takes  advantage  of  the 
opportiuiity  afforded  by  a  small  clause 
flf  die  Bill  to  say  that  our  policy  is  dic- 
tated by  cowardioe. 

Ths  Dvxx  of  ABOTLL:  Only  this 
danee. 

Tkb  IUbl  of  KIMBEBLET:  No, 
no,  no! 

TsB  Duxs  of  ABGTLL:  Yes,  yes, 
yes!  It  aiose  from  his  noble  Friend 
Bot  nnderetanding  the  nature  of  the 
danee. 

IHX  Eabl  of  KIMBEBLEY:   The 

ebjeet   in   the  sub-section  was  not  to 

werent  agitation  caused  by  the  tenants, 

Kit  to  prevent  antation  caused  by  the 

landloraa.   The  (fovemment  were  airaid 

Aat  the  iaadlordu  might  take  advantage 

ef  tluB  power  of  pre-emption,  to  adopt 

ths  eoune  of  destrojring  present  tenan- 

ciaa  and  conyert  them  into  future  tonan- 

«iaa  on  a  large  scale.    If  that  were  done 

fcy  landlords,  it  would  produce  an  agita- 

that  it  was  expedient  to  prevent ; 

they,  therefore,  thought  it  right  to 

the  provision  in  the  Bill.    As  to 

fte  statement  that  the  Government  were 

•fltaafted  by  any  fear  of  the  Land  League, 

ftsre  was  not  the  slightest  ground  for  it. 

The  Eabi.  OF  LOnOFOBD  :  There  is 

wdanffeir  of  an  agitation  being  com- 

mmoea  hj  the  laimlords.    I  hope  the 

Jmndment  will  be  pressed  to  a  diri- 


LiBD  ElfLY  said,  he  hoped  the  Go- 

munent  would  re-consider  their  deci- 

doa  on  this  matter.     There  would  be 

tas^aratiYely  few  landlords  who  would 

li  aUe  to  ezerdse  this  right  of  pre- 

^■qpCaon,  so  that  the  Government  were 

mU,  of  an  imaginary  difficulty. 

Tu  Mabqubss  of  8ALISBUEY  said, 

eowardice  imputed  to  the  Govem- 

was  fear  of  responsibility  ;  for  it 

not  certain  that,  15  years  hence,  the 

who  raised  the  agitation  now  would 

lol  raise  an  agitation  then.     It  was, 

Are,  simply  deferring  it  to  a  time 

i  other  persons  would  have  to  cope 

'ifi^it;  because,  even  if  a  Liberal  Go- 

'  wnment  were  in  power,  it  in  all  pro- 

"JsMitvwould  not  be  constituted  as  now, 

,  •hold  the  same  views.    He  could  not 

fVUp  ftiwViwg    there  was  some    other 

IvIUmi  policy,   which  the  Government 

iraaU  not  confess,  that  was  at  the  bottom 

tf  flisse  mystefiooB  provisions.    If  so. 


he  would  exhort  them  to  unbosom  them- 
selves, and  state  the  nature  of  the  evil 
that  might  follow  landlords  buying  up 
the  tenancies  on  their  estates.  What 
agitation  could  the  landlord  produce  by 
buying  up  his  own  property,  and  letting 
it  to  somebody  else  ?  If  they  anticipated 
that  such  an  agitation  would  be  pro- 
duced, and  that  it  would  be  dangerous 
to  the  peace  of  Ireland,  the  Government 
had  better  put  a  bold  face  on  it  and 
abolish  landlords  altogether.  The  sub- 
ject was  of  great  importance,  and  there 
was  no  ground  for  believing  that  future 
tenancies  would  be  an  evil  to  Ireland  15 
years  hence. 

LoBD  CAELINGFORD  said,  they 
were  not  going  to  waste  the  time  of  the 
Committee  by  entering  into  any  dis- 
quisitions as  to  their  motives  and  moral 
conduct,  as  the  noble  Marquess  seemed 
to  wish.  The  noble  Marquess  was, 
happily ;  not  Grand  Inquisitor ;  but  if  he 
were,  and  if  he  put  the  Members  of  the 
Government  on  the  rack,  thoy  could  dis- 
cover no  other  motives  for  their  conduct 
than  those  they  had  already  avowed  to 
the  Committee. 

Lord  DENMAN  thought  the  clause 
contained  a  most  extraordinary  pro- 
vision, and  supported  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  word  eubsti- 
tuted  accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  19  (Provision  as  to  existing 
leases). 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE,  in 
rising  to  move,  as  an  Amendment,  to 
leave  out  the  following  words  : — 

"  Providod  that  at  tho  expiration  of  such  ex- 
isting leases  tho  lessees  shall  be  deemed  to  bo 
tenants  of  present  ordinary'  tenancies,  from 
year  to  year,  at  the  rents  and  subject  to  tho 
conditions  of  their  leases  respectively,  so  far  as 
such  conditions  are  applicable  to  tenancies  from 
year  to  year," 

said,  that,  in  moving  tho  Amendment, 
he  certainly  did  not  wish  to  go  behind 
the  principle  to  which  their  Lordships 
were  committed  by  tho  second  reading 
of  the  Bill.  When  they  agreed  to  the 
second  reading,  they  accepted  the  prin- 
ciple that  contract  was  not  in  future  to 
regulate  the  relations  of  landlord  and 
tenant  in  Ireland  ;  but  he  (the  Marquess 
of  Lansdowne)  ventured  to  submit  to 
the  Committee  that  there  was  a  point 
beyond  which  they  ought  not  to  go  or 
carry  this  crusade  against  contract.  The 
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words  be  proposed  to  omit  did  go  be- 
yond tbat  point.  Tbose  words,  it  must 
be  remembered,  formed  no  part  of  tbe 
original  Bill  as  introduced  by  tbe  Go- 
vernment. The  Prime  Minister  said 
tbat  it  was  not  bis  intention  to  make 
wbat  be  called  a  ''bolocaust  of  free- 
dom of  contract,"  and  be  added  tbat 
tbey  tbougbt  it  no  part  of  tbeir  duty 
to  interfere  witb  current  leases.  But 
some  time  after,  for  some  reason  or  otber 
not  yet  explained,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yemment  cbanged  tbeir  minds,  and 
tbey  cbanged  tbeir  minds  witb  a  ven- 
geance, for  tbey  proposed  tbat  tenants, 
at  tbe  end  of  existing  leases,  sbould 
be  ordinary  tenants  from  year  to  year. 
Wbat  was  tbe  effect  of  tbat  proposal  ? 
Tbat  landlord  and  tenant  make  a  con- 
tract— a  perfectly  fair  and  honourable 
engagement  on  botb  sides ;  tbe  landlord 
parts  witb  bis  holding  for  tbe  term  of 
years  at  a  reasonable  rent ;  tbe  tenant 
bas  submitted  to  tbe  covenants,  one 
being  tbat  at  tbe  expiration  of  tbe  lease 
tbe  landlord  sbould  resume  the  holding. 
But  wbat  tbe  Proviso  of  tbe  Gt)vern- 
ment  proposed  was  wbat  neither  party 
ever  contemplated,  for  tbe  clause  im- 
ported into  the  contract  the  term,  tbat, 
over  and  above  tbe  31  years  or  longer 
period  of  the  lease,  tbe  tenant,  at  tbe 
end  of  tbat  period,  sbould  have  another 
lease  for  15  years,  renewable  for  ever, 
and  not  only  tbat,  but  tbat  be  sbould 
have  tbe  further  privilege  of  going  to  tbe 
Oourt,  and  getting  bis  rent  revised,  and 
possibly  reduced.  Suppose  during  tbe 
81  years  of  tbe  lease  the  value  of  agri- 
cultural produce  bad  become  affected  by 
American  competition  or  otherwise,  the 
tenant  might  go  into  Court,  in  spite  of 
bis  lease,  and  have  bis  rent  revised,  and 
tbe  Court  would  compel  tbe  landlord  to 
continue  him  in  possession  at  the  re- 
duced rent,  though  the  landlord  might 
have  other  uses  to  which  be  would  wish 
to  put  bis  land.  His  Amendment  pro- 
posed to  restore  tbe  Bill  to  its  original 
shape.  He  wished  particularly  to  ob- 
serve tbat  there  were  two  descriptions  of 
leases  which  would  not  be  touched  by  it 
— one,  the  Ulster  leases,  witb  regard  to 
which  particular  precautions  bad  been 
taken  in  another  part  of  the  clause; 
and  tbe  otber,  the  leases  imposed 
by  tbe  landlord  on  tbe  tenant  under 
threat  of  eviction  —  leases  considered 
by  tbe  Court  unreasonable  and  unfair. 
The  only  leases  touched  by  his  Amend- 
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ment  were  bond  flde  leases,  which  there 
was  no  reason  to  override.  For  yean 
past  it  bad  been  tbe  reproach  of  the 
Irish  landlords  that  tbey  did  not  give 
security  to  tbeir  tenants.  From  tbe  tune 
of  tbe  Devon  Commission  that  complaint 
bad  been  made.  Tbe  Devon  Oommie- 
sioners  warned  the  landlords  of  the  im- 
policy of  refusing  to  tbe  tenants  the 
security  of  properlv  framed  leases ;  and 
now  tbose  landloras  who  bad  accepted 
tbat  warning  and  had  granted  taese 
leases  were  to  find  tbat  the  State  inter- 
posed in  order  to  tear  them  up.  And, 
just  as  tbe  policy  of  tbe  Devon  Commis- 
sioners bad  been  in  favour  of  leases,  so 
tbe  policy  of  tbe  Act  of  1870  had  been 
in  favour  of  them.  At  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  tbat  Act,  11  years  ago,  it 
was  enacted  tbat  the  landlord,  by  erant* 
ing  a  31  years'  lease,  might  exclude  {he 
tenant  from  compensation  under  the 
otber  clauses  of  the  Bill ;  and  now  what 
Her  Majesty's  Gt)V6mment  proposed  was 
to  override  leases  entered  into  under 
tbose  circumstances.  A  statement  was 
made  at  tbat  time  by  Sir  BoondeU 
Palmer,  which  he  woidd  like  to  read* 
Sir  Eoundell  Palmer,  on  AprQ  4,  1870, 
said — 

''Surely  the  necessity  of  interfering  wifh 
existing  contracts  cannot  possibly  apply  to  hoUU 
ings  aboYO  a  certain  value,  nor  to  bomd  JIdt 
leases  of  definite  duration.  As  to  those  leases,  it 
has  been  truly  said  that  the  men  who  take  thmn 
understand  perfectly  well  that  they  take  than 
for  a  definite  term,  and  that  they  are  to  give  op 
their  holdings  at  the  end  of  that  term ;  and  thij 
have  no  right  afterwards  to  say  they  have  mads 
arrangements,  or  done  anything  whateyer,  ex- 
cept in  view  of  that  weU-understood  part  of 
their  contract.  I  speak  of  bond  Jlde  leases,  be- 
cause I  have  not  forgotten  what  was  said  tlis 
other  night  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  and  which  deserves 
our  attention — namely,  that  if  you  except  every- 
thing that  looks  like  a  lease,  you  might  hsTS  a 
nommal  lease  made  for  a  year  or  so,  merely  to 
get  out  of  the  operation  of  the  BilL  Now,  I 
think  you  might,  perhaps,  take  the  limit  cC 
seven  years,  though  I  would  not  bind  myaeU  to 
that.  Seven  years  would,  at  aU  events,  bo  a 
bondjlde  and  not  a  merely  colourable  lease ;  sad 
I  do  not  see  why,  if  a  farmer  enters  into  a 
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for  seven  3'oars,  or  for  any  longer  period,  joe 
are  to  alter  his  contract,  and  to  say  that  altar 
the  expiration  of  the  seven  years  it  shall  lis 
continued  as  a  lease  from  year  to  yosr,  iridflh 
is  a  totally  different  thing." — [3  RiuuartL  oo. 
1213.14.] 

But  the  Government  were  now  inropo^ 
ing  that  the  tenant  should  be  oontinusd' 
as  a  tenant  from  year  to  year  i^  the  end 
of  a  lease,  not  of  seven,  bat  of  31  yeaiK 
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§r  a  loBgiar  term.    TbBre  mm  only  one 
amoMot  in  &foiir  of  that  proposal, 
■adit  was raihor  a  strange  one — namely, 
Aat  in  Ireland  a  lease  was  not  a  lease, 
Imt  an  agreement  between  the  parties 
iiing  the  rent  ioir  a  partionlar  period. 
That  waa  not  a  desorintion  which  could 
be  appUed  to  all  Ireland.    But  if,  in 
aanm  parfa  of  Ireland,  leases  were  habi- 
taally  ffranted  on  that  understandinff, 
he  would  soggest  that  those  cases  flAiould 
heproridedmr  by  special  and  exceptional 
lyisletion.     They  had  been  told  that 
Hsr  Ibgesty's  Govemment  looked  for- 
ward to  a  time  when  they  should  revert 
to   fpoedam    of  contract,  -and  when  a 
wholaeomer  state  of  things  than  the  Bill 
btrodnoed  would  prevail.  But  how  were 
flMjy  to  get  into  that  wholesomer  state 
of  tlunga  if|  one  after  another,  they 
Jnend   op  every  avenue  to  freedom  of 
eontmot  r    They  were  teaching  a  most 
miadiievons  lesson  to  the  peopb  of  Ire- 
laad,  when  they  were  told  that  men  who 
perfeotlv  able  to  enter  into  oon- 
j  and  wno  had  done  so  at  the  ex- 

raa  invitation  of  the  Legislature,  were 
haye  the  oontraots  they  had  entered 
into  torn  np  by  the  State.  This  pro- 
ynmoD,  would  strike  a  great  blow  at 
poUie  confidence  if  it  was  necessary  to 

Baa  end  to  free  contract  in  Ireland. 
tham  do  so ;  but  let  them,  at  least, 
buy  it  decently,  and  not  inflict  upon  its 
nmaina  the  wanton  a£bont  involved  in 
Ui  most  mischievous  clause.  He  begged, 
jaccmolnsion,  to  move  the  Amendment 
rf  whkh  he  had  given  Notice. 


mtdg  In  page  16,  line  9,  to  leave  out 
("  Pnmded  that")  to  ("  on  ")  in 
fas  14«— (21l#  MmrfU§S9  tf  Limiowne,) 

LosD  OBEVILLE  said,  that  the  pro- 
nwa  which  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Mnqnesa  of  Lansdowne)  proposed  to 

'  did  not  interfere  wim  any  lease 
bnt  only  said  when  the  lease 

to  aa  end  that  the  tenant  should 
ke  m  the  same  position  as  other  tenants 

the  BilL  The  Amendment  would 
tenants  in  the  same  position  as 

naighbonrB.  From  his  own  ex- 
MHsne^ne  could  say  that  what  was  in 
tti  aund  of  the  Irish  tenant  when  he 
Ink  a  lease  was,  that  during  a  particu- 
Isr  period  he  was  to  pay  a  certain  rent. 
IkvonU  be  a  grievance  and  an  encou- 
Mmsnt  to  ag;itation  to  exclude  so  con- 
iNinAle  a  daaa  aa  the  leaseholders  from 
ii  biQsfita  of  the  BilL 

TQLi  OCBjXIY*     \tbxkd  series.] 


Eabl  stanhope  said,  a  lease  was 
either  a  contract  entered  into  voluntarily 
between  two  parties,  or  it  was  not.  His 
own  experience  as  the  owner  of  a  small 
Irish  property  was  that  the  tenants,  as  a 
rule,  were  well  able  to  take  care  of  them- 
selves, and  would  never  take  a  lease  with- 
out informing  themselves  fully  of  the 
circumstances.  If  a  lease  was  to  be  no 
longer  a  lease,  as  proposed  under  this 
clause,  then  this  principle  might  be  fur- 
ther extended,  and  apply  to  house  pro- 
perty in  London.  It  would  be  very 
agreeable  to  many  householders  in  their 
liordships'  House  to  be  told  that  at  the 
expiration  of  their  leases  they  might 
continue  on  as  yearly  tenants,  paying 
the  same  rent.  He  thought  the  Amend- 
ment most  reasonable,  and  had  heard 
no  argument  whatever  against  it ;  and  he 
should,  therefore,  certainly  support  it. 

LoBD  OARLINGFORD  said,  the  noble 
Marquess  who  had  moved  the  Amend- 
ment (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  had 
fixed  his  eyes  and  thoughts  simply  on 
the  legal  aspects  of  the  case;  and  it 
did  not  require  much  ingenuity  or  the 
abilities  of  his  noble  Friend  to  support  the 
Amendment  on  such  purely  Wal  grounds. 
What  would  have  become  of  Ireland  if 
it  had  been  the  habit  of  landlords  to 
act  on  their  right  to  get  rid  of  their 
yearly  tenants  upon  six  months'  notices ; 
or  if  they  had  made  use  of  the  legal 
power  they  possessed  before  1870,  and 
had  treated  their  tenants'  improvements 
as  their  own  ?  It  had  only  been  because 
these  legal  conditions  had  not  been  ob- 
served, but  on  the  contrary,  habitually 
neglected  and  left  in  abeyance,  that 
Ireland  had  got  on  at  all  for  genera- 
tions past.  The  Bill,  in  that  respect, 
attempted  to  deal,  not  with  the  mere 
legal,  but  with  the  real  conditions  of 
tenure  in  Ireland,  with  conditions  which 
were  practically  observed  upon  all  the 
best  and  happiest  estates  in  Ireland. 
Was  the  case  of  a  lease  to  be  absolutely 
distinguished  from  the  treatment  which 
the  Bill  applied  to  all  other  forms 
of  tenure?  No  doubt,  thoy  were  im- 
porting new  terms  into  Irish  tenure; 
but  they  thought  thoy  were  doing  so  on 
sufficient  grounds.  Was  there  some- 
thing so  sacred  and  magical  about  a 
lease  that  that  which  they  were  doing 
in  the  case  of  minor  tenancies  was  not 
to  be  thought  of  in  the  case  of  leases  ? 
The  Government  proposal  was,  that  in  the 
case  of  an  occupying  tenant  who,  after 
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having  liad  a  lease,  possessed  it  no  longer, 
the  same  protection  should  be  extended 
to  him  as  was  ffiven  to  other  occupying 
tenants.  If  tne  Government  did  not 
make  such  a  provision,  a  large  class  of 
occupying  tenants  would  be  excepted 
from  the  protection  of  the  Bill,  for  they 
would  be  debarred  from  making  use  of 
the  tribunal  constituted  for  settling  rent. 
Besides,  it  was  just  when  a  lease  expired 
that  the  burning  question  of  rent  was 
most  likely  to  arise,  and  that  was  a 
strong  reason  for  not  refusing  protection 
to  the  leaseholders.  He  contended  that 
it  would  not  be  wise  to  exclude  those 
who  had  held  leases  from  the  benefit  of 
the  Bill.  Whatever  might  be  the  strict 
legal  effect  of  a  lease  in  Ireland,  in 
99  cases  out  of  100,  it  was  never  in- 
tended that  relations  between  the  parties 
should  end  with  the  termination  of  the 
lease,  but  really  that  the  parties  should 
continue  together  upon  much  the  same 
terms  as  before.    

Eabl  FOETESOUB  doubted  whether 
the  Government  saw  anything  sacred  in 
any  contract,  seeing  that  they  were  per- 
petually keeping  the  whole  of  the  ten- 
antry of  Ireland  in  swaddling  clothes. 
The  Government  seemed  to  be  quite 
uneasy  at  the  notion  that  this  tribimal 
would  not  have  enough  to  do,  and  thought 
they  should  have  some  additional  work 
given  them  for  the  satisfaction,  they  said, 
of  both  tenant  and  landlord.  It  appeared 
to  him,  however,  that  the  leaseholders 
were  able  to  guard  their  own  interests 
without  the  intervention  of  the  Court. 
And  that,  apparently,  had  been  the  ori- 
ginal opinion  of  the  Government  also  ; 
for  the  present  proposal,  which  it  was 
now  sought  to  amend,  was  not  in  the 
original  draft  of  the  BUI.  It  was  not  till 
some  time  after  what  was  said  to  be  the 
last  of  the  22  editions  of  the  Bill  before  it 
was  presented  to  Parliament  that  this  un- 
happy afterthought  of  the  Government 
appeared.  It  was  suggested  by  a  desire 
to  conciliate  the  £jEuid  League,  the 
leaders  of  which  body  had  already  told 
them  plainly  that  the  Bill  would  not 
satisfy  them,  and  that  they  looked  for- 
ward to  obtaining  "  Ireland  for  the 
Irish,"  and  to  the  ultimate  ejectment  of 
all  landlords. 

LoBD  HOUGHTON  thought  that  to 

flace  landlords  and  tenants  who  had 
een  parties  to  leases  under  totisdly  dif- 
ferent conditions  firom  other  landlords 
and  tenants  would  be  contrary  to  the 

J^ord  CarUn^ford 


whole  spirit  of  the  Bill.  Besides,  the 
measure  would  not  prevent  the  renewal 
of  leases.  If  the  principle  of  freedom 
of  contract  was  to  be  violated  at  all,  the 
clause  was  one  with  which  there  was 
less  reason  to  find  fault  on  the  g^unds 
of  political  economy  than  any  other  in 
the  Bill.  It  seemed  to  him  that  it  rigidly 
upheld  present  contracts  with  regard  to 
leases 

Lord  OLONCTJEEY  pointed  out  that 
in  the  important  district  formerly  known 
as  the  Pale  estates  were  managed  ex- 
clusively on  the  English  principle.  If 
the  clause  were  passed  as  it  stood,  it 
would  be  impossible  for  any  landlord  to 
take  possession  of  his  own  property  in 
order  to  set  an  example  which  was  so 
much  needed  of  proper  farming  and  ffood 
management.  He,  therefore,  hopea  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Lans- 
downe)  would  press  his  Amendment  to 
a  division. 

The  Eakl  of  DTTNEAYEN  sincerely 
hoped  the  Committee  would  not  agree 
to  the  Amendment.  He  admitted  that 
the  rights  of  individuals  were  interfered 
with  by  the  dause ;  but  the  whole  of  the 
Bill  interfered  with  individual  rights, 
and  he  could  not  see  that  there  was  any 
more  hardship  in  this  than  in  a  great 
many  other  cases.  The  result  of  the 
Amendment  would  be  that,  with  yeij 
few  exceptions,  all  tenants  holding  under 
leases,  at  the  expiration  of  tiie  lease, 
would  be  outside  the  Bill  altogether; 
and  if  the  Bill  were  to  give  any  satis- 
faction whatever,  as  thev  hoped  it 
might,  there  was  no  doubt  whatever 
that  the  Amendment  proposed  would 
give  a  great  deal  of  dissatisfaction  to  a 
considerable  number  of  the  most  intdli- 
gent  men  in  the  country,  and  he  oonid 
not  see  why  they  should  make  those  dia- 
satisfied  who  would  otherwise  be  ranged 
on  the  side  of  law  and  order.  Their 
Lordships  had  already  excepted  from 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  estates  man- 
agea  on  what  was  called  the  Rngliah 
system,  although  nobody  seemed  to  b6 
able  to  define  what  that  meant.  Thej 
had  also  excepted  the  ease  where  lan^ 
lords  had  bought  up  the  tenant  righl^ 
and  now  they  were  asked  to  make 
another  exception.  He  confessed  he 
could  not  understand  why  the  noUtt 
Marquess  opposite  Tthe  Maiquess  of 
Salisbury)  opposed  the  Amen£nent  iA 
exclude  fh)m  the  operation  of  the  Bill 
tenancies  of  ov^  £100,  and  now  sap 
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pentad  iho  mm&nt  one.  If  their  Lord- 
ihipe  deeired  to  play  into  the  hands  of 
nmerapaloaa  penonB,  who  wished  to 
euny  on  agitation,  they  could  not  do 
better  than  go  on  making  these  excep- 
tiona  in  the  Bill. 

Lord  HABLECH  thoneht  that  if 
anybody  was  more  oapable  wan  another 
of  taking  oare  of  himself  it  was  the  in- 
telligent leaseholder,  who  formed  the 
moot  intellectaal  body  of  the  fiirmers  of 
Ireland.  Ererv  encouragement  had 
been  giyen  by  tne  Act  of  1870  to  give 
leaeoi,  and  now  the  House  was  asked 
to  break  those  leases. 

The  Duxk  of  ABOTLL  felt  almost 
insaperable  objections  to  the  Legislature 
hreaVing  contracts  of  the  most  formal 
flbaraeter.  The  noble  Lord  the  Lord 
PHtj  Seal  had  stated  that  tenants  in 
baland  took  leases  with  no  other  object 
dian  to  prevent  an  increment  of  rent 
during  the  continuance  of  the  lease,  and 
that  uey  had  no  intention  of  going  out 
aft  the  expiration  of  the  term.  That,  he 
beUered,  was  true  with  regard  to  a 
large  class  of  small  tenants;  but  he 
voold  observe  that  there  was  nothing 
in  the  Amendment  to  prevent  renewing 
flie  leaee,  and  he  (the  Duke  of  Argvll) 
beKered  there  was  nothing  in  the  Bui  to 
pwffent  the  landlord  and  tenant  ffoing 
mto  Oonrt  at  the  end  of  the  Tease. 
Thoogh  there  might  be  many  cases  in 
wbidi  small  fEirmers  took  their  farms  on 
Isaae  as  a  safeguard  against  increment 
of  rent,  there  were  many  cases  in  which 
luma  were  taken  in  Ireland  under  ex- 

H'*  the  same  circumstances  as  in  Eng- 
and  there  were  large  fiarmers  who 
bad  taken  their  farms  on  condition  that 
fliay  ahoold  either  leave  them  at  the  end 
cf  the  lease  or  retake  them.  He  knew 
cf  a  ease  in  which  a  family  let  on  lease 
a  £um,  which  tbey  regarded  as  their 
kome,  to  go  abroad  wr  health,  and 
vhen  their  health  was  restored  they 
would  oome  back  to  enter  their  home 
i^gam  mt  the  end  of  the  lease,  the  tenant 
karing  taken  it  on  the  full  understand- 
i^  that  he  must  leave  it  at  the  end  of 
fte  leaae.  But  under  this  Act  that 
kaie  would  be  broken,  and  the  tenant 
sodd  remain  on  the  farm.  He  called 
ftat  m  great  hazdship.  He  did  not 
bow  that  he  should  have  insuperable 
blgeetioni  to  j;ive  the  Oourt  power  to 
naew  all  leasee  in  cases  where  the  ten- 
aili  Ka^  '  reasonable  ezpeotationB  that 
ftajwonld  be  allowed  to  remain  in  pos- 


session of  the  holdings ;  but  to  say  that 
all  leases  indiscrimmately  should  be 
broken  was  surely  a  most  violent  pro- 
position. Some  years  ago  he  had  been 
astonished  at  a  proposal  that  was  made 
that  at  the  ena  of  an  Ulster  lease  the 
tenant  riffht  should  survive;  but  now 
many  noble  Lords  seemed  to  think  that 
a  tenant  should  have  the  enjoyment  of 
the  tenant  right  at  the  end  of  his  lease, 
it  having  been  his  reasonable  expecta- 
tion that  he  would  have  it.  Well,  he 
did  not  know  that  he  would  have  an  in- 
superable objection  to  that ;  but  he  did 
most  strongly  object  to  the  indiscrimi- 
nate violation  of  leases  proposed  by  the 
GK>vemment.  It  was  no  part  of  the  Bill 
when  it  was  introduced  to  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  he  could  not  conceive 
why  it  should  exist.  He  cordially  sup- 
ported the  Amendment. 

Lord  EMLY  suggested  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  except  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  clause  cases  in  which  the 
landlord  wished  to  resume  the  farm  for 
his  own  occupation.  He  hoped,  how- 
ever, that  the  Oovemment  would  not 
stultify  themselves  by  adopting  the 
Amendment. 

Eakl  CAIRNS  observed,  that  it  was 
said  that  if  they  accepted  the  Amend* 
ment  they  would  cause  g^eat  dissatisfac- 
tion to  the  occupying  tenants.  But  the 
question  was,  whether  they  ought  to 
eive  cause  for  dissatisfaction  to  the  right- 
ful owner,  or  to  the  person  who  was  the 
occupying  tenant?  It  would  be  quite 
impossible  to  satisfy  both  the  landlord 
and  the  tenant,  one  of  whom  could  alone 
be  the  occupier  of  the  farm.  But  who, 
he  asked,  would  have  the  better  right 
to  its  occupation  ?  Surely  the  landlord 
to  whom  it  belonged.  In  reference  to 
the  point,  he  had  received  a  letter  from 
a  correspondent,  showing  how  he  had 
let  a  farm  for  a  certain  period  with  the 
intention  of  handing  it  over  to  his  son 
at  the  end  of  the  lease.  With  this  in 
view,  he  had  trained  his  son  to  agricul- 
tural pursuits ;  but  now  that  the  Land 
Bill  had  been  introduced,  ho  feared  his 
object  would  be  frustrated,  for  by  its 
provisions  the  present  lessee  would,  at 
the  expiration  of  his  term,  become 
nominally  a  yearly  tenant,  but  virtually 
a  tenant  for  a  minimum  period  of  15 
years  more. 

The  Easl  of  KIMBERLEY,  in  reply 
to  the  statement  of  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll)  that  a  man  at  tlie  end 
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of  His  lease  could  go  to  the  Court,  said, 
that  only  a  present  tenant  could  go  to 
the  Court  under  the  Bill. 

The  Mabqttess  of  SALISBUBT  was 
of  opinion  that  their  Lordships  mi^ht 
safely  accept  the  Amendment,  and  regeot 
the  propoBiEds  of  the  G-ovemment,  for 
the  right  hon.  G-entleman  at  the  head 
of  the  G-ovemment  had  said,  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  that  he  could  not 
exclude  from  his  consideration  that  this 
question  did  not  rest  with  the  Commons 
alone,  but  that  there  was  another  House 
which  was  constitutionally  entitled  to 
give  its  independent  vote  on  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill ;  and  he  felt  that,  if 
having  brought  it  in  as  one  measure, 
the  Commons  sent  it  up  to  the  Lords  as 
another,  most  justly  might  the  Lords  say 
— ''  We  are  dealing  with  a  set  of  men 
who  do  not  know  their  own  minds,  and 
we  refuse  to  bow  to  their  authority." 

On  question,  "That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
clause  ?  "  Their  Lordships  divided  : — 
Contents  69;  Not- Contents  142:  Ma- 
jority 83. 
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Jbon^L.     (jr.  Dn^.    Sfcuilejr  of  Aldarl^,  L 
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M§9oh§d  in  the  n^ttim. 

B4BL  0AIEN8,  in  moving  the  omifl- 
iioB,  in  page  1 6,  of  lines  34  to  86  indusiTe, 
which  vrofided  for  the  canoellation  of 
IssMs  nxroed  upon  the  tenants  since  the 
Ast  of   1870  hy  threat  of  eviction  or 
mndoA  inflnenoe  on  the  part  of  the  land- 
lovdy  Mdd,  he  thought  the  insertion  of 
ftoae  wurds  was  one  of  the  instances  in 
wUflh  the  Qovernment  did  not  seem  to 
kaow  flieir  own  minds,  fbr  it  was  a 
Aaage  that  was  outside  the  original 
BOI,  and  might  be  well  described  as  an 
wstoseenoe  on  it.    What  the  datise  pro- 
Msd  to  do  was  to  give  a  Oonrt  of  three 
Judgee  power  to  oanoel  all  leases  made 
riiee  1870.    In  law  there  was  no  power 
k  a  Court  so  |;reat  and  transcendent  as 
Aal  of  enneeftmg  eontraots  executed  be- 
tvsen  the  parties.    It  was  a  power  ezer- 
rfSBd  in  biit  rare  cases,  always  with  the 
aKilset  eantiott,  and  on  certain  well- 
oovA  prineiples.    He  should  like  to 
kaow  what  were  the  faets  on  which  a 
daass  of  this  kind  was  justified.    That 
fsrt.  of  the  danse  which  referred  to 
Mda  of  lease  "  unreasonable  or  unfair 
Is  As  tensAt,  haTing  regard  to  the  pro- 
of the  Aol  of  1870,"  he  did  not 
Nor  could  he  understand 
of  the  words  "undue  influ- 
"  trtdofa  seemed  to  be  used  in  a 
fiflhrsnt  from  that  which    was 
Wsdlf  atMshed  to  them  in  law ;  and  he 
Aoda[  thersf ore,  Uke  to  hear  the  Qo- 
Twrnimf  iniorm  them  of  the  facts  which 
jaainuJ  the  olmiae,  which  seemed  to 
impose  that  the  leases  which  had  been 
rintiiril  sJnoe  1S70  oontained  unreason- 
iUstOBs^  and  Hiai  th^  were  obtained 
Ika  tHMM*  T^  mdue  influence. 


What  were  the  facts  which  justified  a 
statement  of  that  kind?    He  himself 
was  not  aware  of  any.    He  looked  to 
the  clause  to  see  what  were  the  jarrounds 
on  which  executed  leases  should  be  can- 
celled.   He  found  that  Ihe  Court  was 
to  be  satisfied  that  the  terms  of  the  lease 
were  unreasonable  or  unfair  to  the  ten- 
ant, having  regard  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  of  1870.    He  looked  to  the  Act 
of  1870,  and  he  found  that  it  authorized 
certain  leases  to  be  made  on  certain 
terms.    If  those  terms  were  complied 
with  the  leases  were   valid.    If  they 
were  not  complied  with  the  leases  were 
invalid,  and  nothing  more  need  be  said 
about  them.    They  did  not  require  to 
be  put  aside.    Therefore,  he  hoped  the 
GK)vemment  would  tell  them  what  was 
the  meaning  of  the  terms  he  had  re- 
ferred to — "  that  the  lease  contains  terms 
which  are  unreasonable,"  &c.    The  ee- 
cond  term  was  one  well  known  to  the 
law;  but  what  was  the  meaning  of  a 
lease  entered  into  under  threat  of  evic- 
tion?   The  Act  said  that  the  landlord 
might  evict  on  paying  the  cost  of  evic- 
tion;   therefore    he  had  the  right   to 
evict;   and   he   might  threaten  to  do 
that  which  he  had  the  legal  right  to 
do.      He   could  not    understand    that 
there  was  any  legal  or  moral  wrong 
to  be  redressed  in  a  lease  made  under 
this   Act.      If   a    Court   cancelled   an 
ordinary  lease,  it  would  say  that  the 
tenant  must  restore  possession  of  the 
land ;  but  in  this  case  the  tenant  was 
to  continue  to  occupy  the  land  for  a 
term  of  15  years,  which  might  be  in- 
definitely extended.     The  Prime  Minis- 
ter, in  1870,  said  that  the  Act  of  that 
year  was  framed  upon  the  principle  that 
from  the  moment  it  passed  every  Irish- 
man must  be  absolutely  responsible  for 
every  contract  into  which  he  entered. 
Now,  he  was  told  that  if  he  had  taken 
a  lease  at  a  certain  rent  the  Court  would 
cancel  it,  and  the  same  Court  would 
give  him   continuity  or  perpetuity  of 
tenure  at  a  revised  rent.     That  was  a 
proposition  beyond  anything  ever  pre- 
sented to  Parliament.    What  facts  were 
there  to  justify  such  legislation  ?    What 
proof  was  there  that  the  landlords  had 
in  one  or  in  100  instances  been  guilty 
of  conduct  which  required  such  legisla- 
tions-legislation which  was  absolutely 
without  precedent?    If  there  were  no 
such  facts,  as  he  believed  there  were 
nonOi  he  hoped  the  Committee  would 
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not  sanction  the  proposal  of  the  Qovem- 
ment. 

Movedy  In  page  16,  to  leave  ont  lines 
24  to  ^^.—{The  Earl  Cairns,) 

Lord  OAELINGFOED  said,  the  power 
to  which  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
(Earl  Cairns)  had  objected  was  a  tem- 
porary power  proposed  to  be  given  for 
six  months  to  the  Land  Commission,  on 
the  belief  of  the  Government  that  there 
had  been  extraordinary  and  exceptional 
transactions  of  the  kind  referred  to 
during  the  last  10  years  in  Lreland. 
Unless  the  Qovernment  were  greatly 
mistaken,  there  was  reason  to  believe 
that  in  certain  cases  leases,  such  as 
they  had  no  conception  of  in  this  coun- 
try, had  been  forced  upon  tenants  by 
the  threat  of  eviction— leases  violating 
the  whole  spirit  of  the  Land  Act,  and 
absolutely  contrary  to  the  interests  and 
wishes  of  the  tenants.  That  was  the 
foundation  of  the  portion  of  the  clause 
which  it  was  proposed  to  omit.  The 
lease  provided  by  the  Land  Act  of  1870 
as  an  alternative  for  the  other  provisions 
of  the  Act  was  to  be  a  lease  or  31  years' 
duration,  and  it  was  to  leave  to  the  ten- 
ant, at  the  end  of  the  term,  a  claim  for 
permanent  improvements  such  as  build- 
ings and  reclamations;  but  the  leases 
which  had  been  forced  on  tenants  had 
compelled  them  to  abandon  that  right 
to  the  value  of  their  improvements  which 
had  been  secured  to  them.  It  must  be 
remembered  that  the  conditions  which 
alone  would  make  the  sub-section  appli- 
cable were,  that  it  should  be  proved  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Court  that  the  tenant 
had  accepted  a  lease  of  the  character  he 
had  described,  and  that  he  had  been 
compelled  and  coerced  into  accepting  it 
under  the  threat  of  eviction ;  and  it  was 
on  the  supposition  of  such  facts  being 
proved  to  the  Court  that  it  had  been  de- 
cided to  give  to  the  Government  this  ex- 
ceptional power.  Undoubtedly,  there  was 
a  large  body  of  evidence  to  the  effect  tliat 
this  kind  of  thing  had  been  going  on  in 
Ireland,  and  it  was  the  kind  of  evidence 
on  which  there  was  reason  to  rely.  [  *  *  Oh, 
oh ! '']  He  said  that  advisedly.  The  evi- 
dence of  a  man  bringing  forward  his 
own  grievance  must  be  received  with  sus- 
picion; but  there  was  a  large  body  of 
evidence  before  the  Land  Commissioners 
given  by  men  of  experience  who  knew 
what  had  been  going  on  in  their  own 
neighbourhoods.    To  say  that  no  attan- 
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tion  whatever  should  be  paid  to  snch 
evidence  seemed  to  him  absurd.  He 
would  remind  the  noble  Duke  opposite 
(the  Duke  of  Bichmond)  that  there  were 
produced  before  the  Commission  over 
which  the  noble  Duke  had  himself  pre- 
sided five  separate  leases  which  had  been 
forced  upon  one  tenant,  and  in  each  case 
with  an  increase  of  rent,  the  leases  being 
of  terms  of  seven,  two,  one,  six,  and  21 
years,  and  the  last  one  being  after  the 
passing  of  the  Act  of  1870.  ^ese  leases 
could  not  be  called  free  contracts  be- 
tween man  and  man,  because  they  were 
forced  on  the  tenant  by  threat  of  evic- 
tion. A  witness  before  the  Bessborough 
Commission  described  the  leases  enforc^ 
on  his  brother  tenants.  The  leases,  he 
said,  were  compulsory ;  there  was  a 
memorandum  sent  by  the  agent,  stating 
that  if  they  did  not  accept  the  leasee 
their  rents  would  be  raised;  the  rente 
were  raised,  at  the  same  time  the  land- 
lord claimed  all  existing  improvements, 
and,  at  the  expiration  of  the  lease,  they 
were  denied  the  right  given  by  the  Act 
of  1870  to  claim  for  improvements  made 
during  their  term.  These  fSeu^  would 
prove  that  this  provision  had  not  been 
wantonly  proposed  by  the  Government. 
The  cases  they  wished  to  interfere  with 
were  those  which  were  totally  oontraiy 
to  every  notion  of  anything  like  free 
contract ;  indeed,  to  call  them  so  was  a 
farce ;  and  he  contended  that  they  justi- 
fied, for  a  limited  time,  the  intervention 
of  the  Court.  The  Government  would 
abide  by  the  proposal  which  they  had 
made. 

The  Mabqxtbss  of  LANSDOWNE 
said,  there  were  great  objections  to  this 
part  of  the  clause.  He  regretted  that 
the  proposal  should  have  been  m.ade ; 
but  as  it  involved  a  serious  charge 
against  the  landlords,  and  as  the  matter 
was  one  to  which  the  noble  Lord  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal  attached  some  import- 
ance, he  thought  it  might  be  question* 
able  prudence  on  the  part  of  the  land- 
lords if  they  receded  from  the  ohallenffe 
and  refused  to  submit  these  leases  to  the 
scrutiny  of  the  Court.  In  order  that  the 
landlords  might  not  have  even  the  appear- 
ance  of  refusing  to  submit  to  the  sort  of 
investigation  t£e  clause  contemplated, 
he  should  not  vote  against  the  Gfovem- 
ment. 

The  Eabl  of  DXTNEAYEN  said,  his 
impression  was  that  this  provision  oi  the 
dause  would  be  found  exceedingly  b^ne?. 
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fieud  to  the  laadlordB.  He  had  about  20 
lenantB  holding  under  leases  made  since 
1870,  and  all  oomplained  that  ^e  leases 
had  been  fbroed  on  them.  There  was 
not  the  amalleet  ground  for  that  oom- 
dain^  and,  for  hia  own  part,  he  welcomed 
the  proposed  iuTOstigation.  But  some 
eaaea  might  have  occurred  which  were 
objectionable  to  the  Act  of  1870.  He 
would  not  vote  for  tiie  Amendment. 

Thx  Mabqttsss  of  SALISBUBT  said, 
that  the  generous  and  chivalrous  spirit 
in  which  the  two  noble  Lords  who  nad 
laat  apohen  proposed  to  submit  to  the 
judgment  of  the  Court  was  conclusive 
aa  fir  aa  they  were  concerned;  but  there 
were  other  landlords  in  Ireland  who 
miffht  not  be  so  ready  to  submit  to  a 
trial  without  the  faintest  trace  of  evi- 
dence being  adduced  to  establish  a 
primdfmcU  case  against  them.  For  the 
■nellest  accusation  acrainst  the  meanest 
peraon,  some  pnmA  Jaei$  evidence  suffi- 
cient to  satisfy  a  Girand  Juiy  must  be 
bsonght  forward,  and  the  documents 
mpoiL  which  the  accusation  rested  must 
be  produced.  But  in  both  these  respects 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  want- 
ing in  making  out  their  case.  The  noble 
Loud  the  Lora  Privy  Sc 


Seal  had  said  that 
there  waa  conclusive  evidence  on  the  sub- 
ject in  many  leases.  Well,  he  would  like 
to  have  aome  of  theleases  of  which  men- 
tion  liad  been  made,  with  the  terms 
therein  described  as  unreasonable  and 
vafair,  produced.   The  noble  Lord  men- 
tioned a  case  brought  before  the  Rich- 
mond Oommismon  of  a  21  years'  lease 
made  since  the  Act  of  1870,  in  which 
vsij  hard  terms  were  imposed ;  but  the 
9^  moot  given  was  that  the  rent  was 
niaeo.  Last  night  the  House  had  heard 
nothing  but  praises  of  those  who  pro- 
poaed  to  raise  their  rents. 

LoBD  CABLINOFOBD  said,  the  rent 
had  been  raised  five  times  over  within 
a  fiBiw  yeara  in  the  case  he  had  men- 


Xki  Mabquxss  of  SALISBUBY  said, 
ift  must  be  remembered  that  the  phrase 
"flueat  of  eviction  "  was  a  very  nollow 
flue.  It  constantly  happened  that  a 
nan  said  to  a  tenant — ''I  wish  that 
Ab  1«^Mi«g  ahould  be  held  under  lease. 
If  yon  are  willing  to  take  a  lease  of 
jmxB,  I  ahall  be  deUghted  to  ^  on  with 
wm.  But  if  you  are  not  willmg,  some- 
Do^  alae  will  oe."  It  was  the  ordinary 
lUit  of  the  landlord  to  decide  the  kind 
aTtnmie  wider  which  the  land  should 


be  held.  If  the  GK)vemment  intended 
to  attach  this  novel  and  totally  unheard 
of  condition  to  leases  contracted  after 
1870,  they  ought  not  to  have  included 
within  that  Act  provisions  that  greatly 
encouraged  the  making  of  leases ;  they 
ought  to  have  warned  the  landlords  of 
the  danger  they  ran  in  contracting  in- 
struments hitherto  regarded  as  sacred 
by  the  law.  This  was  only  another  in* 
stance  of  utter  disregard  of  all  sanctity 
of  contract,  and  of  all  rights  belonging 
to  the  landlord,  and  of  how  the  Go- 
vernment rushed  in  directly  anybody 
suggested  that  it  was  the  means  of  satis- 
fying the  tenant  class  in  Ireland. 

Thb  LOED  chancellor,  in  ob- 
jectine  to  the  Amendment,  said,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  had  forgotten 
that  in  tne  evidence  before  the  Besa- 
borough  Commission  it  had  been  stated 
that,  in  some  parts  of  the  South  of  Ire- 
land, considerable  pressure  had  been  put 
upon  tenants  to  contract  themselves  outof 
the  Act  of  1870,  in  a  manner  which  could 
not,  without  inquiry,  be  presumed  to  have 
been,  in  aU  cases,  fair  and  reasonable. 
That  beiuff  so,  he  should  have  thought 
that  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Earl 
Cairns)  and  the  noble  Marquess  would 
have  said  that  it  was  not  within  the 
spirit  or  intention  of  the  Act  of  1870  to  en- 
courage that  class  of  transactions.  There 
certainly  was  evidence  enough  to  justify 
an  inquiry  whether  these  things  had 
occurred  or  not.  The  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  and  the 
noble  Ean  (the  Earl  of  Dunraven),  on 
whose  estates  it  was  most  improbable 
that  anything  of  the  kind  had  taken 
place,  said  that  it  was  for  the  public  in- 
terest that,  if  there  were  such  transac- 
tions, the  Court  should  inquire  into  and 
decide  against  them.  If  the  Court  was 
of  opinion  that  there  was  no  improper 
pressure  the  leases  would  remain ;  if  the 
Court  should  decide  otherwise,  he  owned 
it  would  not  be  in  accordance  with  his 
ideas  of  equity  that  the  leases  should 
remain.  But  the  worst  thing  that  could 
happen  was  that  that  House  should  say 
there  should  be  no  such  inquiry. 

The  Duke  of  AEGYLL  said,  that 
after  the  speech  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (the  Lord  Chancellor),  who  had 
declared  that  there  was  a  primd  facie 
case  showing  that  tenants,  especially 
small  ones,  had  been  coerced,  he  should 
be  unwilling  to  refuse  to  give  this  juris- 
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diction  to  the  Oourt.  He  felt,  however, 
that  the  allegations  in  99  oases  out  of 
100  were  absolutely  false.  Yesterday 
he  met  an  agent  well-known  in  the 
North  and  South  of  Ireland,  and  he 
asked  him  whether  such  cases  had  oc- 
curred. The  agent  said  that  he  knew 
of  none  himself,  but  he  had  heard  of 
one.  He  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  believed 
the  result  of  an  investigation  would  come 
to  that — a  result  not  imfavourable  to  the 
landlords  of  Ireland,  and  he  hoped  the 
House  would  not  refuse  to  grant  the 
jurisdiction. 

Earl  CAIBNS  said,  that  the  question 
was  whether  the  House  ought  to' sanction 
legislation  of  an  absolutely  novel  charac- 
ter. Nothing  like  it,  or  approaching  it, 
had  hitherto  been  known ;  and  a  most 
dangerous  precedent,  and  one  that  would 
probably  be  often  used  in  the  future, 
would  be  created  if  the  dause  were  al- 
lowed to  pass  without  amendment.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (the  Lord  Ohan- 
cellor)  seemed  to  be  aware  of  that,  and 
most  ingeniously  he  glided  aside  and 
took  up  a  new  position.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  thought,  having  looked  at 
the  evidence,  there  was  a  case  for  in- 
quiry. Well,  let  there  be  inquiry,  and 
then  after  inquiry  they  would  see  what 
legislation  ought  to  be  made.  But  do 
not  let  them  legislate  first,  and  then 
make  the  inquiry  afterwards. 

Lord  TALBOT  DE  MALAHIDE  sup- 
ported the  argument  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl  (Earl  Cairns).  The  policy 
of  the  Government  might  be  described 
in  two  words,  as  ''Jedburgh  justice," 
or  execute  first  and  try  afterwards.  The 
proposal  embodied  in  the  latter  por- 
tion of  the  clause  was  manifestly  un- 
just, and  he  hoped  that  it  would  be  re- 
jected. 

Viscount  POWEESCOURT  supported 
the  clause. 

Lord  DUNS  ANY  objected  to  legis- 
lating first  and  inquiring  afterwards. 

The  Dukb  op  MARLBOROUGH  con- 
sidered that  the  evidence  taken  before 
the  Bessborough  Commission  was  of  an 
extraordinary  nature,  and  was  given 
principally  by  tenant  farmers.  As  that 
evidence  would  be  brought  before  the 
Commissioners  in  consequence  of  its  cha- 
racter, he  ventured  to  say  it  could  not 
be  safely  relied  upon  as  enabling  them 
to  arrive  at  raoper  dedsionB. 

Tes    LORD    CHANCELLOR    re- 
marked that  the  evidenoe  to  whioh  he 
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referred  did  not  come  firom  tenant  fiur- 
mers,  but  from  landowners,  and  land 
agents,  and  other  experts. 

On  question,  ''That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
clause  ?  "  Their  Lordships  divided  : — 
Contents  90 ;  Not-Contents  150  :  Ma- 
jority 60. 
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Ormathwaite,  L.  Strathspey,  L.  (B,  Sim* 
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Raglan,  L.  Talbot  de  Malahide,  L 
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Rodney,  L. 

Rowton,  L. 

Sackville,  L. 

Saltonn,  L.  Walsingham,  L. 

Scaredale,  L.  Wentworth,  L. 

Shnte,  L.      ( F.  Bar-  WiUoughby  de  Broke, 

rington.)  L. 

Somerhill,  L.  (JUT.  ClaH'  Wimbome,  L. 

riearie.)  Windsor,  L. 

Stanley  of  Alderley,  L.  Wynf  ord,  L. 

E69oh$d  in  the  negative. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clauses  20  to  22,  indusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  23  (Purchase  of  estates  by 
commission  and  resale  in  parcels  to  ten- 
ants). 

LoBD  EMLT,  in  moving  the  omission 
of  the  condition  that,  for  the  purposes  of 
the  section,  a  competent  number  of  ten- 
ants should  mean  a  body  of  tenants  who 
were  not  less  in  number  than  three- 
fourths  of  the  whole  number  of  tenants  on 
the  estate,  said,  he  was  sorry  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  did  not  attach  to 
these  portions  of  the  Bill  the  importance 
they  deserved,  for,  in  his  opinion,  there 
could  be  no  more  real  peace  and  con- 
tentment in  Ireland  until  the  basis  of 
property  was  extended  by  largely  in- 
creasing the  number  of  proprietors. 
With  that  end  in  view  it  was  necessary 
to  pass  this  Amendment. 

Moved,  In  page  19,  line  12,  to  leave 
out  from  (** tenants,")  to  ("who")  in 
line  13.— (7%tf  Lord  Emly,) 

LoBD  CABUNGFOBD  said,  he  could 
assure  his  noble  Friend  that  the  Govern- 
ment attached  the  greatest  importance 
to  this  part  of  the  measure ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  they  did  not  think  it  would 
be  prudent  to  relax  the  condition  con- 
tained in  the  words  which  it  was  now 
proposed  to  omit.  The  effect  of  leaving 
out  that  condition  would  be  that  it 
would  be  possible  for  two  large  tenants 
paying  two-thirds  of  the  whole  rent  of 
the  estate  to  settle  the  question  of  the 
purchase.  The  result  would  be  that 
the  residuum  of  the  estate  occupied  by 
the  small  tenants,  who  were  unable  or 
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unwilling  to  pay,  would  be  thrown  into 
the  hands  of  the  Commissioners.  The 
Qovemmenty  therefore,  thought  it  would 
be  imprudent  to  accede  to  we  Amend- 
ment. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE 
said,  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Emly)  did 
not  wish  to  saddle  the  Land  Commission 
with  the  residuum  of  the  small  occu- 
piers ;  he  only  wished  to  leave  the  hands 
of  the  Commission  a  little  less  closely 
tied  than  they  were  at  present  by  the 
terms  of  the  Bill.  It  was  perfectly  fair 
to  b'mit  the  responsibility  of  the  Com- 
mission by  enacting  that  that  responsi- 
bility should  not  extend  beyond  two- 
thirds  of  the  whole  purchase  money ;  but 
a  numerical  limit,  which  prevented  the 
sale  taking  place  unless  three-fourths  of 
the  tenants  were  willing  to  become  pur- 
chasers, was  a  needless  restriction  of  the 
Commissioners'  powers. 

Visoouirr  MONCK  thought  it  neces- 
sary that  a  certain  defined  majority  of 
the  tenants  ought  to  be  secured  before 
an  estate  was  offered  for  sale. 

Thb  Marquess  of  SALISBURY 
hoped  the  Qovemment  would  accept 
the  Amendment. 

On  question,  ''  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
clause?"  Their  Lordships  divided: — 
Contents  51;  Not-Contents  206:  Ma- 
jority 165. 
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Leven  and  Melville,  E. 
Lovelace,  E. 
Lytton,  E. 
mcdesfleld,  £. 
Manvers,  E. 
Mar  and  Eellie,  E. 
Minto,  E. 
Morton,  E. 
Mount  Edgoombey  E. 


Nelson,  E. 
Onslow,  E. 
Pembroke  and  II 

g^mery,  E. 
Powis,  E. 
Radnor,  E. 
Ravensworth,  E. 
Redesdale,  E. 
Romney,  E. 
Rosse,  E. 
Rosslyn,  E. 
Sandwich,  E. 
Sondes,  E. 
Stanhope,  E. 
Strange,  E.  {JD.Al 
Strath)nore  and  K 

horn,  E. 
Suffolk  and  BeiU 

E. 
Yerulam,  E. 
Waldegrave,  £. 
Winton,  E.  {E.  Mi 

toun.") 
Zetland,  E. 

Clancarty,  V.  (J.  0 

carty.) 
Comb^rmere,  V. 
Cranbrook,  V. 
Doneraile,  V. 
Gough,  V. 
Hardinge,  V. 
Hawarden,  V. 
Hereford,  V. 
Hill,V. 
Hood,  V. 
Hutchinson,  V. 

Donottghmore) 
Lifford,  V. 
Melville,  V. 
Powerscourt,  V. 
Sidmouth,  V. 
Templetown,  V. 

Aberdare,  L. 
Abing^,  L. 
Alington,  L. 
Amher8t,L.(r.ir«AR 

dale.) 
Ardilaun,L. 
ArundeU  of  Waidsi 

L. 
Ashford,L.  (F.Ji' 
Aveland,  L. 
Bateman,  L. 
Beaumont,  L. 
Belper,  L. 
Borthwick,  L. 
Botreauz,  L.  (#•'• 

doun.) 
Braboume,  L. 
Brancepeth,   L. 

Brodrick,L.(r.l0 

ton,) 
Ounoys,  L. 
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iati^h.  (KCkfya-  Montegle,     L.      (M. 

'.)  ,  Sligo^ 

mune,  li.  Monteagle  of  Brandon, 

islordy  Ij.  L. 

aU,  L.    {JSL  LeU  Moore,  L.     (if.  Dro^- 

ikJj.lE,DanUeg,)  Mortyn,  L. 

Off  L.  Napier,  L. 

Mter,  li.  Norihirick,  L. 

le  of  Cnlroes,  L.  Norton,  L. 

n,  L.  O'Neill,  L. 

eyne,  L.  Qranmore  and  Browne, 

luB  and  Dndley,        L. 

Ormonde,  L.    (Jf.  Or- 
Bn«  Lt.  moHd$.) 

If  it.  Penrhyn,  L. 

•  L.  Flnnket,  L. 

or,  tk  Poltimore,  L. 

gton,  L.  Ponsonby,  L.  {E,  Bess- 
ndle  and   Clan-        borough,) 

&I«  Ik  Raglan,  L. 

Nvough,  L.  Ranfarly,  L.  (i?.  jSa»- 
Htcoe,  L.  /M^y-) 

K     [Ttf/^.]  Rayleigh,  L. 

k,Ii.  (X.  iVi^tin'.}  Rodney,  L. 

0,14.  (B,FiMff«li.)  Rowton,  L. 

rd,  L.  (^.  XtM#.  Sackvillo,  L. 

.)  Saltersford,    L.      (i?. 
li.     (F.  Ge^i.)  Omrtown,) 

mrton,   L.     ( r.  Saltoan,  L. 

iMJwfM.)  Shnte,  L.  ( V,  Barring- 
id»  L.     {E.  Ora-        Urn) 

i)  Silchester,  L.  {E.  Long- 
He,  L.  ford,) 

da  Raddiffe,  L.  Somerton,  L.  {E,  Nor- 
Grtf  d$  Wilton.)        manton^ 

ch,  Ifc  Stanley  ozAlderley,  L. 

■nere,L.(L.i7ffi-  Stewart  of  Garlies,  L. 
«r.)  {E.  Oallowag.) 

flrtniy  L.  Stratheden  and  Camp- 
L.  {E.  EiMtaul.)       bell,  L. 

nbary,  L.  Strathspey,  L.  {E.  Sea" 
[jhtai,  L.  Ji$ld,) 

te,.I<-  Talbot  de  Malahide,  L. 

ii^Bin,  L.  Templemore,  L. 

SL.    (Jf.  JSfMuf-  Tollemache,  L. 
Tredegar,  L. 

i^L  rir.  Lothimn.)  Ttevor,  L. 

Abn,  L  (£.  f  tfi-  Tyrone,  L.  (if.  ^a^^- 
»».}  ford,) 

W^  L.  Ventry,  L. 

Mn,  Ii.     ( F.  Ltif-  Vernon,  L. 

yj  Walsingham,  L. 

■Uwiuugli,  L.  Wavenay,  L. 

Id  ad  HoUand,  L;  Wenlock,  L. 

Xigm^')  Wentworth,  L. 

UtoD,  L.  WiUoughby  de  Broke, 

■n,  L.  Wimbome,  L. 

31 L  Windsor,  L. 

\h,  {V.  Mimck.)  Wynford,  L. 

I«M  in  the  nsgatwe, 
Ohuaey  as  amended,  o^r^e^  to. 
Cham  24  to  80,  inolusiye,  agreed  to. 

Obaee  31  (Frooeedings  of  CommiB- 

loD  &BEVILLE  asked  if  the  Ist 
^^eoftion  oonld  not  be  given  up. 
n^i  if  fhdr  Londahipa  had  any  oon- 


fidence  in  the  Commission  which  they 
had  appointed,  they  might  leave  it  to 
them  to  be  satisfied  of  the  expediency  of 
purchasing  the  estate. 

Lord  OAELINGFORD,  in  reply, 
said,  the  clause  was  necessary  to  the 
Bill,  it  heing  a  Treasury  clause,  and  the 
Government  could  not  give  it  up. 

LoBD  GREYILLE  then  moved  the 
omission  of  the  1st  sub-section,  which 
provides  that — 

"  The  Land  Commission,  before  buying  any 
estate,  shall  reasonably  satisfy  themselves  that 
a  resale  can  be  effected  without  loss,  and 
that  the  purchasers  will  be  in  a  position  to  work 
their  holdings  profitably.'' 

The  noble  Lord  said  he  did  it  on  the 
ground  that  a  discretion  should  be  left 
to  the  Court  in  these  matters,  and  that 
the  Court,  already  overburdened  with 
work,  if  further  encumbered  with  specific 
directions,  would  probably  come  to  a 
dead-lock. 

Moved,  In  page  25,  line  14,  to  leave 
out  from  (*'  The  ")  to  (*' profitably,")  in 
line  17.— (7%d  Lord  Greville.) 

Viscount  MONCK  said,  that  the  work 
before  the  Commissioners  seemed  to  him 
to  be  appalling.  He  was  afraid  that 
the  Commissioners  would  be  so  flooded 
with  work  that  the  whole  thing  would 
fall  through.  A  little  more  might  be 
left  to  their  discretion  without  binding 
them  down  by  so  many  conditions  as 
existed  in  the  clause.  He  would  advise 
their  Lordships  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  noble  Friend.  

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUEY 
hoped  the  Government  would  not  put 
the  Committee  to  the  inconvenience  of 
again  parading  through  the  heated  Di- 
vision Lobbies,  if  it  could  be  avoided. 

The  Eakl  of  KIMBEELEY  said,  it 
would  be  unpardonable  to  ask  the  Com- 
mittee to  take  another  division ;  but 
he  had  felt  it  his  duty  to  take  the 
last  division  upon  this  matter,  which  in- 
volved the  expenditure  of  money.  He 
should  regret  that  the  words  ''  and 
that  the  purchasers  will  be  in  a  posi- 
tion to  work  their  holdings  profit- 
ably" should  be  omitted,  seeing  that, 
in  this  case,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  consider  the  importance  of 
looking  to  the  interests  of  the  public 
Treasury.  It  was  only  natural  that  the 
landlords  should  widi  to  make  the 
terms  and  conditions  as  easy  for  them- 
selves aa  possible.     The  dause  gave 
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Bimple  directions  for  the  protection  of 
the  public  purse.  The  Land  Commis- 
sioners were  to  be  reasonably  satisfied 
that  the  sales  could  be  effected  without 
loss. 

The  Makqttess  of  SALISBURY  pro- 
tested against  the  interpretation  that 
the  landlords  wished  to  get  rid  of  their 
estates  at  the  most  advantageous  terms. 
They  simply  wished  to  give  every  fa- 
cility possible  to  that  policy  of  creating 
small  proprietors  in  Ireland  which  would 
have  beneficial  results. 

Amendment  agr$ed  to;  sub-section 
struck  out  accordingly. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  Cairns, 
sub- section  (2.)  struck  out  of  the  clause. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  32  (Transfer  of  purchase  powers 
of  Board  of  Works  to  Land  Commis- 
sion). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Privy 
Seal,  the  following  Amendments  made : 
—In  page  26,  line  13,  after  (**Act,") 
insert  (''  and  subject  to  the  provision  of 
this  Act;")  and  in  line  14,  leave  out 
("Act,'')  and  insert  (Acts"). 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to 

Clause  33  agreed  to. 

Clause  34  (Court  to  mean  civil  bill 
court). 

The  Earl  of  EOSSE  moved,  in  page 
27,  line  24,  after  ("accordingly,")  to 
insert— 

("  WTiere  the  judicial  rent  in  respect  of  any 
holding  is  fixed  by  the  court  or  the  Land  Com- 
mission, the  court  or  Land  Commission  shall 
cause  an  entry  of  the  amount  of  such  judicial 
rent  to  be  made  in  a  book  to  be  kept  tor  such 
purpose  in  the  prescribed  manner,  and  in  every 
case  in  which  the  amount  of  the  judicial  rent 
so  fixed  shall  be  higher  or  lower  than  the  rent 
theretofore  payable,  the  Land  Commission  shall 
add  to  such  entry  the  circumstances  and  rea- 
sons in  and  for  which  such  judicial  rent  was 
fixed  at  such  amount,  and  in  every  case  the 
court  or  the  Land  Commission  shall  give  to  the 
landlord  and  tenant  a  copy  of  such  entry.") 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  hoped 
the  noble  Earl  would  not  press  the 
Amendment.  It  would  not  work,  and, 
in  his  opinion,  the  latter  part  of  it 
would  be  in  the  highest  degree  unde- 
sirable, and  would  be  calculated  to  raise 
much  controversy. 

iimanAnieu.^egatived. 
OLaose  agreed  to. 

dauMS  86  to  40,  indniTe,  agreed  U, 
n$  £arl  of  Ktmhrley 


Clause  41  (Quorum  of  Commission). 

Earl  CAIRNS  moved,  in  page  30| 
line  11,  to  leave  out  from  (''  by '')  to  the 
end  of  the  clause,  and  insert — 

("  All  three  Commissioners  sitting  toflethn 
and  thereupon  such  case  shall  be  hearaby  all 
three  Commissioners  sitting  together,  except  m 
the  case  of  the  illness  or  unavoidable  absenoe  of 
any  one  Commissioner,  when  any  such  case  majt 
with  the  consent  of  the  parties,  be  heard  by  tw* 
Commissioners  sitting  togoUier.") 

The  noble  and  learned  Earl  said,  ihA 
clause  informed  them  that  aU  the  poweis 
of  the  Bill  were  to  be  exercised  not  only 
by  the  Commission,  but  by  the  Bub- 
Commissioners  ,'  but  who  the  Sub-Com- 
missioners were  they  did  not  know.  The 
clause  provided  that  where  a  person  wie 
dissatisfied  with  the  judgment  of  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Commission  or  of  a  Sub-Oom- 
missioner,  the  party  might  require  the 
case  to  be  re-heard  by  at  least  two  Com- 
missioners. He  proposed  to  amend  Ae 
clause  so  that  it  would  require  the  oaie 
to  be  re-heard  by  all  three  Commii- 
sioners  sitting  together. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  oppoeed 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  42  and  43  agreed  to. 

Clause  44  (Powers  of  Commission). 

Earl  CAIENS  moved,  in  page  31^ 
line  1,  after  (**may,")  insert — 

("In  case  it  thinks  tit  to  pennit  aoypsztr 
aggrieved  by  the  decision  dP  too  Land  (JommH* 
sion  in  any  proceedings  to  appeal  in  inspect  oC 
any  matter  arising  in  sudi  proceedinfts  to  Hi# 
Majesty's  Conrt  of  Appeal  in  Ireland.^') 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  remaikfll 
that  the  Land  Court  was  constituted  wifli 
special  powers,  involving  a  large  disore- 
tion  as  to  their  exercise,  and  their  de- 
cisions were  more  like  those  of  arbi- 
trators. The  questions  it  dealt  with  won 
not,  like  legal  questions,  suitable  tttt 
appeal.  There  was  power  g^ven  by  tbe 
cLftuse,  as  it  stood,  to  send  any  qaeetioBe 
of  law  which  might  arise  to  me  Court 
of  Appeal.  He,  therefore,  objected  to  the 
Amendment. 

Ths  Mabquess  of  SALIBBUEY  said, 
it  was  essential  to  the  character  of  arU« 
trators  that  they  should  be  appointed  by 
the  parties  concerned  in  tne  dispute. 
Therefore,  it  was  impossible  to  deal  with 
this  as  a  question  of  arbitration.  Thei» 
Oommisrionere  were  appoiatod  by  'Bm 
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IfagMtj'i  Qtsiwmnmmii,  who  were  oer-  line  28,  to  ("  ezoeeding,")  in  line  80, 

tuujiiot  impartial  at  between  the  two  both  indarive,   and  insert  (''the  rent 

■da  in  theae  qnestione.    Judges  ap«  payable  in  respect  of   whioh  does  not 

yomtsd  with  sneh  ezoeptional  powers,  ezoeed.")    The  noble  Lord  said,  it  was 

nd  in  each  an   ezoeptional  manner,  well  known  that  Ghriffith's  valuation  was 

posssHed  all  tiie  attributes  of  arbitrators  no  indication  of  the  real  value. 

OBspt  that  of  impartiality.    Their  pro-  The  Eabl  of  KIMBEELEY  a^eed 

sssdmn  were  very  likely  to  be  regarded  that  Ghriffith's  valuation  was  unsatisfac- 

mOk  mscontent  and  suspicion,  and  no*  tory ;  but  it  would  be  still  more  unsatis- 

tfciagwaa  more  ealenlated  to  remove  that  factory  and  inconvenient  to  take  the 

fisoontant  and  aospioion  than  the  know-  actual  rent.    The  rent  did  not  represent 

hdge  that  there  was  a  power  of  appe&l  the  value  of  the  holding,   as  various 

to  an  adniittedhrimparkal  body.  Tnere-  drawbacks  ought  to  be  taken  into  consi- 

fin^  he  tniflted  Her  Majesty's  Govern-  deration. 

would  allow  the  Amendment  to  Thb  Mabquess  of  SALISBUHY  said, 

it  was  certain  that  whatever  might  be  a 

TnLOBDOHANOELLOB  regretted  bad  test  of  valuation,  Griffith's  valua- 

Ihe  tone  of  the  noble  Marquess's  re-  tion  was  utterly  detestable  and  untrust- 

ka.  To  eay  that  the  Oommission  was  worthy. 

an  impartial  tribunal,  because  its  The  LOBD  CHANCELLOB  said,  that 

were  appointed  by  the  Gh>vem-  might  be  true  as  a  general  proposition ; 

I  a  Tery  rash  assertion,  and  he  but  the  question  was  what  was  desirable 

Jt  repudiated  it.    Men  of  all  poli-  in  this  case. 

linl  Parties,    when    they   aoeepted  a  Load    CLONCUBBT  withdrew  the 

jniSeial  offioOy  might  be  trusted  to  de-  Amendment,  as  it  was  too  late  to  discuss 

side  with  jndioial  impartiality  the  oases  it,  and  said  he  should  raise  the  question 

tnni^t  before  them.  on  the  Beport. 

nn  Mabquxss  or  SALISBUBT  said,  Amendment  (by  leave  of   the  Com- 

fee  did  not  qneetion  the  perfect  hones^  mittee)  withdrawn. 


themaelTee  to  their  task ;  but  he 

•enld  not  forget  the  fact  that  the  matters  ^l^^^e  54  agreed  to. 

m  wlaA  ^^^^^^I^J^^  ^^'^  Clause  65  (Definitions). 

_  of  one  of  those  sohoob  of  thought,  ^^  "^®  '^^' 

ihmj  had  been  appointed  by  a  Gt>-  Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 


it  whoee  prepossessions  in  regard       Clause  56  agreed  to. 
to fliat  particular  controversy  there  could        „         «., /a     •      •  i»  •     i_.i.x 

ki  no  dmht  about  whatever,  and  who  ^  Clause  57  (Saving  m  case  of  mability 

hit  annoanoed  the  necessity  of  their  to  make  immediate  apphcation  to  court). 
l|paiBting  gentlemen  who  had  such  pre-       Thb  Marquess   of    SALISBUBT 

fOMSHuma.  He  asserted  that  it  was  not  moved,  in  page  39,  lines  22  to  30  inclu« 

a  fcflMw^  of  arbitration,  and  that  the  sive,  to  leave  out  the  following  words : — 

■WllHeianfnein  whioh  it  had  been  ap-        ("Whenever,   within  six  months  after  the 

esd   deprived  it   of  that  particular  passing  of  this  Act,  any  action  shall  be  pending 

of  tmat  whioh  was  reposed  in  arbi-  O'  ^  brought  against  a  tenant  to  recover  a  debt 

M»,l»  W««  appointed  by  the  two  Tju'T^'aSd'all^ne^n^g'b'S^re^^au^ 

MMMDH^  parnea.  application  is  disposed  of,  the  court  before  which 

Aiasadment  acrt^d  to*  such  action  is  pending  shall  have  power,  upon 

n  j^^    ^^^^^j  4  Buch  terms  and  conditions  as  the  court  may 

Oaose,  aa  amended,  agreed  to.  ^^  At^  ^  .tay  the  sale,  under  any  writ  of 

Obosse  46  to  62,  inclusive,  agreed  to,  execution  in  such  action,  of  the  tenancy  in  re- 

lA  Amendments.  2^\  °^  Y^^^h  such  appUcation  is  pendii^  until 

_  the  termination  of  the  proceedings  to  fix  such 

Ipme  i3  (Arreaxa  of  rent,  how  dealt  judicial  rent.") 

^  The  noble  Marquess  said  that  if  the 

Lin)  0L0NC7UHBY  moved,  in  page  words  that  he  proposed  to  omit  were 

H^  liwe  oat  fiom  ("valued/')  in  now  rejected,  after  a  short  discussion, 
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they  would  only  die  bya  prooess  similar 
to  that  by  which  they  had  received  their 
birth.  At  the  very  end  of  the  Beport, 
in  the  House  of  Commons^  Mr.  Pamell 
suddenly  moved  this  singular  pendant 
to  the  clause,  and  obtained  its  accept- 
ance by  the  Government.  It  was  a  most 
extraordinary  clause.  By  its  operation 
any  tenant  who  had  not  paid  his  rent  to 
his  landlord,  or  his  interest  to  his  banker, 
or  who  had  not  satisfied  his  mortgagee, 
or  who  had  not  paid  his  tradesman, 
would  be  able  to  defer  any  action  taken 
against  him  by  a  creditor  by  the  simple 
process  of  applying  for  a  judicial  rent  to 
be  fixed.  The  respite  thereby  gained 
would  not  be  small  or  unimportant.  Be- 
sides the  immorality  of  the  proposal,  it 
threw  upon  the  Land  Commissioners 
work  far  in  excess  even  of  the  labours 
of  Hercules,  much  less  of  those  exalted 
natures,  notwithstanding  that  they  were 
already  over-burdened  with  an  amount 
of  business  which  he  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  would  say  would  result,  as 
one  of  the  first  phenomena  of  the  Bill, 
in  a  hopeless  dead-look.  A  further  delay 
might  be  interposed  if  the  debtor  were 
ingenious  enough  to  induce  his  friends 
also  to  apply  for  judicial  rents  to  the 
already  overworked  Assistant  Commis- 
sioner of  the  district.  By  that  process 
there  would  speedily  be  a  general  sus- 

f  tension  of  payment  of  debts  throughout 
reland.  He  believed  in  Eastern  coun- 
tries, on  the  occasion  of  any  great  public 
rejoicing,  it  was  sometimes  the  habit  of 
despotic  Sovereigns  to  announce  that  all 
debts  should  be  remitted.  He  did  not 
know  whether  such  an  announcement 
was  received  with  as  much  rejoicing 
amongst  the  creditors  as  amount  the 
debtors ;  but  on  the  principle  of  satis- 
fying everybody,  considering  that  the 
debtors  were  much  more  numerous  than 
the  creditors,  he  could  imagine  that 
the  Government  could  produce  no  more 
popular  measure  than  one  announcing 
to  all  debtors  in  Ireland  that  for  six 
months  or  two  years  they  need  not  pay 
their  debts.  He  ventured,  however,  to 
claim  justipe  for  England.  If  these 
benefits  were  to  be  given  to  Ireland, 
he  thought  it  would  be  found  that  a 
very  large  number  of  people  on  this  side 
of  St.  George's  Channel  would  be  of  opi- 
nion that  this  legislation  ought  not  to  oe 
confined  to  Ireland,  and  would  press  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  take  into  con- 
sideration the  condition  of  the  oppressed 

7Ji»  Mmrjum  of  SOkhurff 


Enelish  debtors.  He  thonffht  he  had 
said  enough  to  show  that  Sie  Amend- 
ment, which  was  hastily  brought  in  bj 
Mr.  Parnell,  without  Notice,  at  the  lart 
moment,  and  accepted  by  the  Gt)vera*. 
ment,  ought  not  to  be  allowed  by  their 
Lordships  to  form  part  of  this  measore. 

Load  CAELINGFOHD  said,  he  did 
not  think  the  Amendment  of  Mr.  PannaU 
to  the  clause  was  quite  so  wonderful  aa 
the  noble  Marquess  seemed  to  fancy.  It 
was  evidently  constructed  on  the  analogj 
of  Clause  12,  and  the  whole  raiion  ^itn 
of  it  was  that  it  did  follow  that  analogj. 
Clause  12  provided  that  when  any  pro- 
ceedings of  a  landlord  against  a  tenant 
were  pending  in  a  County  Coorty  the 
Court  should  have  power  to  stay  thoae 
proceedings  within  certain  limits  in  Ofdor 
to  enable  the  tenant  to  have  an  opnoo^ 
tunity  of  availing  himself  of  this  xSSL 
It  was  thought  that  when  prooeedixigi 
were  pending  in  the  Court  above/wa 
same  opportunity  should  be  g^ven  with 
certain  restrictions  to  the  tenant.  The 
House  would  observe  that  the  Court  waa 
empowered  to  impose  such  terms  on  tha' 
applicant  as  it  might  think  fit.  For 
instance,  the  Court  would  be  perfect^ 
at  liberty  to  require  the  tenant  to  pay 
half  his  rent  into  Court  or  to  give  aeeor 
rity  for  the  payment  of  it.  The  Gk>vemt 
ment,  however,  would  have  no  objectioa 
to  insert  words  of  limitation  like — "  If 
the  Court  shall  think  the  applicatiM 
reasonable."  The  landlord  could  net 
be  injured  by  the  clause ;  because,  fha 
moment  he  issued  his  writ,  and  lodged 
it  in  the  hands  of  the  shenff,  the  laad 
was  at  once  bound  against  all  otbav 
creditors. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOB  said,  tk*; 
provision  was  fenced  round  with  ao  maajl: 
safeguards  that  it  could  not  very  w«t 
act  injuriously.  : 

Ea&l  cairns  supported  the  Amendt 
ment,  on  the  ground  tnat  it  would  be  % 
startling  innovation  oil  aU  previona  lag4-. 
arrangements  to  confer  the  extraoidinSj^ 
power  which  the  Government  had  ooik- 
sented  to  insert  in  the  clause  at  the  1mI. 
moment.  He  remembered  only  one 
cedent  of  this  kind.  It  ooourred  two^ 
centuries  ago,  when  the  Ezcdieauer  i 
shut  up,  and  the  people  ooula  not 
paid.  The  course  was  then  taken 
applying  to  the  Court  of  Ghanoeiy 
an  injunction  to  prevent  any  ore" 
from  recovering  his  debts  from 
bankers.    Under  the  doosei  an  mi 
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alioB  ndfdit  be  n&mde  not  for  the  ftofid  >?<ftf 
moM  m  obtaining  a  judidal  rent,  out 
iDrtheedllateral  pnnKMO  of  preventine 
Uton  from  bavinginelr  debts  recovered 
fani  tfam.  In  the  extreme  hurry  in 
lAkjh  the  dauae  was  drawn,  by  a  curious 
•ffvnifflit,  it  aeemed  to  have  been  over- 
kokfld  that  it  did  not  relate  to  proceed- 
iigi  in  bankraptoy.  Oonsequentlyy  a 
Indbrd  miffht  make  a  tenant  a  bank- 
si^  and  men  he  would  be  perfectly 
me  from  the  operation  of  this  Bill. 

Amendment  i^ui  to. 

Chnee,  aa  amended,  ti^$od  to. 

Bemaining  clauses  a^rcod  to. 

The  Beport  of  the  amendments  to  be 
WBsived  on  Jfeaily  next;  and  Standing 
flfedsr  No.  XXXY.  to  be  considered  in 
oadar  to  its  being  dispensed  with ;  and 
Bai  to  be  jPnaM  aa  amended.  (No  204.) 

Hooae  s4io^i»^^  <^t  a  quarter  l>efore 

One  o'clock  a.m.,  to  Monday 

next.  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
UrUm^,   6th  Auguit,  1881. 


JUI  UTJBS/k— 6um.T— MnWilprMf  in  Committ$$ 
—AMMt  jEanxATM;  Cxyil  Suiticbs,  Class 

TTT, I4AW  AHB  JunXCB. 

[Angnst  4]  riportgd. 
BuJiS— iKffolMtiMi  in  Oommitt4$—'Eaai 
Bailway  (Redemption  of  Annuities)  *. 


Indian 


PMriotio  Fund  •  [2401. 

1286] ; 
of  1879*  [287]. 


SMding    National  Debt  • 


'Mtftrt — GonTeyandng  and  Law  of 

^  (iV-«MWM.)  [281]. 
—  M^ort  —  Third  M§tiding  —  Coirupt 
(Suspension  of  Elections)   [238] ; 
Hooduzas  (Court  of  Appeal)  *  1233], 


Jtavl— Drainage  (Ireland^  Provisional  Order  * 
TMI;  ESementary  Eaucatioo  Provisional 
Mv  Conftrmaiiion  (London)  *  [216]. 

Q  US8TI0N8. 

T 

IBKA^lCOBTAXITTiIN  INDIAN  GAOLS. 

.  ftiOEOBOE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
MteiTof  State  for  India,  Whether  it 
tme,  aa  atated  in  the  ''  Times "  of 
tjltoit  1,  that  the  mortality  in  the 
^SEof  the  prinotpAl-  provinces  of  India 
fwtv tiro  Tears  ayeimged  from  8  to  11 


per  cent,  per  annnm ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther, considering  that  after  many  years 
discussions  and  great  expenditure  the 
mortality  is  still  so  large,  he  will  take 
steps  to  make  very  searching  inquiry 
into  the  subject  ? 

The  Mabqtjess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
Sir,  it  is  true  that  the  mortality  for  the 
years  1878  and  1879  in  the  gaols  of 
Bengal,  Madras,  Bombay,  the  Jrunjab, 
and  Central  Proyinces  ranged  from  8  in 
Bengal  to  12  per  cent  in  the  Punjab. 
My  attention  has  already  been  directed, 
among  other  matters,  to  the  mortality 
of  Indian  gaols.  I  have  communicated 
by  telegraph  with  the  Viceroy,  and  am 
now  awaiting  a  promised  despatch  on 
the  subject.  Meanwhile,  I  have  requested 
a  Committee  of  the  Council  of  India  to 
investigate  the  Betums  on  the  subject 
which  are  already  at  the  India  Office. 

INDIA— MADRAS  CIVIL  SERVICE. 

Mr.  QIBSON  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  he  has  received 
a  Copy  of  the  reply  of  the  Government 
of  India  to  the  communication  of  the 
Government  of  Madras  of  April  1880, 
forwarding  the  Memorials  of  certain 
members  of  the  Madras  Civil  Service 
complaining  of  their  present  position 
and  future  prospects;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther he  will  state  the  nature  of  the  re- 
ply ;  but  if  no  copy  has  been  received, 
whether,  with  regard  to  the  delay  which 
has  already  taken  place,  and  to  prevent 
further  delay,  he  will  communicate  with 
the  Government  of  India  by  telegpraph, 
so  that  the  desired  information  may  be 
furnished  at  an  early  date  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON : 
Sir,  further  Correspondence  on  the  sub- 
ject has  been  received.  It  appears  that 
the  Government  of  India  are  awaiting 
further  information  from  the  Madras 
Government  asked  for  so  long  since  as 
January,  1879,  and  on  its  receipt  pro- 
mised to  lose  no  time  in  considering 
whether  any,  and,  if  so,  what,  measures 
should  be  adopted  to  meet  the  com- 
plaints preferred  by  certain  members  of 
the  Madras  Civil  Service.  I  am  afraid 
that  decision  will  not  be  made  known 
before  the  rising  of  the  House. 

VACCINATION  ACT.  1867— AWARDS  TO 
PUBLIC  VACCINATORS. 

Mr.  BUHT  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  Whether, 
as  the    awards    for  vaccination   (paid 
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under  section  5  of  80  and  81  Yio  o  84) 
are  now  very  considerable  in  amount, 
and  as  they  are  given  year  after  year  to 
certain  public  vaccinators,  though  the 
Act  prescribes  that  they  shall  be  paid 
for  ** number  and  quality"  only,  he 
will  state  what  is  the  officially  recog- 
nised principle  upon  which  these  awards 
are  given,  in  addition  to  the  ordinary 
salaries  of  the  public  vaccinators  ? 

Mb.  DODSON  :  Sir,  the  principle 
upon  which  these  awards  are  given  is 
that  an  Inspector  of  the  Board  should 
be  satisfied  in  every  case,  by  a  careful 
personal  examination  of  the  arms  of  a 
considerable  number  of  recently-vacci- 
nated children,  that  the  results  are  up 
to  the  prescribed  standard  of  merit — 
namely,  that  the  scars  should  oover  a 
certain  area  and  be  thoroughly  well 
marked.  Moreover,  the  Inspector  is  re- 
quired to  see  that  the  public  vaccinator 
has  been  regular  and  punctual  in  his 
attendance  at  the  vaccination  station  at 
the  appointed  times,  and  that  the  cases 
have  been  duly  certified  and  registered. 
If  it  is  found  that  these  conditions  have 
not  been  complied  with,  the  award  is 
withheld. 


STATE  OF  IRELAND— JULY  CELEBRA- 
TIONS, CO.  DOWN. 

Load  ABTHUB  HILL  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  a  proclamation  issued  at 
Downpatrick,  county  Down,  and  dated 
11th  July  1881,  prohibiting  the  erection 
''of  any  arch  of  whatever  description 
across  any  street,  lane,  or  road  within 
the  boundary  of  said  borough ;  "  whe- 
ther such  proclamation  was  issued  con- 
sequent upon  sworn  information  to  the 
effect  that  a  breach  of  the  peace  would 
probably  ensue  if  such  arch  were  erected ; 
and,  whether  he  will  cause  to  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  all  Corre- 
spondence bearing  upon  the  subject  ? 

Ma.  W.  E.  F0E8TEE,  in  reply,  said, 
he  found  that  the  magistrates  of  Down- 
patrick, acting  on  sworn  informations, 
issued  a  proclamation  on  the  11th  of 
July  prohibiting  the  erection  of  arches 
of  any  description  within  the  boundary 
of  the  town.  The  noble  Lord  was  doubt- 
less aware  that  the  erection  of  arches  in 
Downpatrick  on  the  16th  of  August  last 
gave  rise  to  rioting.  He  did  not  know 
that  there  was  asxy  Oorraspondenoe  to 
produce. 
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STATE  OF  IRELAND— MURDER  OF 
POLICE-CONSTABLE  LINTON. 

LoBD  ABTHUB  HILL  asked  ths 
Chief  Secretary  to  ^e  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether,  in  the  case  of  PoUoe 
Constable  Linton,  who  was  murdered  ia 
Church  Street,  Loughrea,  county  G-alway, 
at  about  10.20  p.m.  on  the  24th  of  last 
month,  the  autnorities  are  proseoutiiiif 
any  inquiries  as  to  the  oircumataneea 
under  which  the  deceased  oame  by  his 
death ;  and,  whether  any,  and,  if  any, 
what,  reward  has  been  offered  by  the 
Oovemment  for  the  apprehension  of  the 
person  by  whom  Police  Constable  Linton 
was  murdered  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB,  in  reply,  said. 
that  the  authorities   were  making  all 
possible  inquiries  into  the  case  rerarred 
to,  and  that  two  persons  had  been  ar- 
reisted  on  sworn  informations.     AsTsi    ; 
no  reward  had  been  offered ;  but,  if  it    . 
was  found  necessary,  there  would,  of    i 
course,  be  no  hesitation  in  offering  a 
reward. 


EDUCATION  DEPABTMENT  —  INTER.  ^ 
MEDIATE  AND  HIGHER  EDUGATIOK  ' 
(WALES)— REPORT  OF  THE  COMIOH-  ' 
SION.  : 

Mb.  BATHBONE  asked  the  Yioo 
President  of  the  Council,  Whether  he 
will  take  care  that  the  Beport  (rf  dii 
Commission  on  Higher  Education  in 
Wales  is  laid  upon  the  Table  of  tlie 
House  before  it  separates,  so  that  there 
may  be  no  unnecessary  delay  in  cir- 
culating so  important  a  document  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA:  Sir,  I  am  in« 
formed  that  this  Beport  is  on  the  eve  of 
completion,  and  will  be  ready  in  time  to 
be  laid  on  the  Table  before  tiie  oloee  of 
the  Session. 


SOUTH  KENSINOTON  MU8BUH--' 
PLANE  TREE. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENBY  asked  th« 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whethar 
there  is  any  intention  to  out  down  tha 
beautiful  plane  tree  which  stands  oppo- 
site the  old  entrance  to  tiie  South  Keii<^ 
sington  Museum  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE :  Sir,  tiMiMi 
is  no  intention  to  out  down  the  traa  Id: 
which  my  hon.  Friend  TdBuw,  and  I  haiPf 
pfitren  directions  that  it  shall  not  bo  vJ^ 
ject  to  maltreatment*    I  may  obmvii 
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luiw97«r,  that  if  flie  plaiiB  for  the  ezten- 
■ioii  of  Soafh  Kenrington  MoBeum,  de- 
dded  apon  in  1876,  be  oarried  out,  and 
if  a  froDtage  be  added  to  the  blank  wall 
of  flie  Art  library  recently  erected,  it  is 
diiBfliilt  to  see  how  the  plajie  tree  can  be 
jiMOifud;  but,  at  the  rate  at  which 
non^  has  been  Yoted  for  the  South 
Kenaington  Museum  during  the  last  few 
fMTSy  it  will  be  about  20  years  before 
Ae  period  of  danger  is  reacJied. 

AKdENT  H0N17HENTS  (RESOLUTION 

MABCH  11th). 

Bb  JOHN  LUBBOCK  asked  the  First 
Losd  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  pro- 
posed to  take  any,  and,  if  so,  what, 
sftsps  to  proTide  for  the  better  preserva- 
tioii  of  Ancient  Monuments,  in  accord- 
aiioe  with  the  Besolution  of  the  House 
of  the  llth  of  March? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  a  wish  had  been  expressed  by  the 
House  that  any  plan  submitted  to  the 
Ooremment  wiUi  regard  to  the  presenra- 
tion  of  ancient  monuments  should  be 
sarefolly  considered  by  the  Gbvemment. 
Ho  socn  plan  had,  however,  been  sub- 
■dttod,  and  he  must  confess  that  he  had 
Mi  been  in  a  position,  nor  did  he  know 
when  he  should  be,  to  undertake  what 
was  expected  from  the  GK)tremment. 
Serious^,  he  hoped  that,  after  what  had 
bappenedy  some  plan  would  be  brought 
iarwrnxd  to  which  the  Gbvemment  might 
be  able  to  give  careful  attention. 

ASMT    OBGANIZATIOK  —  THE     NEW 
BOTAL    WABRANT— RETIREMENT. 

MB.HEALT  (for  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Cootob) 
afted  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  similar  conditions  of  retire- 
Bsnt  will  be  sanctioned  for  the  Captain 
and  lieutenants  of  Orderlies,  A.H.C., 
vho  do  not  wish  to  serve  under  the  new 
Boyal  Warrant  as  Hospital  Quarter- 
BHters,  to  those  granted  by  the  Boyal 
Warrant  of  the  12th  July  1878  to  the 
Jbutant  Commissaries  who  declined  to 
MMt  the  position  of  Quartermaster  in 
All  Oommissariat  Department  ? 

Ma.  OHILDEBS :  No,  Sir  ;  the  oir- 
itanstaDoes  are  entirely  different.  The 
AaistBat  Commissaries  were  largely  re- 
hmi  in  number,  and  were  no  longer 
li^lo  tar  promotion  in  the  Depart- 
aud  it  was  reasonable  to  offer 
under  euoh  oiroumstances,  faoili- 
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ties  on  a  liberal  scale  for  leaving  the 
Department.  This  is  not  the  case  with 
respect  to  the  officers  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member. 

PARLIAMENT— THE   HOUSE   OF    COM- 
MONS—CONDUCT  OF  PUBLIC  BUSI- 
NESS-NEW RULES. 
Mr.  EATHBONE    asked  the   First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  the  Gk)- 
yemment  will  consider  the  necessity  of 
bringing  before  the  House,  at  the  com- 
mencement of  next  Session,  proposals 
for  amendment  of  the  Eules  for  the  con- 
duct of  the  Business  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  am  sure 
my  hon.  Friend  will  understand,  with 
his  knowledge  of  Parliamentary  pro- 
ceedings, that  the  Qovemment  are  not 
able  to  give  any  definite  pledge,  in  the 
present  state  of  their  knowledge  upon 
the  question,  as  to  what  Business  it  may 
be  their  duty  to  submit  to  Parliament 
at  the  commencement  of  next  Session ; 
but,  undoubtedly,  subject  to  reservations 
which  are  necessary  as  to  everything  in 
the  future,  I  cannot  hesitate  to  say,  with 
increasing  strength  of  conviction  from 
every  week's  and  month's  experience, 
that  the  question  of  the  re-organization 
of  the  arrangements  of  the  House  in 
such  a  way  as  to  restore  it — for  I  must 
use  the  expression — to  its  full  efficiency, 
has  become  a  question  of  the  very  first 
order,  not  only  in  point  of  magnitude, 
but  in  point  of  claim  to  precedence.  I 
may,  perhaps,  Sir,  while  1  am  address- 
ing you,  say,  with  regard  to  the  Boer 
Convention,  on  wliich  I  spoke  yesterday, 
that  the  Paper  has  been  presented  to 
Parliament,  and  it  will  be  distributed,  I 
believe,  very  shortly.  I  do  not  know 
what  day  it  will  be  distributed,  but  copies 
of  it  are  to  be  obtained  in  the  Agenda 
Office  by  anyone  who  wishes  to  see  it. 
I  also  wish  to  refer  to  a  Question  put  to 
me  yesterday  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  London  (Mr. 
Hubbard),  on  which  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet opposite  ofiered  some  observation, 
with  regard  to  the  Bill  for  the  conver- 
sion of  certain  Stocks  into  certain  An- 
nuities. I  am  very  much  disposed  to  re- 
gret that  there  should  be  any  difficulty 
or  any  burden  upon  the  time  of  the 
House  in  respect  to  the  passing  of  that 
Bill  in  its  integrity.  If  I  am  pressed 
about  it,  with  a  desire  to  escape  from 
all  unnecessary  labour,  there  is  this  to 
be  said.     There  is  only  one  portion  of 
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that  Bill  whiah  le  of  great  praotioal  m- 
fluence  to  pass,  with  the  view  of  reliev- 
isg  the  Exchequer  from  unneoesaary 
charge  with  relation  to  the  oouTersion 
in  Stock  of  £7,SOO,000  of  Exchequer 
Bonds,  on  whioh  we  are  paTing  3^  per 
cent.  The  portion  of  the  Bill  whitdk  re- 
lates to  that  I  should  feel  myself  bound, 
in  anj  oiroametancea,  to  go  forward 
with.  There  is  also  another  enactment 
of  the  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  curing  a 
legal  flaw  which  has  been  discovered  in 
the  Act  of  last  year  relating  to  the 
Savings  Bank  Fund.  If  it  is  desired  that 
Buch  a  oouree  should  be  taken,  I  would, 
in  lien  of  going  forward  with  the  Bill  as 
it  stands,  be  willing  to  read  the  Bill  a 
second  time,  and  pass  it  through  Com- 
mittee jTo/armd  with  the  view  of  strik- 
ing out  all  that  relates  to  the  larger 
function  with  regard  to  eonversion, 
and  reduce  it  to  the  provision  I  have 
BOW  spoken  of.  If  T  find  that  is  so, 
I  will  take  the  stages  of  the  Bill  aooord< 
ingly. 


Mb.  LABOUCHEBE:  I  apprehend, 
Sir,  that  I  shall  be  in  Order  in  laying 
before  you  the  conduct  of  a  Uemher  of 
this  House  within  the  precincts  of  the 
House.  I  need  not  say  I  refer  to  the 
bon.  Member  for  the  City  of  London 
(Mr.  E,  N.  Fowler).  I  have  receivfid 
the  following  letter  &om  my  Colleague 
in  the  representation  of  Northamp- 
ton:— 

"  20,  Cireae  Boad,  St.  John'a  Wood,  N.W. 
"  August  4. 

"My  dear  Labouchere, — Among  tlie  exces- 
nvely  paJnfol  incidents  of  yeflterd&y  tliere  ii  one 
nUitteT  which  I  cannot  hup  briniring  to  yoor 
sotioe.  Alderman  B,  N.  Fowlar  (Lcmdon)  fol- 
lowed me  downitairs,  and  at  the  dooi  leading  on 
to  Pftlace-^ard,  jmt  as  the  police  and  other 
officials  were  forcihlr  ejecting  mo,  I  heard 
Mr.  Fowler  say,  '  Kick  him  oat,  and  the  people 
near  on  thi*  hooted  at  Mr.  Fowler.  Surely,  sa 
this  took  place  within  the  precincts  of  the 
House,  and  as  I  was  debured  by  my  being  in 
tile  hold  of  1 2  men  from  retorting  ob  this  de- 
served, and  am  also  debarred  from  protecting 


It  the  House  should  hold  that  this  did 
within  its  precinots  I  shall  at  once  lummon  Mr. 
Alderman  Fowler  (or  ende*TOilring  to  eicito  to 
a  hnach  of  the  peace. 

"  Tours  very  sincerely, 

"  0.  Bkadlavoh." 
I  need  not  add  anything  to  that  letter, 
Mr.  Okditm* 


and  I  shall  leave  die  matter,  Sir,  in  your 

hands.  

Mb.  B.  N.  FOWLEB:  I  have  to 
thank  the  hon.  Member  for  his  courtesy 
in  deferring  this  Question  from  yester- 
day  until  to-day  to  suit  my  canvenianoe. 
If  I  take  any  notice  of  the  letter  it  i« 
not  from  any  respect  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
whose  admission  to  this  House  I  bar* 
always  opposed,  and  shall  continue  to 
op[K]se  by  the  best  means  in  my  power. 
It  is  because  I  think  it  would  be  incon- 
sistent with  the  duty  of  anj  Member  of 
this  House  to  interfere  with  the  police 
in  the  discharge  of  a  difficult  duty, 
which  I  may  say,  &om  what  I  saw,  Hiej 
disoharged  with  very  great  moderatioa 
and  forbearance.  All  I  have  to  say  is, 
that  I  never  used  the  words  in  ques- 
tion, and  I  emphatically  deny  the  state- 
ment made  in  the  letter  read  to  the 
House. 


SOTTTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL— 
THE  NATIVE  TRIBES. 

Sis  HENBY  HOLLAND  asked  whe- 
ther the  Papers  to  be  laid  before  the 
House  with  respect  to  the  Boer  OosTen- 
tion  would  include  the  address  of  Sit 
Heroules  Bobinson  to  the  Natives,  wfaiah 
he  thought  might  have  an  importaat 
bearing  upon  the  constniction  of  tlie 
Convention  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  not  heard  £rom  the  Colonial 
Office  any  account  of  the  receipt  of  that 
Paper  officially  in  this  oount^.  What 
he  had  just  said  had  reference  not  to 
Papers  in  relation  to  the  Transvaal 
generally,  hut  only  to  the  Convention. 
They  had  received  a  copy  of  the  fiill 
text  of  the  Convention,  but  had  not  had 
time  to  lay  it  on  the  Table.  He  quite 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Baronet  that  the 
address  of  Sir  Hercules  Bobinson  ought 
to  be  presented  to  Members  immediately 
on  its  receipt. 

Sm  OEOBOE  CAMPBELL  asked 
what  was  the  extent  of  territory  to  be 
handed  over  to  the  Boers  f 

Ma.  GLADSTONE  begged  to  refac 
the  hon.  Member  to  the  Conventioa. 
The  hon.  Member  would  find  there  «a- 
thentio  terms,  which  he  was  naabla  to 
supply  from  memory.  He  might  say, 
however,  that  it  was  not  thought  that 
there  would  be  any  advantage  in  retaim* 
ing  the  slip  of  territory  between  Zufat* 
land  and  tlie  Tnuisvaal. 
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KDX7CATI0N  DSPABTMEKT— THE  NEW 

CODE. 

Ill  antwer  to  l£r.  Bbigob, 

lb.  MTTNDELLA  said,  if  the  Edu- 
catioii  Estimates  were  taken  on  Mon- 
day, he  should  lay  on  the  Table  the  pro- 
posals for  the  revision  of  the  Education 
Code. 

8EIZUHE  OF  EXPLOSIVE  MACHINES 
AT  LIVEBPOOL. 

LoBB  JOHN  MANNERS  asked  the 
right  hen.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Home  Seoretaiy  whether  he  oould  inform 
the  House  as  toanjoommunicationswhich 
had  passed  between  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
?«mment  and  the  Gk>yemment  of  the 
United  States  with  reference  to  the  re- 


t  disoovezy  at  liyeipool  of  infernal 
maehines  which  haye  been  sent  to  this 
oountzy  from  America  ? 

Snt  WILLIAM  HABOOUBT:  Sir, 
Her  Majesty's  Ooyemment,  as  I  stated 
some  days  ago,  thought  it  their  duty  to 
make  representations  to  the  Minister  of 
the  United  States  in  London,  on  the 
sabject  of  the  madunes  which  were  dis- 
sorored  at  Liyerpool.  The  Qoyemment 
have  reoeiyed  from  the  Ghyvemment  of 
Ae  United  States  a  communication, 
soniohed  in  the  &iendly  and  satisfactory 
spirit  which  I  ventured  confidently  to 
sntioipate.  With  the  leave  of  the  House 
I  will  read  the  answer  from  the  Govem- 
iient  of  the  United  States.  It  is  from 
Mr.  Lowdly  the  Minister  of  the  United 


**  Legation  of  the  United  States,  London, 

<*  August  1,  1881. 

'*Vj  Loffdy — BaUaeimg  to  my  conversation 
vifh  Lord  Tenterden  on  Friday,  the  29th  alt., 
hiabtiott  to  the  discovery  of  explosivo  machines 
4  Urcnool  shipped  from  the  United  States  for 
aaunsA  pmposea,  I  have  the  honour  to  acquaint 
JMT  LoidBhip  that  I  sent  to  Mr.  Blaine  on  the 
lltii  nit.  by  cable  a  memorandum  of  this  con- 
^latfiTffi,  sod  that  I  have  received  from  him 
flii  BKuniii^  a  deqiatch  by  telegraph  in  which 
ki  hiitnicts  me  to  inform  Tenterden  that  the 
^ttinnal.  State,  and  mnnidpal  authorities  of  the 
tJmted  States  are  all  engaged  in  the  work  of 
imoftnag  the  wicked  authors  of  the  dj'namito 
ihL  Kr.  Blaine  adds  that  it  was  a  stealthy, 
■Bit  aoBM^  and  it  ia  not  believed  that  any  con- 
dfanUs  Bomber  of  aooompUces  were  engaged 
hit   Be  forther  atstea  that  no  pains  or  ox- 

m  «iH  be  qisred  io  the  detection  and  prose- 

'^  ~  flf  the  goilty  parties. 

**  I  have,  Ac, 

"J.  R.  LOWBLL. 


^'Hn  Esil  GnnTiHe 
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PARLIAMKNT—PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

OBSSRYATIONS. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  pro- 
posed, after  the  Army  Estimates  nad 
been  completed,  to  proceed  with  the 
Civil  Service  Estimates  in  the  order  of 
the  Votes  as  they  stood,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  Education  Votes,  regarding 
which  a  special  arrangement  would  be 
made.  It  was  also  intended,  if  possible, 
to,  in  a  similar  way,  make  a  special  ar- 
rangement in  regard  to  the  Lrish  Votes. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  had  given  Notice  of  an 
Amendment  in  connection  with  those 
Votes  which  would  raise  important 
Lrish  questions,  and  he  thought  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  afford 
that  hon.  Gentleman  every  convenience 
in  their  power  to  bring  on  the  discus- 
sion which  he  desired  to  raise.  No 
Irish  Votes  would,  therefore,  be  asked 
for  either  to-night  or  to-morrow  (Satur- 
day), but  another  day  would  be  g^ven 
to  their  consideration.  No  idea  of  ur- 
gency in  regard  to  these  Votes  had  been 
entertained  by  the  Government.  It 
would  be  necessary  for  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  who  was  nearly  out  at 
elbows,  to  ask  for  a  Vote  on  Account  to- 
morrow ;  but  ho  would  not  propose  to 
take  any  Votes  on  which  discussion  was 
likely  to  arise,  but  to  deal  with  the  non- 
effective Votes.  The  House  would  meet 
at  12  o'clock  to-morrow.  It  was  intended 
to  propose  the  Education  Estimates  on 
Monday. 

Mk.  CALLAN  asked  whether  it  was 
intended  to  postpone  the  Irish  Votes 
until  after  the  Land  Bill  had  been  re- 
turned to  this  House  from  ''another 
place  ?  " 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  there  was  no 
such  intention,  and  added  that,  in  the 
view  of  the  Gt)vemment,  they  would  be 
justified  in  asking  urgency  for  the  con- 
sideration of  any  Amendments  that 
might  be  proposed. 

Sir  STAFFOED  NORTHCOTE 
asked  when  the  Irish  Land  Bill  was 
likely  to  be  returned  to  this  House  from 
the  House  of  Lords  ?  With  regard  to 
the  statement  of  the  Prime  Minister  as 
to  the  Terminable  Annuities  Bill,  he  en- 
tirely concurred  in  the  course  which  had 
been  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  in- 
clined, in  answer  to  the  good-humoured 
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question  of  the  right  hon.  Qentlexnan, 
to  ask  the  same  question  of  him. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE: 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  misinter- 
preted my  meaning.  I  should  be  glad 
to  know  whether,  if  the  Bill  comes  back 
on  Monday  or  Tuesday,  the  Government 
propose  to  consider  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments the  same  day  or  on  some  day  or 
days  after  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  If  the  Bill 
comes  back  on  Monday  night  we  shall 
propose  to  consider  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments to  it  on  Tuesday ;  but  if  it  comes 
back  on  Tuesday  night,  we  shall  take 
the  sense  of  the  House  whether  they 
shall  be  considered  on  Wednesday  or  on 
Thursday.  The  Amendments  will  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  Members  with  all 
possible  dispatch.  They  will  be  printed 
separately.  To  insert  them  in  the  Bill 
would  necessitate  the  breaking  up  of 
type,  so  that  I  cannot  promise  that  a 
copy  of  the  Bill  shall  be  supplied  as 
amended 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  what 
were  the  intentions  of  the  Gt>yemment 
with  reference  to  dealing  with  the  subject 
of  local  solf-ffovemment  in  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  GLAj:)STONE  said,  the  strong 
desire  of  the  Government,  conveyed 
through  the  medium  of  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne,  at  the  commencement  of 
the  present  Session,  might  give  the  hon. 
Member  every  assurance  that  it  was  in 
their  power  to  convey  with  regard  to  the 
very  earnest  desire  of  the  Government  to 
proceed  with  that  very  important  matter. 

In  answer  to  Mr.  Otway  and  Mr. 
Maofarlane, 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  could  make  no  further  state- 
ment on  the  subject  of  the  day  on  which 
the  Indian  Budget  would  be  taken  than 
that  which  had  been  made  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister.  He 
hoped  that  they  might  take  it  next 
week ;  but  he  could  not  say  positively, 
nor  could  he  even  say  whether  it  would 
be  taken  the  week  after.  He  would 
take  care  that  the  usual  Papers  inci- 
dental to  the  subject  were  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  before  the  discus- 
sion oame  on. 

AFGHANISTAN— REPORTED  MOVE- 
MENTS OP  TROOPS. 
Captain  AYLMEB  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  he  had 


received  any  recent  news  as  to  the  move- 
ments of  General  Hume's  force  on  the 
frontiers  of  Afghanistan  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
No,  Sir.  The  Viceroy  of  India  has  in- 
formed me  that  no  important  movements 
have  taken  place  on  the  Afghanistan 
Frontier. 

FRANCE  AND    TUNIS  —  MHJTARY 

OPERATIONS— THE  BOMBARD- 

MENT   OF  SFAX. 

Mr.  BOUBKE  :  I  should  like  to  ask 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  a  Question 
which  he  will  probably  be  able  to  an- 
swer, although  I  have  not  given  him 
Notice  of  it — namely,  whether  since  the 
bombardment  of  Sfax  any  British  claims 
on  the  French  Government  have  arisen, 
or  are  likely  to  arise,  out  of  that  affair  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  No 
British  claims  have  yet  reached  the  Gk>- 
vemment  at  home.  But  I  think  that  it 
is  probable,  from  a  telegram  sent  by  Mr. 
Beade,  the  British  Consul,  that  British 
claims  will  arise  out  of  the  bombard- 
ment of  Sfax.  He  had  an  interview  be- 
fore the  bombardment  with  some  British 
subjects  at  Sfax  possessing  considerable 
pro]^rty  which  was  of  a  nature  likely  to 
be  injured  by  a  bombardment,  and  I 
have  reason  to  believe  that  a  portion  of 
that  property  was  destroyed.  It  is, 
therefore,  very  likely  that  British  claims 
will  arise  out  of  the  matter. 


ORDERS    OF  THE  DA  T. 

SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— OUTRAGE  UPON 
THE  PERSON.— RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  MACFABLANE,  in  rising  to 
move — 


<'  That  the  administration  of  the  Law  in 
of  outrage  upon  the  person  has  long  been  a 
proach  to  our  Criminal  Courts ;  that  outn  _ 
and  assaults  of  the  most  brutaJ  character,  ei^e- 
dally  upon  married  women,  e^en  when  the7 
cause  a  cruel  death,  are  commonly  punished  lea 
severely  than  small  offenoes  against  property; 
that  the  admission  of  the  crime  of  drunkennea 
as  an  extenuation  of  other  crimes  is  immonli 
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had  put^liis  hand  into  her  pocket  and  had 
taken  6(^.,  he  would  probably  have  been 
sentenced  for  some  years  to  penal  servi- 
tude. The  hon.  Qentleman  concluded 
by  moving  the  Besolution  of  which  he 
had  g^ven  Notice. 


tad  acts  m  an  inoentire  to  penons  about  to 
eoonnit  uutiagea  to  wilfully  deprive  themselvea 
<rf  the  gindanoe  of  reason ;  '* 

laid,  in  bringing  forward  this  subject  he 
did  not  ]^Topo8e  in  any  way  to  censure 
Her  Majesty's  Judges;  but  he  desired 
to  draw  {he  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
striking  inequality  of  sentences  passed 

rn  persons  guilty  of  offences  against 
person  as  compared  with  those 
passed  upon  persona  guilty  of  offences, 
often  of  a  trivial  character,  against  pro- 
perty. Thus,  whereas  the  Liord  Chief 
Justice  sentenced  a  man  to  six  weeks' 
impxiaonment  who  had,  while  drunk, 
anaolted  hia  wife  in  such  a  manner  that 
her  death  resulted  from  it,  others,  like 
Ae  man  Murphy,  who  was  convicted  at 
the  Surrey  Sessions  of  stealing  a  few 
pieces  of  indiarubber,  were  sentenced  to 
10  years*  penal  servitude.  A  man  met 
a  woman  in  the  street,  struck  her  a 
violent  blow  in  the  face,  knocked  out 
{dot  of  her  frtmt  teeth,  loosened  the  re- 
mainder, and  out  ber  lip  in  two.  He 
was  sentenced  to  two  months'  imprison- 
ment, the  magistrate  observing  that  the 
sentoiee  ought  to  be  more  severe.  He 
had  taken  these  few  cases  out  of  the 
papers  since  he  asked  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  a  Question  on  the 
subject,  and  he  had  no  doubt  he  might 
have  found  hundreds  of  similar  cases. 
There  was  no  person  in  any  class  of 
Bodel^  who  did  not  admit  that  there  was 
in  this  country  an  undue  tendency  to 
punish  the  smallest  possible  offences 
■gainst  property,  and,  comparatively 
■peaking,  almost  to  ignore  offences 
against  the  person.  He  knew  the  Home 
Secretary  would  tell  him  he  had  no 
power  to  revise  sentences.  He  had 
BO  doubt  that  if  the  riffht  hon.  and 
Isaxned  Oentleman  woiud  say  that 
m  the  one  class  of  cases  the  sen- 
tnoes  were  too  severe  and  in  the  other 
vsre  not  severe  enough,  that  would 
have  considerable  influence  on  the 
Judges.  At  any  rate,  he  did  his  duty 
ia  hringinff  these  cases  before  the  House. 
1  man  of  the  name  of  Harcourt — he 
begged  the  zifl^ht  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tboan's  paraon,  William  Harcourt — 
VMeharged  with  having  beaten  a  woman 
in  a  most  unmerciful  manner.  His  plea 
VIS  that  that  he  did  not  know  he  nad 

teek  her that  was  to  say,  he  was  in 

*  iWa  of  bratal  intoxication  at  the  time. 
As  magistrate  sentenced  him  to  a 
aqrth'ggayA  labour.    But  if  that  man 


Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  «*  That  "  to  tho 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*'  tho  administration  of  the  Law  in  cases  of 
outrage  upon  the  person  has  long  been  a  re- 
proach to  our  Criminal  Courts ;  that  outrages 
and  assaults  of  tho  most  brutal  character,  espe- 
cially upon  married  women,  even  when  they 
cause  a  cruel  death,  are  commonly  punished  loss 
severely  than  small  offences  against  property  ; 
that  the  admission  of  the  crime  of  drunkenness 
as  an  extenuation  of  other  crimes  is  immoral, 
and  acts  as  an  incentive  to  persons  about  to 
commit  outrages  ta  wilfully  deprive  themselves 
of  the  guidance  of  reason,'' — {Mr,  Mae/arlane,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  must  point  out  to  the  House  that  the 
Motion  which  they  were  asked  to  accept 
was  of  a  very  g^ave  character.  It  was 
not  an  impeachment  of  particular !  de- 
cisions into  which  that  House  certainly 
could  not  enter  with  advantage,  but  it 
was  a  general  charge  against  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  in  cases  of  out- 
rage, which  the  hon.  Member  asserted 
to  have  been  long  a  reproach  to  our 
Criminal  Courts.  In  this  Motion  the 
hon.  Member  included  the  whole  of  the 
magistrates  of  this  country,  from  the 
Chief  Justice  down  to  the  borough  and 
county  Justices.  He  must  point  out  that 
those  magistrates  came  from  the  same 
class  as  hon.  Members  themselves,  and 
were  members  of  the  same  community ; 
and  he  would  ask  the  hon.  Member  how 
he  could  account  for  the  fact  that  many 
hundreds,  he  might  almost  say  thou- 
sands, of  persons  having  the  same  feel- 
ings of  humanity,  the  same  sense  of 
right  and  wrong  as  himself,  should  have 
all  conspired  together  habitually  to  do 
that  which  was  injurious  to  the  society 
in  which  they  lived  ?  The  thing  was  im- 
probable on  the  face  of  it.  It  was  cer- 
tainly contrary  to  his  experience  and 
conviction.  He  could  not  believe  that 
the  Chief  Justice  and  tho  whole  Bench 
of  Judges — ["  No,  no !  "]— yes,  that  was 
the  hon.  Member's  proposition.  He 
could  not  read  it  in  any  other  sense,  for 
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the  Motion  said  the  administration  of 
the  law  had  heen  long  a  reproach  to  our 
Criminal  Courts,  and  the  hon.  Member 
had  started  his  illustrations  with  a  case 
in  which  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  was  the 
Judge,  and  descended  to  cases  in  police 
courts.  He  could  not  regard  the  Motion 
or  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  other- 
wise than  as  a  general  indictment  and 
impeachment  of  the  administration  of 
the  Criminal  Law  in  all  its  branches. 
If  the  hon.  Member  had  had  the  same 
experience  as  he  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
was  obliged  to  have  of  the  reports  which 
went  forth  to  the  public  of  tnese  cases, 
he  Would  know  how  extremely  inaccurate 
those  reports  were,  and  how  much  they 
led  to  prejudice.  Half  the  work  in  his 
office  consisted  in  writing  to  inquire, 
either  at  the  instance  of  other  people  or 
on  his  own  motion,  for  explanations  of 
reports  in  which  improper  sentences  were 
alleged  to  have  been  given,  and  in  99 
cases  out  of  100  he  found  that  the  report 
of  those  cases  omitted  to  notice  the  ma- 
terial particulars  on  which  the  sentences 
were  based.  Why  they  were  to  assume 
that  a  magistrate  or  Judge  whom  they 
had  every  right  to  suppose  was  as  fit  to 
form  a  judgment  as  they  themselves 
were,  should  have  gratuitously  come  to 
a  foolish  and  ridiculous  conclusion,  dis- 
advantageous to  society,  he  could  not 
understand.  His  official  experience 
showed  that  in  99  cases  out  of  100, 
popular  prejudice  on  the  matter  was 
not  well-founded,  because  it  rested  on 
reports  which  did  not  accurately  convey 
the  condition  of  things  on  which  the  ma- 
gistrate had  acted.  He  did  not  mean  to 
say  that  there  were  not  occasional  cases 
in  which  sentences  were  imposed  which 
he  could  not  approve  of,  or,  at  all  events, 
different  from  what  he  himself  would 
have  imposed ;  but  it  must  be  borne  in 
mind  that  that  was  the  greatest  and  in- 
soluble difficulty  in  the  administration 
of  the  Criminal  Law.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  complained  of  inequality  in  sen- 
tences. There  was  great  inequality  of 
sentences.  There  must  be  inequality  in 
sentences  as  long  as  we  found  sentiment 
varied ;  and  he  did  not  see,  unless  they 
could  secure  uniformity  in  the  tempera- 
ment of  the  human  mind,  that  we  could 
ever  get  that  uniformity  of  sentences 
which  the  hon.  Member  desired.  He 
had  no  doubt  the  hon.  Member  and  him- 
self would  claim  for  themselves  senti- 
ments of  equal  rectitude  and  benevolence ; 
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but  it  was  quite  possible  that  in  judging 
of  the  same  case,  with  the  most  honest 
intent,  they  would  pronounce  very  dif- 
ferent sentences.  That  always  must  be 
They  never  could,  by  Act  of  Par- 


se. 


liament,  settle  absolute  sentences.  All 
they  could  do  by  statute  was  to  fix  the 
maximum  sentences ;  but  between  the 
maximum  and  minimum  there  would 
always  be  immense  room  for  diversity  of 
feeling  and  judgment  on  the  part  of  the 
magistrates  who  administered  the  law. 
He  was  quite  conscious  of  that,  and 
could  see  no  remedy  for  it.  The  hon. 
Member  had  complained  that  there  was 
a  broad  distinction  between  the  manner 
of  dealing  with  offences    against   the 

Serson  and  offences  against  property. 
>ne  fact,  which  did  not  solve  aU  the 
oases,  but  which  had  a  bearing  on  them, 
was  this.  They  often  saw  what  seemed 
to  be  a  very  small  offence  against  pro- 

Eerty  visited  with  a  very  heavy  sentence, 
ut  newspaper  reports  sdmost  universally 
omitted  the  circumstances,  that  it  might 
be  the  sixth,  seventh,  or  tenth  convic- 
tion. People  saw  that  a  man  had  been 
punished  for  larceny  with,  say,  five 
years'  penal  servitude ;  but  they  did  not 
know  the  fact  that  that  man  was  a  con* 
firmed  offender,  whereas  in  these  casee 
of  personal  outrage,  however  brutal, 
they  were  more  commonly  than  not  first 
offences,  a  circumstance  which  very  often 
accounted  for  the  variety  of  sentencee. 
Those  were  some.of  the  difficulties  which 
surroundedjthat  matter.  He  had  no  ob- 
jection whatever  to  the  hon.  Member 
discussing  it.  It  was  very  useful  and 
wholesome  that  sentences  should  be  can- 
vassed and  considered  by  public  opinion 
with  a  full  knowledge  of  me  facts.  He 
felt  sure,  however,  the  House  would  not 
accept  or  endorse  the  general  and  se- 
vere condemnation  of  the  magistrates  of 
this  country  contained  in  the  Kesolution. 
If  that  Resolution  were  well-grounded 
they  ought  to  dismiss  all  their  mana- 
trates  and  Judges.  He  knew  no  ouer 
remedy,  because  if  for  years  those  magis- 
trates and  Judges  had  been  acting  in  a 
manner  which  was  a  reproeu)h  to  the 
Criminal  Courts,  the  only  cure  was  to 
get  rid  of  them.  The  House  could  not 
properly  review  the  decisions  of  Judges 
without  informing  themselves  of  aU  the 
circumstances,  and  hearing  the  Judges' 
explanation  of  the  reasons  which  in- 
duced them  to  pass  the  sentences  com- 
plained of. 
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Mb.  MAOFABLANE  said,  that,  as  his 
object  had  been  gained,  he  was  willing 
to  wiflidraw  his  .£nendment. 

Question  ^nt,  and  agreed  to, 

CBOMrSAh  LAW— OASE  OF  EDBIUND 
GALLEY.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Bib  EABDLET  WILM OT,  in  rising 
to  call  attention  to  the  case  of  Ed- 
mund Ghdiej,  to  whom  Her  Majesty 
graeioaaly  granted  a  free  pardon  in 
1879,  in  aooordanoe  with  the  Prayer  of 
this  Honae,  said,  that  the  Motion  just 
snbmitted  to  the  House  haying  been 
BSgatiTed,  he  was  thereby  prevented 
fiom  bringing  forward  the  ICesolution 
of  which  he  had  given  Notice  in  a  sub- 
stantiYe  form;  but  that  circumstance 
would  not  prevent  him  from  presenting 
it  in  Uie  shape  of  an  appeal  to  the  Go- 
vcnimenty  in  fulfilment  of  the  pledge 
which  he  had  g^ven  to  those  who,  both 
inside  the  House  and  out  of  it,  had 
taken  a  deep  interest  in  the  case  of  the 
nnfintanate  man  Edmund  Galley.  He 
woold  commence  by  apologizing  to  hon. 
Ibmbera  and  to  the  Government  for 
tding  a  course  which,  at  that  late  period 
of  the  Session,  and  in  the  pressure  of  so 
amoh  Public  Business  to  be  dealt  with, 
would  postpone  their  going  into  Supply ; 
baft  the  interests  of  a  much-injured  man 
had  been  intrusted  to  him,  and  he  knew 
that  the  ear  of  the  House  of  Oommons 
was  never  closed  against  the  humblest 
of  Her  Mi^esty's  subiects,  when  he 
■ought  jostioe  at  its  hands.  They  would 
aaoMmbmr  that  in  1879,  at  the  close  of 
tte  Session,  the  case  of  Galley  had  been 
earafnllT  considered  in  a  long  debate, 
whieh  lasted  from  9  p.m.  till  2  in  the 
aorain^and  that  the  discussion  ended 
lij  &eHouse  unanimously  resolving  to 
fnay  Her  Majesty  to  grant  him  a  free 
paidon.  He  (Sir  EardleyWilmot)  would 
io(  re-open  the  details  which  convinced 
fte  House  of  the  innocence  of  Galley. 
Hon.  Member  after  hon.  Member  arose 
to  njLPioea  that  conviction ;  and  he  might 
asntion  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 


the  present  Attorney  General, 
liio  qpoke  strongly  in  favour  of  his  in- 
loosnoe,  elated  in  the  course  of  his 
Mssoh  that  ont  of  the  114  members  of 
hs  own  CSrouit  he  believed  that  there 
las  soaioely  one  who  was  not  of  the 
aas  opinion.  He  (Sir  Eardley  Wil- 
M)  xeooUeoted  that  the  speech  of  Sir 
lavniioe  Falk — ^now  Lord  Haldon — 


made  a  great  impression  upon  the  House. 
As  a  younff  man,  Sir  Lawrence  Palk 
had  visited  tne  scene  of  the  murder,  and 
the  particular  locality  where  the  prin- 
cipal witness,  the  woman  Harris,  swore 
she  saw  the  outrage  committed ;  and  Sir 
Lawrence  Palk  said,  from  the  nature 
of  the  g^und,  and  the  circumstances  of 
a  thick  copse  closely  bordering  the  road 
on  each  side,  it  was  quite  impossible 
that  she  could  have  seen  the  murder 
committed  without  being  herself  seen. 
He  need  scarcely  call  to  their  recollec- 
tion the  able  and  eloquent  letter  of  the 
late  lamented  Lord  Chief  Justice,  or  the 
testimony  of  Sir  Montague  Smith,  both 
of  whom  were  present  at  the  trial  in 
1836.  In  the  debate  in  1879,  he  had 
read  a  letter  from  the  latter,  saying  he 
considered  it  a  case  of  mistaken  identity, 
an  extract  from  which  letter  was  to  be 
found  in  Sansard^  which  he  held  in  his 
hand.  He  should  not  have  alluded  to  it 
now  had  he  not  heard  that  doubts  still 
existed  in  some  minds  as  to  Galley's  in- 
nocence, and  had  he  not  felt  that  there 
were  some  present  upon  whose  minds 
the  minute  circumstances  of  the  trial 
and  conviction  were  not  so  deeply  en- 
graven as  upon  his  own.  He  would 
proceed  to  imAt  had  taken  place  since 
1879.  Nothing,  as  far  as  he  knew,  had 
transpired  either  at  the  time  of  the  de- 
bate, or  since,  on  the  subject  of  compen- 
sation. He  certainly  had  never  alluded 
to  it  himself.  But  it  appeared  that  some- 
one had  held  out  a  hope  to  Galley,  or  that 
he  had  got  the  idea  into  his  head,  that 
compensation  would  be  made  him  by  his 
country  for  the  long  and  unmerited  in- 
juries he  had  sustained  for  a  period  of  up- 
wards of  40  years.  At  all  events,  Galley 
felt  that  he  was  entitled  to  it,  for  he  had 
written  early  in  the  following  year  a  letter 
to  Mr.  Latimer  of  Exeter,  from  which 
he  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  would  read  an 
extract.  But,  before  he  did  so,  he  could 
not  help  paying  his  warmest  tribute  of 
admiration  and  respect  to  the  persever- 
ing exertions  of  that  gentleman  on  be- 
hiuf  of  Galley,  for  to  those  exertions 
Gkdley's  pardon  was  mainly  to  be  as* 
cribed.  Mr.  Latimer  had  been  present 
at  the  trial  at  Exeter,  and  had  heard 
Oliver,  who  was  really  guilty,  avow  in 
open  Court,  after  the  verdict  was  given, 
the  entire  innocence  of  Galley.  He  after- 
wards stood  by  Oliver  on  the  scaffold 
when  he  said- 
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"  I  declare  in  the  face  of  this  congregation 
that  I  am  g^ty,  and  that  the  other  man  is 
innocent. " 

From  the  moment  when  Mr.  Latimer 
heard,  in  1877,  that  Galley  was  still 
alive,  and  that  the  really  guilty  man, 
Longley,  had  confessed  in  the  Colony,  he 
most  warmly  and  zealously  took  up 
Galley's  case,  and  never  slackened  his 
exertions  till,  first  by  the  letter  of  the 
late  Lord  Chief  Justice  to  the  Home 
Office,  and  afterwards  by  the  debate  in 
Parliament,  he  had  the  happiness  of 
seeing  those  exertions  crowned  with 
success.  The  letter  to  him  firom  Galley 
was  as  follows  : — 

<'  Tkalong,  Binilong,  Jane  4,  1880. 
"  For  Thomas  Latimer,  Esq. 

"  Dear  Sir, 

''  I  hope  you  will  excuse  me  for  taking  the 
liberty  of  writing  to  you  once  more  concerning 
my  unfortunate  affair,  having  never  heard  from 
you  for  some  months  past,  I  may  say  never  since  I 
received  Her  Most  Gracious  Majesty's  free  par- 
don. I  beg  of  you  as  a  good  friend  and  Christian 
to  put  some  of  the  Homo  Authorities  in  mind,  ac- 
cording to  their  promise,  that  something  will  be 
done  for  me  in  the  way  of  compensation.  I  am 
beginning  to  think  [that ~the*ezcitement  in  Eng- 
land caused  by  my  unfortunate  affair  has  all 
died  out,  and  I  begin  to  feel  that  it's  a  longtime 
about.  I  feel  that  I  must  be  drawing  near  to  the 
grave,  and  I  feel  anxious  for  those  I  may  leave 
behind." 

In  May  of  the  present  year,  he  (Sir 
Eardley  Wilmot)  had  himself  received  a 
letter  from  Galley,  which  he  would  also 
read  to  the  House — 

"  Binilong,  New  South  Wales, 

"  March  1,  1881. 

"  Sir  J.  E.  Wilmot,  bart.,  M.P. 
"for  Warwickshire. 

"  Dear  and  honored  Sir, 

''  i  beg  of  you  once  more  to  try  and  do  a  most 
injured  man  a  kind  favour  by  laying  my  case 
once  more  before  the  house  of  commons,  inter- 
ceding on  my  behalf  for  some  compensation  for 
the  sufferings  that  i  have  undergone  during  my 
Life  as  a  Prisoner. 

**  Now  i  am  freed  from  the  awful  crime  for 
which  i  have  sufered  over  40  years  wrongfully, 
i  consider  as  a  most  injured  man,  that  i  am  en- 
titled to  some  compensation  from  the  english 
government. 

"Through  your  own  kind  benevolence  and 
other  good  gentlemen  of  England,  i  received 
the  royal  free  pardon  for  whidb  I  can  never  be 
too  thankful. 

"  i  beg  to  say  that  the  gqod  gentlemen  of  eng- 
land  that  have  done  so  much  for  me  apear  to 
have  forgotten  mo  and  my  troubles. 

"  i  hope  you,  as  a  good  christian  and  a  gen- 
tleman, seeing,  that  I  am  an  old  man  now,  will 
try  and  do  something  for  me  in  the  way  of  re- 
compense for  my  troubles.  Thanking  you  for 
all  tine  kindnetseB  you  have  done  for  me,  i  beg 
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to  remain  your  most  humble  Servant  Edmund 
Galley. 

"  Binilong,  N.S.W. 

'*  Care  of  A.  B.  Paterson,  eaq. 

"  Sir,  i  forgot  to  add  that  I  wrote  to  yoa 
some  years  ago,  but  never  received  any  answer." 

He  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  was  under  the 
impression  that  he  did  reply  to  Galley's 
former  letter ;  but,  at  all  events,  the  beat 
answer  that  could  be  sent  was  Her  Ma- 
jesty's free  pardon,  f "  Hear,  hear !  **]J 
Soon  after  he  received  the  above  letter, 
he  heard  from  Mr.  Latimer  that  the 
people  of  Devon  were  preparing  a  Peti- 
tion to  the  House  of  Oommons,  and  aLao 
a  Memorial  to  the  Home  Secretary,  to 
ask  for  compensation  to  Galley,  and 
after  Whitsuntide  both  documents  were 
sent  to  him  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  for 
presentation.  The  Petition  was  signed 
by  upwards  of  5,000  of  the  inhabitants 
of  Exeter  and  Devon  (5,230),  and  com- 
prised most  influential  signatures,  headed 
by  the  Dean,  the  Mayor  and  ex-Mayor  oi 
Exeter,  the  Mayors  of  Plymouth,  Tiver- 
ton, and  Totnes,  and  many  Aldermen  and 
Town  Councillors  of  the  various  boroughs 
in  Devonshire.  There  were  the  names  of 
34  magistrates,  43  clergymen  of  all  de- 
nominations, 306  professional  and  inde- 
pendent men,  18  journalists,  and  2,115 
merchants,  tradesmen,  and  farmers,  be- 
sides 2,714  miscellaneous  signatures. 
There  were  also  the  names  of  Mr. 
Sanders,  J.P.,  Mr.  Latimer,  J.P.,  and 
Mr.  Eose,  late  Governor  of  Exeter  Oountj 
QtBLol,  all  three  having  been  present  at 
the  trial  of  Gtdlev  in  1836,  ana  through- 
out convinced  of  his  innocence.  The 
Memorial,;whLch  he  (SirEardley.Wilmot) 
took  himself  to  the  Home  Office  for  pre- 
sentation, was,  he  understood,  as  nume- 
rously signed,  though  he  did  not  exa- 
mine the  signatures  as  he  did  those  to 
the  Petition.  Having  left  an  interval 
of  time,  in  order  that  the  Home  Secre- 
tary might  consider  the  Prayer  of  the 
Memorial,  he  proceeded  to  put  a  Ques- 
tion in  the  House  as  to  the  course  the 
Government  intended  to  pursue,  and  the 
reply  of  the  Home  Secretary  was  that| 
in  the  opinion  of  the  QtOYemmeo^ 
enough  had  been  done  for  Ghdley  by  the 
ffrant  of  a  free  pardon.  This,  however, 
did  not  satisfy  the  people  of  Devon,  who 
not  only  had  all  along  felt  and  expressed 
a  deep  sympathy  with  Gidle^,  but  also 
considered  that  a  certain  discredit  at- 
tached to  their  county  by  the  flEU)t  that 
an  entirely  innocent  man  had  been  oon« 
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noted  and  aentenoed  to  death  in  it.  They, 
Aflrefiyre,  nrged  him  (Sir  Eardley  Wil- 
JDol}  to  pitM^ed  fortiier  in  the  matter, 
vhieh  he  not  nnwillinglj  undertook,  for 
ks  alwaya  had  conaiaered  that  a  par- 
don bestowed  on  an  innocent  man  was 
an  uomaly,  and  that  the  laws  which 
kid  inflicted  the  injury  should  proyide 
■menda  and  oompensation.    Sir  Samuel 
Bomill^y  as  far  oack  as  1808,  brought 
in  a  Bill  with  that  object;  and  he  (Sir 
Eardlej  Wilmot)  intended  to  bring  in  a 
Bin  next  Session  for  the  institution  of  a 
Oomt  of  Oriminal  Appeal,  one  of  the 
pnraioiis  of  which  would  be  to  em- 
power the  Court  to  award  compensation 
where  it  was  proved  satisfactorily  that 
{■justice  had  been  done  and  unmerited 
■Baring  had  been  sustained.    Betum- 
isg,  howerery  to  the  case  of  Galley,  be- 
ion  he  gave  Notice  of  his  Motion  asking 
%a  CMnpensation  to  him,  he  went  to  the 
HoDM  Office  in  order  to  seek  an  inter- 
Tisw  with  the  Home  Secretary,  or  Mr. 
Uddsn,  the  Under  Secretary  of  State, 
to  see  if  they  would  not  re-consider  their 
dsaimmi,  and  thus  avoid  the  necessity 
of  bringing  the  matter  forward  in  the 
Hbose.    Me  was  not  fortunate  enough 
to  see  either  of  the  Secretaries ;  but  he 
Biw  one  of  the  Assistant  Secretaries  of 
As  Oriminal  Department,  and  also  the 
ndfale  Beoretaiy  to  the  Secretary  of 
Btofee^  andy  to  his  surprise  and  astonish- 
■sa^  he  learnt  that  a  belief  still  existed 
at  Hia   Home   0£Boe  that  Galley  was 
ffdttjm    He  thought  that  that  idea  had 
fiajg  siiice  been  buiished  from  the  Home 
;  andy  bearing  upon  that,  he  might 
idiat»  aoeidentiuly  meetingabroad 
» of  Her  Majesty's  Judges — one  most 
^^-—'-'^-^  m  his  knowledge  of  Cri- 
lutt  dignitary  had  informed 
Aat  at  the  period  when  Galley's 
was  about  to  be  brought  before 
ty  in  1879,  a  late  Home  Secre- 

ahad  sent  him  the  Papers  connected 
tbe  ease,  and  asked  his  opinion 
^  it.  His  reply  had  been — '<  Galley 
M>  amre  oonumttod  that  murder  than  I 
ti  mysnlf  "  At  all  events,  the  inquiry 
W  Iwtn  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  not  being 
mat  he  hoped  for,  he  put  down  his 
HoCion  OB  toe  Notice  Paper  the  same 
aftanoon,  and  to-day  they  had  come  to 
Hi  aoBsideration.  It  might  be  said  that 
a  flase  wcmld.  afford  a  precedent  for 
if  ibB  GFoTomment  consented  to 

eaaDpenaatioii ;   but  he  would  ask, 
sot  W0    prModent  been  already 


established  on  more  than  one  occasion  ? 
He  would  refer  hen.  Members  first  to 
the  well-known  case  of  Barber,  a  solici- 
tor, of  London,  who  was  convicted,  in 
1 844,  of  forgery  at  the  Central  Criminal 
Court,  along  with  one  Fletcher.  Both 
were  sentenced  to  transportation  for  life, 
and  sent  to  Norfolk  Island  in  the  autumn 
of  that  year.  A  near  relative  of  his  (Sir 
Eardley  Wilmot's)  own — in  fact,  his 
father — was  Lieutenant  Governor  of  Van 
Dieman's  Land  at  that  time.  Norfolk 
Island  was  under  the  charge  of  an  offi- 
cial subordinate  to  the  Lieutenant  Go- 
vernor's jurisdiction,  and  at  some  dis- 
tance from  Hobart  Town;  and  he  was 
sorry  to  sav,  as  they  all  well  knew, 
that  dreadnU  enormities  were  com- 
mitted there.  Barber  was  placed,  on 
his  arrival,  in  a  most  menial  occupa- 
tion, and  underwent  great  and  cruel 
indi^ities,  which  injured  his  health, 
and  ne  was'  afterwards  removed  to  Van 
Dieman's  Land,  where  he  obtained  a 
free  pardon  in  1848.  For,  in  the  mean- 
time, the  humane  and  excellent  chap- 
lains, Messrs.  Rogers  and  Naylor,  who 
did  their  best  for  the  convicts  on  Norfolk 
Island,  had  convinced  themselves  of 
Barber's  innocence, ;  and  Fletcher  him- 
self, his  alleged  partner  in  the  forgery, 
had  entirely  exonerated  him  from  any 
participation  in  it.  Well,  Barber  re- 
turned to  England,  and  endeavoured  to 
resume  his  practice  in  London  as  a  soli- 
citor, in  1 855,  but  in  vain.  Though  a  free 
pardon  had  been  given  him,  his  clerk 
gave  evidence  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee afterwards  appointed  by  the 
House  of  Commons,  that  he  was  avoided 
by  clients,  as  having  had  the  stain  of  a 
conviction,  though  wrongfully,  upon  him. 
In  his  misery.  Barber  petitioned  this 
House  for  inquiry ;  and,  through  the  ex- 
ertions of  Dr.  Brady,  a  respected  Mem- 
ber of  it,  a  Select  Committee  was  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  circumstances 
of  his  case.  Lord  Hotham  being  its 
Chairman.  After  several  sittings  of 
the  Committee,  before  whom  Barber 
himself.  Major  General  Childs,  and 
other  witnesses  were  examined,  the 
Committee  came  to  the  unanimous 
opinion  that  Barber  was  entirely  inno- 
cent of  the  crime  for  which  he  had  been 
punished,  and  **  they  recommended  him 
to  the  favourable  recommendation  of 
the  Government."  He  (Sir  Eardley 
Wilmot)  had  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee in  his  hand    (Vol.    xii.,    1867- 
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1858,  page  617),  but  he  would  not 
trouble  the  House  with  it.  But  the 
Beport  stated  ''  that  the  allegations  in 
Barber's  Petition  had  been  substan- 
tially proved."  He  would,  however, 
read  to  them  what  occurred  in  the 
House  afterwards.  Dr.  Brady,  on  19th 
March,  1859,  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  what 
the  Government  intended  to  do  in  re- 
ference to  the  Beport  of  the  Select  Oom- 
mittee  on  the  Petition  of  William  Henry 
Barber?  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  said — 

'<  The  case  of  Mr.  Barber  had  been  under  the 
careful  conBideration  of  the  Government  for 
some  time,  and  no  little  difficulty  had  been  ex- 
perienced in  deciding  how  to  deal  with  it.  On 
the  one  hand,  a  precedent  ought  not  to  be  laid 
down  which  might  operate  injuriously  in  other 
cases  of  an  analogous  nature ;  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  this  particular  case  was  taken  out  of  the 
ordinary  category  by  the  fact  that  it  had  been 
investigated  by  a  Select  Committee,  who  had 
unanimously  recommended  it  to  the  special  con- 
sideration of  the  Government.  The  various 
O[)ositions  that  had  been  brought  forward 
received  the  attention  of  the  Govommont, 
which  had  felt  that  the  only  unobjectionable 
mode  of  proceeding  would  bo  to  g^ve  some  re- 
cognition of  the  sufferings  which  Mr.  Barber  had 
certainly  undergone.  This  would  be  attained 
by  a  grant  of  public  money  to  Mr.  Barber ;  and, 
accordingly,  in  the  Estimates  for  the  coming 
year  such  a  sum  would  be  included  as,  without 
pretending  to  compensate  him  for  what  he  had 
endured,  would  still  be  an  acknowledgment  on 
the  part  of  Parliament  and  the  country  that  he 
had  suffered  considerably,  and  was  therefore 
entitled  to  some  consideration  of  this  nature." 

The  other  case  he  would  mention,  was 
that  of  Habron,  convicted  not  long  since 
of  murder  committed  by  a  man  named 
Peace.  Through  the  confession  of 
Peace,  entirely  exonerating  Habron, 
the  latter  had  received  a  free  pardon. 
The  circumstances  of  his  innocence 
being  established  were  not  unlike,  in 
some  respects,  to  those  attending  Galley's 
case,  and  compensation  was  awarded 
to  him  by  the  Government.  In  Bar- 
ber's case  the  sum  granted  was,  he 
believed,  £5,000;  in  Habron's  it  was 
£1,000.  And  now,  he  would  ask,  was 
not  Galley  entitled  to  similar  amends  ? 
For  45  years  he  had  been  an  exile  from 
his  country — at  first,  a  slave  condemned 
to  hard  and  severe  labour  in  a  penal 
Colony;  then,  as  Lord  Chief  Justice 
Cockbum  had  eloquently  pointed  out, 
equally  a  slave  on  the  public  roads ;  and 
at  length  assigned,  as  was  the  custom 
with  our  transported  felons  at  that  time, 
to  a  landowner,  like  a  beast  of  burden,  in 
N«w  South  Wakfl^  wherohehadbeenerer 
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since,  with  the  stigmA  of  a  crime  wfaibh 
he  never  committed  branded  upon  him. 
But,  latterly,  he  had  experienced  kind 
treatment,  especially  from  his  master,  Mr. 
Friend,  now  dead.  So  acutely  did  he  feel 
his  position,  that  he  would  not  enter  the 
state  of  marriage  till  the  publication  of 
Lord  Chief  Justice  Cockbum's  letter 
reached  him,  for  he  said  he  would  not 
wish,  innocent  as  he  felt  and  knew  him- 
self to  be,  any  woman  to  take  the  name 
of  one  who  had  been  convicted  of  mur- 
der. He  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  had  now 
finished  his  task.  He  thanked  the  House 
for  the  kind  indulgence  with  which  thej 
had  listened  to  him :  and  it  only  re- 
mained for  him  to  appeal  once  more  to  the 
Home  Secretary  and  the  Government. 
He  asked  them  favourably  to  consider, 
as  the  House  of  Commons  had  done  in 
Barber's  and  Habron's  cases,  the  un- 
happy case  of  this  poor  old  man.  Thaj 
had  heard  his  own  appeal  in  the  leitOT 
which  he  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  had 
read,  and  m  which  ne  besought  hie 
fellow-countrymen  to  do  him  justice. 
He  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  asked  for 
that  justice  for  him.  He  asked  it  in  the 
name  of  the  county  of  Devon,  where 
Galley  had  been  unjustly  convicted ;  he 
asked,  in  the  name  of  all  England,  that 
this  unhappy  man,  after  45  years  of  un- 
merited suffering,  might  be  enabledf 
through  the  generous  act  of  his  fellow- 
countrymen,  to  return  to  his  native  land, 
and  there  pass  the  short  remainder  of 
his  life  in  peace  and  comfort. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  s^, 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  spent  a  ooiip 
siderable  portion  of  time  in  proving  ike 
innocence  of  Galley,  and  he  was  aor- 

Srised  to  hear  it  stated  that  at  the  Home 
>ffice  a  doubt  as  to  his  innocence  pre* 
vailed.  That  opinion  he  understooa  to 
be  founded  on  private  conversations  with 
his  Private  Secretary.  He  was  only  too 
glad  to  afford  hon.  Members  all  poe- 
sible  facilities  for  making  inquiries  at 
the  Home  Office ;  but  he  must  say  that 
if  mistaken  opinions  gathered  from,  pri- 
vate conversations  held  there  were  to  be 
brought  before  the  House,  he  would  be 
compelled  to  take  steps  to  prevent  suok 
conversations  taking  place.  But  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  opinion  was  altogether 
unfounded.  No  one  at  the  Home  Office^ 
and  least  of  all  his  Private  Seoretaiy  or 
himself,  entertained  a  doubt  as  to  the 
innocence  of  Galley.  At  the  beginning 
of  the  present  year  he  went  oarefiiIl(j . 
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ftroogh  all  {be  Papon,  and  lie  held  the 
niinion  that  the  yiew  taken  by  the  late 
Lnd  Chief  Joetice  and  by  Sir  Montague 
Smith  was  the  coirect  view,  and  tibat 
ttfi  ease  was  one  of  those  lamentable 
niSBziiaffea  which  sometimes  occurred 
is  the  aaxninistration  of  justice,  and 
wUeh  showed  the  fallibility  of  human 
tMlimony  and  of  human  judgment. 
Hsriiuf  disposed  of  that  matter,  he 
itBlsa  with  the  assumption  of  the  inno- 
eanoe  of  GhJley,  as  to  whom  the  House 
kid  Toted  that  he  was  entitled  to  a  free 
MidoiL.  It  should  not  be  supj^sed  that 
Is  was  opposed  to  compensation  being 

K;  but  he  had  a  public  duty  to  per- 
and  would  state  the  considerations 
lAieh  had  influenced  their  decision.  The 
loD.  Meniber  said  that  in  all  cases  of 
SBJust  oonYiotion  compensation  should 
bs  giTsn.  That  was  a  very  large  pro- 
fOHtioiif  pregnant  with  vezy  important 
— isi^aences,  and  it  was  one  which  had 
r  yet  been  adopted.  There  was  the 
of  Mr.  Barber,  which  the  hon.  Oen- 
had  referred  to,  where  the  Go- 
isnment,  from  the  peculiar  circum- 
had  decided  to  award  him  com- 
..on  ;  but  they  expressly  stated 
it  was  not  to  be  consiaered  as  a  pre- 
Bat  the  first  thing  the  hon. 
Owileman  did  was  to  make  it  a  pre- 
swlont  for  another  case.  They  could  not 
ie  flieae  things  without  establishing  a 
t.  It  was,  of  course,  entirely 
the  House  to  consider  in  what  way 
%Kj  would  dispose  of  the  money  of  the 
,  and  if  they  were  of  opinion  that 
n  should  be  given  in  the 
t  ease  they  would  say  so.  He  was 
the  House  was  not  in  a  position  to 
fiwim  TOte  on  this  matter,  for  it  was  for 
Sba  Hi?^»**  And  not  for  him  to  decide  that 
Wsiui,  He  had,  however,  to  observe 
ftilflia  hon.  Member  had  given  no  hint 
laUa  apeeoh  as  to  what  he  considered 
IhniH  be  the  measure  of  the  compensa- 
iHbxle  in  lus  Besolution  he  sug- 
■Hted  tliat  Oalley  should  be  allowed  a 
ibapttSMige  home.  If  that  were  all  he 
imnd,  then  he  was  sure  the  hon.  Mem- 
tgt-^mM  he  li?wftlf  would,  or  many  hon. 
minbmrB  pzeaent — would  find  the  neces- 
WKW  ibads  tor  that  purpose. 

4m  EABDIiET  WLLMOT  said,  he 
lid  pmpoeolj  refirained  from  naming  a 
hemg  deairous  of  leaving  that 
__r  tome  Gtovemment. 
Jb  WILLHAM  HABOOUBT  said, 
leflUDoeed  hm  wm  to  assume  that  the 


hon.  Oentieman  asked  for  some  sub- 
stantial compensation.  Well,  there  was 
no  evidence  before  them  tiiat  Galley 
himself  desired  to  be  compensated,  or 
even  that  he  desired  to  return  home; 
and  what  was  the  use  of  furnishing  a 
man  with  the  requisite  means  to  enaole 
him  to  return  home  if  he  did  not  desire 
to  do  so?  The  principle  which  was  laid 
down  by  the  hon.  Baronet  was  not  con- 
fined, as  he  understood  it,  to  the  case  of 
Galley,  but  was  intended  to  apply  to  all 
cases  in  which  innocent  persons  had 
been  convicted  of  crime.  It  was  scarcely 
for  the  Government  to  accept  this  prin- 
ciple, but  it  might  be  done  by  the 
House,  in  which  case  groat  care  ought 
to  be  taken  in  fixing  the  bases  on  which 
compensation  to  be  paid  out  of  the  public 
purse  ought  to  be  fixed. 

Mr.  NOETHCOTE  said,  he  thanked 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
for  the  generous  and  candid  manner  in 
which  he  had  admitted  the  abstract  jus- 
tice of  Galley's  right  to  reasonable  com- 
pensation. He  (Mr.  Northcote)  was  not 
in  the  least  disposed  to  make  raids  upon 
the  Treasury  in  the  interest  of  indi- 
viduals upon  any  except  the  most  seri- 
ous grounds ;  but  he  did  think  that  the 
exceptional  hardship  of  Galley's  case 
entitled  him  to  reasonable  compensation, 
and  he  trusted  the  matter  would  be  dealt 
with  as  soon  as  possible.  He  would 
suggest  that  a  sum  equal  to  that  paid  to 
the  Irishman  Habron,  who  had  also  been 
unjustly  convicted,  and  suffered  two  and 
a-half  years'  penal  servitude,  should  be 
given  to  Galley. 

Mr.  J.  CO  WEN  said,  he  had  listened 
withjgreat  satisfaction  to  the  speech  of 
the  Home  Secretary.  Under  the  cir- 
cumstances, it  was  all  that  the  House 
could  expect.  He  had  admitted  in  the 
most  unqualified  way  that  Galley  was 
innocent,  and  he  did  this  after  having 
perused  the  whole  of  the  documents  in 
the  case — both  the  letter  of  the  late 
Lord  Chief  Justice  and  the  information 
exclusively  in  possession  of  the  Home 
Office.  Such  a  declaration  made  by  the 
Home  Secretary  would  be  a  source  of 
unfeigned  pleasure  to  the  unhappy  man 
himself,  to  the  number  of  gentlemen 
who  had  taken  an  interest  in  him,  and, 
he  believed,  to  the  House  at  large.  He 
did  not  wish  to  mix  the  case  up  with 
any  general  argument  as  to  the  wisdom 
or  necessity  of  establishing  a  Court  of 
Appeal  and  granting  compensation  in 
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all  cases  where  justice  miscarried.  That 
was  a  very  wide  subject,  and  one  upon 
which  there  might  be  great  difference^f 
opinion.  It  was  not  desirable  to  en- 
cumber the  present  inquiry  with  broad 
debates  on  such  a  very  complicated 
question.  What  they  wanted  the  Gk)- 
vemment  to  do  was  to  judge  the  matter 
upon  its  merits  and  to  deal  with  it.  He 
did  not  believe  there  had  ever  been  a 
harder  case,  in  recent  vears,  submitted  to 
the  consideration  of  tne  Legislature.  It 
was  very  simple,  but  it  appealed  to  the 
sympathies  of  every  generous  person. 
This  unfortunate  man  had,  after  the 
lapse  of  nearly  half-a-century,  been  de- 
clared guiltless  of  the  crime  of  which 
he  had  been  accused.  Apart  from  the 
agony  of  mind  that  he  must  have  en- 
dured over  his  trial  and  conviction,  the 
personal  hardships  he  had  been  sub- 
jected to  were  such  as  few  Gentlemen 
present  could  realize.  They  should  re- 
member that  transportation  to  Botany 
Bay,  at  the  time  Galley  was  sent  there, 
was  one  of  the  most  severe  punishments 
that  could  be  inflicted.  It  was  a  pande- 
monium of  vice  and  cruelty.  He  had 
the  acquaintance  of  Mr.  John  Frost, 
the  Chartist,  who  was  also  transported 
to  New  South  Wales ;  and  he  remem- 
bered hearing  from  him  a  recital  of  the 
misery  and  suffering  that  the  unfor- 
tunate convicts  were  subjected  to.  With 
a  knowledge  of  these  facts — seeing  that 
Galley  himself  was  now  80  years  of  age, 
and  that  he  could  not  long  live  to  enjoy 
any  compensation  the  Government  could 
give  him — the  necessity  for  action,  and 
n)r  prompt  action,  was  urgent.  No 
private  Miember  could  make  a  proposal 
for  a  sum  of  money  to  be  granted  ;  but 
if  the  Home  Secretary  would  undertake 
to  say  that  the  Government  would 
favourably  consider  the  question — and 
if  they  could  promise  to  ffive  such  a  sum 
as  had  been  given  to  Habron,  who  was 
convicted  of  murder,  but  afterwards 
found  to  be  innocent,  by  the  confession 
of  the  man  Peace — he  was  sure  it  would 
give  satisfaction,  not  only  to  Members 
of  that  House  on  both  sides,  but  to  the 
country.  He  recollected  the  discussion 
that  took  place  there  last  Parliament. 
He  never  in  his  experience  had  seen  the 
House  of  Commons  so  unanimous  as  it 
was  on  that  occasion.  It  would  not  only 
be  an  act  of  justice,  but  it  woiUd  be  an 
act  of  generosity,  if  the  Ministry  could 
lighten  the  load  of  miieiy  tiutt  had 

Jfr.  /.  Cowm 


accumulated  round  this  unfortunate  man 
during  the  45  years  that  he  had  strun-led 
under  the  stigma  of  murder,  and  oeen 
subjected  to  the  punishment  of  penal 
servitude. 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  he  wished  to  ex- 
press his  general  satisfaction  with  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary.  He 
was  sure  the  ratepayers  would  cheei^ 
fully  provide  for  a  grant  of  £1,000. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  ad- 
mitted the  prudence  of  not  establishing 
a  precedent  for  such  cases,  but  hoped. 
the  Gt>vemment  would  accede  to  the 
appeal. 

Sib  JOHN  KENNAWAY  said,  he 
had  derived  much  pleasure  from  the 
way  in  which  this  proposal  had  been  xe- 
ceived  by  hon.  Members  on  both  sidee  of 
the  House.  The  Government  of  the  Amjf 
by  consenting  to  commute  the  punien- 
ment  to  which  Mr.  Galley  was  sentenced, 
had  admitted  that  they  were  in  the 
wrong,  because  if  they  believed  that  he 
was  guilty  they  should   have  allowed 

i'ustice  to  take  its  course,  or  if  thej  be* 
Leved  that  he  was  innocent  they  snonll 
have  liberated  him  at  once.  As  it  wa% 
the  poor  man  had  been  kept  in  pentt 
servitude  for  44  years ;  and  now,  when  he 
was  past  80,  he  had  been  thrown  npoB 
the  world  without  any  provision  for  him- 
self or  for  his  family.  It  would  be  a 
mere  farce  to  give  this  man  an  annni^, 
looking  at  his  age.  What  should  bi 
done  was  to  give  him  such  a  sum  ai 
would  enable  him  to  make  some  small 
provision  for  his  family. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  observed;" 
that  this  was  eminently  one  of  those  oa— g 
in  which  the  Government  required  to  h§ 
pressed  from  both  sides  of  the  House.  B 
was  acase  in  which  justice  shouldbe  done. 
Nothing  in  the  form  of  private  sub- 
scription would  meet  the  case,  or  would 
satisfy  the  feeling  of  the  House  of  Oom- 
mens,  as  reflecting  that  of  the  conntrj. 
He  hoped  that  the  Home  Seoretaiif 
would  not  forget  the  old  adage,  thrif 
**  Bis  dat  qui  eito  dat."  The  ease  of  thi| 
unfortunate  man  had  frequently  bes# 
debated  in  that  House,  and  at  lengtfai^ 
after  great  difficulty,  and  mainly  owiflf 
to  the  efforts  of  the  hon.  Member  oppo*,' 
site  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot),  he  had  reoeiTsd: 
a  free  pardon.  It  was,  however,  veiJlf 
little  use  giving  a  man  who  never  w 
guilty  a  free  paroon,  if  he  was  to  be  de- 
privea  of  the  opportunity  ol  getting  hii 
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SrriQiood  at  bis  extreme  age;  and 
ikrafine  hetnuled  that  the  Gbrernment 
VDuId  show  no  more  official  coyness  in 
Ai  matter,  bntthatthe  Home  Secretary 
loild  take  a  oonxse  with  regard  to  it 
lAieh  wonld  reflect  honour  upon  faim- 
df  and  would  be  appreciated  by  the 

8iB  HENBT  TTLER  agreed  that  the 
(mriaion  fbr  the  old  age  of  this  poor 
■la  ahoiild  not  be  left  to  private  snb- 
■nption,  but  aboold  be  voted  by  Par- 
BBBsnft.  The  mere  fact  of  his  receivinff 
afiee  pardon  after  enduring  44  yearr 

Cud  Berritade,  might  leave  it  open  to 
sappoaed  that  he  had  only  received 
fte  benefit  of  a  doubt ;  whereas  if  Far- 
itmant  made  provision  for  him,  it  would 
be  dearly  nxiderstood  that  he  was  en- 
lUy  innooent  of  the  o£Pence  of  which  he 
U  been  oonvieted.  He  trusted  that 
vUMHit  any  further  debate  the  Home 
would  yield  to  the  universal 
_  of  tbe  House,  and  would  consent 
a  grant  should  be  made  from  the 
laUioparae  to  this  old  man.  The ooea- 
■H  waa  one  fbr  the  exercise,  not  of 

,  but  of  justice.         

Tn  ATTOBNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Mbat  Jambb)  said,  that,  speaking  on 
Mdf  of  the  Mome  Secretary,  who  was 
by  the  Bules  of  ike  House 
again  addressing  the  House  on  this 
efe»  he  wonld  state  the  course  which 
Goramment  intended  to  pursue  in 
e  to  this  case.  His  right  hon. 
had  not  been  an  inattentive 
to  the  discussion  that  had  taken 
;  and  as  he  now  understood  that  it 
Ae  opinion  of  every  Member  of  the 
I  apparently  that  some  money  pay- 
fJinnld  be  made  to  this  man,  he 
not  diapoaed  to  put  himself  in  an- 
imi  to  fliat  view.  At  the  same 
ho  (the  Attorney  (General)  was 
hon.  Members  would  feel  diat  it 
■■ifonBiMethat  the  Home  Secretary 
1  pcopoae  that  compensation  should 
fdwmn  in  every  case  where  a  man 
had  been  oanvicted  was  afterwards 
to  be  innocent.  If,  however,  in 
[t  oaae  Parliament  should  by  a 
non  of  opinion  be  disposed 
iipon  iteelf  all  responsibility  in 
>,  and  if  it  were  universally  un- 
th«t  this  was*  an  exceptional 
that  it  was  not  to  be  drawn 
_  .eedent,  the  Home  Secretary 
nat^japoeed  to  do  other  than  give 
^^*^^^^      to  what  had  fallen 


^ 


from  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  and  would  make  inquiry  into 
the  circumstances  and  position  of  this 
man,  and  hoped  to  bo  able  to  give  effect 
in  a  short  time  to  the  wish  of  the  House 
in  the  matter. 

ISLANDS  OF  THE  PACIFIC— JURISDIC- 
TION OF  THE  HIGH  COMMISSIONER 
OF  POLYNESIA.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY,  who  had  given  No- 
tice of  his  intention  to  move — 

<<That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
safety  of  Her  IMaiesty's  subjects  engaged  in 
commerce  in  the  raciJSc,  as  well  as  the  well- 
being  of  the  Native  races,  would  be  more  com- 
fletely  attained,  now  that  the  seat  of  the  Lord 
[iffh  Commissioner  has  been  removed  from 
Fiji  to  New  Zealand  if  the  duties  of  the  Lord 
High  Commissioner  were  performed  by  tho 
Naval  Commander  in  Chief  in  those  seas,  as- 
sisted by  Naval  Officers  holding  tho  requisite 
commission  for  this  purpose ;  " 

said,  he  did  not  propose  to  stand  for 
any  long  time  between  the  House  and 
tho  Business  before  it  in  Committee  of 
Supply;   but  tho  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  agreed  with 
him  that  it  was  desirable  that  a  few 
words  should  be  said  on  the  subject, 
even  at  this  late  period  of  the  Session. 
In  the  numerous  archipelagoes  of  the 
Pacific,  none  of  the  islanders,  with  the 
exception  of  those  who  resided  in  the 
Sandwich  Islands,  were  in  the  slightest 
degree  eivilized.     No    fewer    than    40 
murders  of  British  subjects  had  tc^en 
place  in  those  islands  auring  tho  past 
12    months    without    any    punishment 
being  inflicted  upon  the  guiltj ;  and  he 
had  brought  forward  this  subject  in  the 
hope  that  to  try  offences  of  this  charac- 
ter some  Court  different  firom  that  which 
now  sat  at  Fiji  might  be  constituted. 
The  three  great  Powers  who  had  the 
most  influence  amon^  the  islanders  were 
France,  Great  Britain,  and  the  United 
States.     France  had  a  naval  force  in 
those  seas  consisting  of  73  ships,  manned 
by  a  force  of  11,000  men,  wlule  we  our- 
selves had  a  naval  force  in  that  quarter 
of   the  world  consisting  of  39  vessels, 
manned  by   7,000   men,  only  a   small 
proportion  of  which  force,  however,  was 
available  for  service  in  that  particular 
locality.     The  great  Powers  also  exer- 
cized considerable  influence  in  the  islands 
through  their    missionaries   and    their 
traders.     The  process  of  obtaining  the 
free  labour  of  the  Natives  was  one  which 
I  had  been  liable  to  very  considerable 
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abuae.  Persons  whom  he  would  call 
Booundrels  proceeded  in  veBsels  under 
the  pretence  of  hiring  honest  labour  for 
the  purpose  of  employment  in  French 
Colonies  or  in  our  own  Oolonies.  These 
scoundrels  were  the  worst  description  of 
persons  who  ever  conducted  the  slave 
trade.  Much  had  been  done  by  this 
country  to  stop  them;  but  the  Native 
races  who  were  so  betrayed  by  these 
persons  resorted  to  outrages,  not,  un- 
fortunately, upon  the  guilty  persons, 
but  upon  honest  traders,  missionaries, 
and  other  persons  who  were  pursuing 
their  lawful  occupations  and  who  were 
doing  their  best  for  civilization.  The 
House  would  remember  the  murder  of 
Bishop  Patteson,  in  1871,  and,  at  a  more 
recent  period,  of  Commodore  Gk>od- 
enough,  who,  to  the  end  of  his  life,  did 
his  utmost  to  benefit  the  Native  races. 
The  Pacific  Islanders'  Protection  Act  of 
1872  was  in  a  right  direction.  It  was 
amended  in  1875  by  an  Act  after  the 
Fiji  Islands  had  become  part  of  the 
territoiy  of  Ghreat  Britain.  No  doubt,  a 
very  eminent  person.  Sir  Arthur  Gordon, 
did  his  very  best  to  remedy  the  evils 
that  were  complained  of ;  but  Sir  Arthur 
Gordon  was  translated  from  the  Govern- 
ment of  Fiji  to  the  Government  of  New 
Zealand,  and  was,  therefore,  at  a  very 
considerable  distance  from  the  place 
where  the  Court  sat.  If  a  trader  were 
murdered  in  some  outlying  island  in 
the  Pacific,  some  naval  officer  at  Fiji 
or  New  Zealand  was  ordered  to  go  to 
the  place  where  the  outrage  was  said  to 
have  been  committed,  and  he  had  to  do 
that  which  he  was  ordered  to  do.  Great 
loss  of  time  occurred  through  that  pro- 
cess. The  naval  officer  was  sent  to 
exact  retribution  at  some  unfortunate 
village  where,  perhaps,  the  inhabitants 
hardly  knew  the  person  who  committed 
the  outrage.  The  Natives'  means  of 
livelihood  were  cut  down;  &uit  trees 
were  destroyed.  If  you  were  absolutely 
certain  that  persons  in  that  village  had 
committed  a  murder,  and  would  not 
give  up  the  murderer,  he  thought  it 
might  be  a  legitimate  and  proper 
punishment.  The  arrangement  ibr  the 
protection  of  life  ought  to  be  in  the 
hands  of  the  Naval  Commander-in- 
Chief,  who  was  on  the  spot,  who  was, 
no  doubt,  selected  for  his  ability  and 
discretion,  and  who,  he  thought,  would 
carry  out  this  du<^  with  more  satisfac- 
tion to  the  country  than  Sir  Arthur 

Sir  John  Mt^ 


Gordon,  who  was  at  bo  considerable  adis- 
tanoe,  oonld.  Some  legal  oflioer  wouliy 
of  course,  require  to  be  associated  with 
the  Naval  Commander  in  carrying  o«t 
sentences.  Commodore  Erskine,  the  pre- 
sent Commodore  in  those  seas,  was  weU 
qualified  to  do  what  was  necessary.  On 
one  point  that  officer  differed  firom  the 
views  now  put  forward,  but  only  be- 
cause he  thought  that  the  performanoe 
of  additional  duties  might  interfere  with 
his  usefulness  in  discharging  the  dutiee 
already  devolving  upon  him ;  and  to  meet 
that  objection  it  might  be  neceaaaiy  to 
increase  the  naval  force  under  his  oom- 
mand.  France,  for  the  maintenance  of 
order  at  Tahiti,  New  Caledonia,  and  the 
Marquesas  Islands,  had  73  vessels  and 
11,000  men;  whereas  we  had  in  Aus- 
tralia, in  China,  and  on  the  West  Ooaet 
of  Africa  no  more  than  39  vessels  and 
7,000  men.  He  made  no  charge  against 
the  Government ;  he  only  called  on  them 
to  express  some  opinion  with  regard  to 
this  very  difficult  subject,  and,  perhapSi 
show  that  the  present  arrangement  was 
better  than  that  which  he  had  suggested 
for  the  consideration  of  the  House.  Ho 
thanked  the  House  for  their  kind  recep- 
tion of  him,  and  hoped  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  would  give  good  reasoM 
for   the  course    the  Gk>vemment    had 

tftken 

Sib'  henry  HOLLAND  said,  tluit 
he  heartily  concurred  in  the  Resolution 
moved  by  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Admiral.  He  observed  that  refereaeo 
was  made  in  the  Resolution  to  the  saHslj 
of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  engaged  in 
commerce,  and  the  well-being  of  the 
Native  races.  He  believed  that  the 
safety  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  do^ 
pended  mainly  upon  the  well-being  of 
the  Native  races.  There  was  no  doobl 
that  cruelties  of  an  abominable  charaolv 
had  been  committed  upon  the  Natives  of 
these  islands  by  kidnappers,  and  thnt 
these  cruelties  had  naturally  irritatsd 
and  excited  the  Natives,  and  endanffersd 
the  lives  of  those  who  devoted  uem^ 
selves  to  Missionary  work  among  the 
islands  as  well  as  of  those  who  benefited 
the  Natives  by  introducing  amons  thoril 
an  honest  and  profitable  trade.  It 
for  the  purpose  of  checking  this 
napping  that  the  Pacific  Islanders' 
tection  Act  was  passed  in  1873.  fbt 
(Sir  Henry  Holland)  was  then  in  tto 
Colonial  Office,  and  necessarily  took  en' 
active  part  in  preparing  and  woriua|^ 
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Mft  flie  dotailfl  of  thafe  meamire;  and 
then  was  no  part  of  his  work  in  the 
Ooiknial  Offioe  to  which  he  looked  back 
vith  mare  watiirfaction.  That  Act  em- 
pvflrad  oertain  offioen  and  consuls  to 
MM  and  detain  saspected  vesselsy  and 
poTided  for  the  trial  of  the  ofiPenders  in 
As  Anstndaaian  Courts  of  Law  and  in 
As  Tice  Admiralty  Courts.  The  Act 
vocked  well  and  greatly  checked  these 
Uhwpin^  outrages.  But  it  was  found 
iinable  to  haye,  if  possible,  a  more 
iiisot  and  constant  and  local  check  upon 
Asm  oflbnoeo,  and  hence,  when  we  had 
sbteined  Fiji,  the  Amending  Act  of  1875 
VM  pa  sued  and  the  Queen  was  em- 
fevered  to  appoint  a  High  Commis- 
MDsr.  This  was  a  wise  step  in  the  right 
dineticMi.  I^arge  powers  were  vested  in 
As  High  Commissioner,  and  Sir  Arthur 
flisdon,  then  Goyemor  of  Fiji — to  whose 
Mats  as  a  sealous  and  able  Gbvemor 
ks  dssiredy  in  passing,  to  add  his  tribute 
tslkat  giTen  bjtherighthon.and  gallant 
idiiiinS— was  appointed  High  Commis- 
8ir  Arthur  Oordon  exercised 
powers  satisfieustorily  so  long  as  he 
Gkyremor  of  Fiji ;  but  the  question 
whether  he  ooofd  continue  to  do  so 
M  Goremor  of  New  Zealand  ?    This  he 

&■  Henry  Holland)  ventured  to  doubt. 
thought  it  would  be  necessary,  if  the 
were  to  be  efficiently  carried  out, 
the  High  Commissioner  should  be 
the  Gkivemor  for  the  time  being 
X!gi  or  the  Naval  Commander-in- 
~  for  the  time  being  on  that  Station. 
ft  however,  it  was  decided  to  retain  Sir 
AiAnr  Gh>rdon  as  High  Commissioner, 
Jha  (Sir  Henrv  Holland)  would  urge  upon 
Jbr  ICajei^s  Gtovemment  to  take  steps 
|br  the  appointment  of  one  or  more  De- 
^hAj  Si^  OoQunissioners.   He  was  dis- 
gamd  to  think  that  legislation  would  be 
psesasazy  for  this  purpose,  but  it  would 
ha   of  a   very   simple   character.    He 
Ssabted   whether   Her  Majesty  could 
imoint  a  Deputy  High  Commis- 
.     The  Act  of  1 875,  58  &  39  Fict. 
&  §1,  oni^  empowered  her  to  appoint  a 
-  Buk  Gommissioner ;  and  though  refer- 
|BMa  was  made  in  the  last  paragraph  of 
-^i  ftl»  seotioa  to  Deputy  Commissioners, 
:  itmm  Oommissioners  were  only  members 
4f  Ae  Gbort  ot  Justioe  established  under 
j^  saoM  section^  and  were  not  Deputy 
^Uh Oommissioners  with  the  full  powers 
jjllfgflfc^  to  the  offioe  of  High  Commis- 
pBBSr.    Th^  powers  of  the  existing  De- 
-mtf  OommuNBonexB,  as  members  of  the 


Court,  did  not  extend  as  far  as  the 
powers  vested  in  the  High  Commis- 
sioner, which  he  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
thought  ought  to  be  vested  in  some 
officer,  whetner  the  Governor  of  Fiji  or 
naval  officer,  nearer  to  the  scene  of 
action  than  New  Zealand  was.  He 
trusted  the  subject  would  receive  the 
careful  consideration  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government. 

Ma.  TREVELYAN  said,  that  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had 
touched  a  great  and  complicated  ques- 
tion, with  regard  to  which  he  had  made 
a  very  definite  proposal — a  proposal 
with  which  the  Government  found  them- 
selves unable  to  agree,  but  which  they 
were  very  glad  to  discuss.  Becent  events 
had  drawn  public  attention  to  the  islands 
of  the  Pacific.  Those  events  had  excited 
strong  feelings — feelings  of  indignation 
at  barbarous  outrages,  of  sympathy  with 
fellow-countrymen  who  had  been  cruelly 
murdered,  and  of  grave  uneasiness  and 
dissatisfaction  at  the  necessary  imperfec- 
tions in  the  methods  by  which  those 
outrages  had  been  visited  and  punished. 
It  was  under  the  influence  of  those 
events  that  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  had  brought  forward  the  Mo- 
tion which  stood  in  his  name ;  but  he 
could  not  but  think  that  the  impression 
which  they  had  produced  had  g^ven  him 
a  somewhat  onesided  view  of  a  question 
which  had  many  sides,   though  none, 

gerhaps,  as  striking  as  that.  For  when 
e  proposed  to  intrust  a  naval  officer, 
and  that  officer  our  Commander-in-Chief 
in  those  seas,  with  the  office  and  duties 
of  High  Commissioner,  he  could  not  but 
think  he  lost  sight  of  the  fact  that  the 
punishment  of  outrages  by  Natives  was 
at  present  no  part,  and  the  prevention 
of  conduct  of  Europeans  which  might 
tempt  Natives  to  those  outrages  was 
only  a  part,  of  the  duties  of  the  High 
Commissioner.  On  that  point  Sir  Arthur 
Gordon  spoke  positively.  It  was  by  no 
means  "  to  see  that  Whites  were  pro- 
tected from  outrages  by  Natives'*  (p.  47), 
and  but  in  a  secondary  sense  **  to  pro- 
tect Natives  from  outrages  by  Whites  " 
(p.  47),  that  that  Court  was  formed.  He 
said — 

*'  It  was  principally  designed  to  proWde 
mcand  for  the  settlement  of  disputes  between 
White  men  themselves  and'to  prevent  Her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects  from  breaking  Iler  Majesty's 
laws.  It  was  found  that  in  Samoa,  in  Tonga, 
in  the  New  Hebrides,  and  in  other  places  small 
communities  of  Britiah^subjoctd  were  springinip 
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up  over  which  no  Courfc  had  jurisdiction  and 
no  law  had  force.  Debts  wore  incurred,  and 
tho  debtor  could  at  ploasurc  evade  his  creditor's 
claim ;  contracts  wore  entered  into  the  perform- 
ance of  which  could  not  bo  enforced ;  wills  were 
made  which  could  not  bo  proved ;  disputes  arose 
as  to  successions  which  could  not  be  settled; 
crimes  were  committed  which  either  escaped 
pimishment  altogether  or  were  dealt  with  by  a 
n'nch  law  demoralizing  to  those  engaged  in  it. 
It  was  primarily  to  remedy  this  state  of  things 
that  the  Deputy  Commissioners'  Ck>urts,  under 
the  High  Commissioner,  wore  established  at 
Apia  and  Nukualofa.  It  was,  no  doubt,  also 
an  oWect  that  the  letter  and  spirit  of  the  Wes- 
tern Pacific  Acts  should  be  carried  out  by  Her 
Majesty's  subjects  and  that  tho  Court  should 
enforce  their  strict  obser\'ance ;  but  no  one  who 
lof)ked  carefully  at  the  Orders  in  Council  can  fail 
to  perceive  what  was  their  primary  object — the 
establishment  of  a  Court  to  which  British  sub- 
jects who  had  no  lonis  standi  before  any  other 
judicial  tribunal  might  resort." 

If  hon.  Members  would  study  the  very 
Yoluminous  Order  in  Council  of  the  1 3th 
of  August,  1877,  and  the  still  more  vo- 
luminous Schedule,  they  would  find  that 
tho  functions  of  the  High  Commissioner 
embraced  the  powers  of  every  species  of 
tribunal,  civil  and  criminal,  judicial  and 
administrative,  legal  and  equitable.  It 
was  impossible  that  a  naval  officer,  with 
a  naval  officer's  training,  should  face 
such  a  jrange  of  duties,  so  special  and, 
at  the  same  time,  so  multifarious  in 
their  nature.  A  Commodore  who,  in 
the  intervals  of  inspecting  quarters  and 
putting  his  men  through  gun-drill, 
could  deal  with  questions  of  partnership, 
questions  of  probate,  questions  of  bank- 
ruptcy, questions  of  intestacy,  would  be 
a  sea-lawyer  with  a  vengeance.  And  if 
it  was  impossible,  it  was  at  the  same 
time  most  unadvisable.  He  could  hardly 
imagine  anything  more  certain  to  dis- 
tract an  officer's  mind  from  the  very  im- 
portant cares  which  the  safety  of  his 
ships  and  the  security  of  his  station  de- 
manded. And  if,  by  some  happy  chance, 
tho  Admiralty  secured  an  officer  who 
had  the  legal  knowledge  which  qualified 
him  for  the  post,  tho  mere  fact  of  his 
being  tied  down  to  the  head-quart«rs  of 
his  Court  would  be  an  immense  disad- 
vantage to  the  Service.  Litigants  who 
had  business  before  tho  Court  at  Sydney 
would  be  hardly  used  if  the  exigencies 
of  the  Service  required  the  High  Com- 
missioner to  go  on  a  four  months'  cruise 
to  Western  Australia.  The  main  prin- 
ciple of  naval  administration  was  that 
our  ships  and  our  squadrons  should  be 
able  to  sail  whenever  and  wherever 
they  were  ordered.     The  elastioity  of 


our  Navy  depended  upon  our  Tesflelt 
being  always,  as  they  were  now,  ready 
for  war  on  a  moment's  notice  in  any 
quarter  where  need  might  arise;  and 
to  fetter  the  commander  of  four  vesselfl 
on  an  important  station  with  judicial 
duties  which  would  cramp  his  movements 
as  much  as  they  would  absorb  his  ener- 
gies, would  be  contrary  to  the  whole 
spirit  on  which  our  Service  was  con- 
ducted. And  then  there  was  another 
consideration  which  weighed  with  the 
Admiralty  greatly,  and  that  was  that  to 
appoint  our  Commodore  High  Oommis- 
sioner  would  place  him  in  a  position 
with  regard  to  the  Colonial  public  in 
which,  for  every  reason,  it  was  inexpe- 
dient that  a  naval  officer  should  be 
placed.  Colonial  opinion  on  some  im- 
portant matters  was  not  English  opinion. 
Nor  did  it  always  express  itself  alter  the 
fashion  which  was  observed  in  English 
politios.  He  had  seen  something  in 
India  of  the  mode  in  which  non-offloial 
British  residents  attacked  an  official,  be 
he  Jud^  or  Administrator,  who  was 
supposed  to  deal  tenderly  with  the 
darker  races  when  their  interests  clashed 
with  those  of  the  White  man ;  and  it 
was  a  species  of  attack  to  which  he  did 
not  desire  to  see  our  naval  officers  ez- 

gosed.  And  as  it  was  in  India,  so  it 
ad  a  tendency  to  be  in  other  quarters 
of  the  globe.  In  January  of  tnis  year 
there  met  an  Intercolonial  Cong^ress  at 
Sydney,  composed  of  leading  gentlemen 
from  the  different  Gt>vemments  of  Aus- 
tralasia. There  was  no  one  under  the 
rank  of  Colonial  Secretary,  Colonial 
Treasurer,  Attorney  Genenu;  and  yet 
these  gentlemen  were  pervaded  with  the 
feeling  with  regard  to  questions  between 
the  Native  races  and  the  British  race^ 
which  never  failed  to  prevail  where 
those  races  came  freely  into  contact. 
The  Intercolonial  Conference  printed  in 
the  appendix  to  its  Beport  a  certain 
number  of  letters  and  articles  from 
newspapers,  and  so  gave  those  letters 
and  articles,  to  speak  very  moderatelyi 
a  certain  stamp  of  authority.  Now,  it 
was  well  known  to  the  House  that  Sir 
Arthur  Gordon  was  High  Commissioner, 
and  Chief  Justice  Gorrie  was  Judicial 
Commissioner ;  and  how  were  those 
high  functionaries  treated  in  those  let- 
ters and  articles  which,  after  being 
printed  in  that  Beport,  had  become,  as 
it  were,  the  semi-offiml  expression  of 
Colonial  opinion  f    The  first  leUer  waa 
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ftom  a  l£r.  Julian  Thomas  to  the  Seore- 
tuy  of  the  Inteioolonial  Gonference. 
Ho  said— 

"Haviiig  lately  TCtnmed  from  Fiji,  I  have 
MB  the  pemidoiis  zeeulte  of  the  Exeter  Hall 
Mlier  of  Sir  Arthur  Gkrdon  and  Judge  Oorrie, 
Be  £tigh  and  Jndidal  CommiBsioners  of  Poly- 
iwii  I  waa  witneiB  of  the  sapineneM  and  in- 
fiflferenoe  of  the  Hiffh  CkxmmiMioner  to  the  ont- 
ngM  oammitted.  NatiTepoUoemen  have  power 
te  aiicat  White  men  on  the  most  frivolous 
chanea;  and  the  inaolence  of  the  whole  abori- 
nuu  race  of  the  South  Seas  proves  Sir  Arthur 
Gotdon'a  pnblic  statement  that  these  are  not 
the  oountnea  for  White  men." 

And    the   next  extract  was   from    an 


**  Both  theae  officials  (Sir  Arthur  Gordon  and 
Ohiaf  Jnatioe  Gonie)  have  been  for  years  play- 
ing to  the  gallery  of  Exeter  HaU,  and,  no 
doabt,  have  aoqnized  in  Great  Britain  a  great 
npntetion  for  philanthropy,  earned,  as  results 
Aow,  at  the  coat  of  the  blood  of  their  country- 
■en.  To  tej  cases  before  Judge  Gorrie  is  a 
aoekecy.  Txie  Colonies  should  join  together  to 
fnCsst  that  the  property  and  lives  of  their 
dftiMna  ahall  no  longer  be  at  the  mercy  of  the 
Sg^  Commiflsioner  or  his  judicial  assistant.'* 

Nov,  he  asked  the  House,  and  he  asked 
tta  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman, 
Aether  that  was  the  sort  of  language 
^lioh  we  should  wish  to  see  apphed  to 
the  otticeir  who  commanded   Her  Ma- 
jesty's squadron  in  those  seas  ?     Sir 
Arthur  uordon  took  these  attacks  in 
Aafe  spirit  in  which  a  high-minded  man 
took  all  attacks  which  it  was  part  of 
iatjf  and  he  might  say  a  condition  of 
his  calling,  to  face.     When  a  civilian 
administrator  undertook  such  a  post  as 
ttat  of  Sir  Arthur  Gk>rdon,  he  regarded 
Aat  sort  of  criticism  as  all  in  the  day's 
woA,    But  it  would  be  in  the  highest 
Jaijrrun  calamitous  if  the  chief   repre- 
sontatiTn  of  the  fighting  power  of  Eng- 
land  waa  to  be  abused  twice  a-week  by 
two  out  of  the  three  Colonial  news- 
p^ers  as  a  partial  mafldstrate  and  a 
auradHn  humanitarian.    It  was  an  or- 
deal which  nayal  officers  could  not  be 
sailed  upon  to  face,  and  which  they 
dumld  not  face   eitiier  for  their  own 
mkm  or  tar  the  sake  of  the  country. 
That  waa  not  the  way  to  maintain  the 
pmilarity  of  our  Navy.    But,  without 
tanag  the  strong  step  of  making  the 
CbnuDodore  a  Sigh  Commissioner,  there 
waa  atill  something  to  be  done.    The 
Ibftaieolonial  Conference,  among  other 
laeoaimeiidations,  made  two  that  were 
spedallj  worthy  of  notice.    They  re- 
nfareddiat-- 
YQL.  OOOHJV.      [third  series.] 


"  Extended  powers  should  bo  conferred  upon 
the  High  Commiasioncrs  for  the  punishment  of 
Natives  of  the  said  isbinds  for  any  criires  or 
offences  committed  by  them  against  British 
subjects. " 

And  Sir  Arthur  Gordon  supported  their 
view  in  his  very  powerful  Memorandum 
of  the  26th  of  February,  which  was  a 
sort  of  comment  on  their  Beport.  He 
said — 

"  Unless  a  jurisdiction  wore  created  compe- 
tent to  take  cognizance  of  offences  committed 
against  British  subjects  in  the  Pacific  beyond 
Her  Majesty* s  possessions,  the  infliction  of 
punishment  on  Britith  subjects  for  outrages 
against  Natives  in  the  same  regions  was  sure  to 
excite  on  their  part  not  unnatural  irritation 
and  a  sense  of  being  treated  with  injustice." 

Well,  that  great  question — for  a  very 
great  question  it  was — was  beyond  the 
scope  and  power  of  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty, though  they  took  the  strongest 
view  in  favour  of  a  chango  of  system. 
But  there  was  another  suggestion  of  the 
Intercolonial  Conference  to  which  they 
had  directed  their  earnest  attention — 

**  That  the  more  frequent  visits  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's ships  among  the  islands  would  have  a 
beneficial  effect  upon  the  Natives,  and  tend  to 
lessen  in  a  great  degree  the  crimes  now  so  pre- 
valent.** 

That  suggestion  was  enforced  in  an  ex- 
cellent and  moderate  series  of  articles  in 
The  Sydney  Iforning  Herald;  and  the 
Admiralty  had  despatched  two  vessels 
— the  Cormorant  and  the  Beagle — to 
cruise  in  and  about  the  islands,  visit- 
ing every  mission  and  commercial  sta- 
tion, with  a  civilian  Deputy  Commis- 
sioner, Mr.  Komilly,  on  board.  The 
Admiralty  had  likewise  taken  the  same 
view  as  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman,  to  the  effect  that  a  naval 
officer  should  be  appointed  Deputy 
Commissioner,  and  that  charge  had  been 
conferred  on  Captain  Maxwell,  who 
would  now  have,  among  other  important 
powers,  the  all-important  power  of  re- 
moving by  deportation  any  British  sub- 
ject whose  conduct  was  of  a  nature  to 
produce  or  excite  a  breach  of  the  public 

Eeace,  from  the  neighbourhood  where 
is  presence  was  oppressive  or  dangerous. 
It  was  one  thing  for  a  naval  officer 
to  be  High  Commissioner  himself,  ex- 
posed to  the  fierce  light  wliich  beat  upon 
that  post  at  Sydney  or  Wellington,  and 
quite  another  to  be  a  Deputy  Commis- 
sioner on  the  high  scae,  with  the  re- 
doubtable presence  of  Sir  Arthur  Gordon 
to  stand  between  himself  and  public 
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criticism.  In  the  words  of  Lord  North- 
brook's  letter  to  the  Oolonial  OfiBce — 

**  My  Lords  were  "convinced  that  the  influence 
of  a  sensible  naval  officer,  whose  dutj  is  not 
confined  to  ^e  distasteful  task  of  punishment, 
but  who  can  investigate  and  decide  differences 
on  the  spot,  will  be  more  likely  than  any  other 
measure  gradually  to  produce  a  cessation  of  the 
serious  outrages  which  seem  to  threaten  the 
extinction  of  the  valuable  trade  with  the 
islanders." 

That  was  what  the  Admiralty  had  done ; 
for  that  lay  within  their  own  power. 
And  Lord  Northbrook's  strong  recom- 
mendation to  the  Colonial  Office  to  ob- 
tain, if  legally  possible,  authority  to 
check  outrages  on  the  part  of  Natives  by 
the  course  of  law,  instead  of  by  acts  of 
hostility,  which  too  often  confounded  the 
innocent  with  the  guilty,  represented 
what  the  Admiralty,  and  he  believed 
Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment,  as  a  whole, 
res^arded  as  at  least  a  partial  remedy  for 
evils  which  could  not  be  altogether  re- 
medied except  by  that  policy  of  annexa- 
tion to  whicn  hon.  Gentlemen  who  most 
deprecated  the  severities  and  irregula- 
rities of  the  present  system  of  retribu- 
tion would,  he  imagined,  be  the  last  to 
urg^  them. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Hofwood, 

Mb.  TBEVELYAN  promised  to  lay 
the  despatches  on  the  Table  of  the 
House. 

ARMY    (RECRUITING)  — IRISH 
SOLDIERS.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Queen's  County  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor)  had  given  Notice  that 
he  would  move— 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  recmit- 
ing  for  the  Army  should  be  suspended  in 
Ireland  pending  the  restoration  of  the  constitu- 
tional liberties  of  the  people  of  that  Country;*' 

but  he  was  mainly  anxious,  at  present, 
to  ascertain  the  number  of  Irish  soldiers 
recruited  into  the  British  Army  from 
time  to  time,  their  length  of  service,  and 
the  proportion  sent  to  foreign  countries. 
The  Motion  would  be  deferred  until  next 
Session.  When  his  hon.  Friend  had 
raised  the  question  on  a  former  occasion, 
the  Secretfiiy  for  War  promised  him  in- 
formation in  relation  to  it. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  what  the  httu. 
Member  for  Queen's  County  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor^  had  been  promised  was  it 
Betum  showing  the  number  of  Irish 
ioldierB  as  compared  with  lgtigli>h  aiid 

Mr*  Tr^velffan 


Scotch  soldiers  sent  on  foreign  service 
for  a  period  of  five  years ;  also  the  num- 
ber on  foreign  service  at  present.  He 
had  not  had  time  to  complete  the  latter 
Betum ;  but  he  could  supply  the  former. 
It  was  very  curious  that  the  proportion 
of  L-ish  soldiers  to  the  whole  Army  was 
exactly  the  proportion  of  Irish  soldiers 
sent  abroad— 22  and  28  in  100. 

Mr.  BIQQAR  said,  he  thought  the 
answer  would  be  satisfactory  to  his  hon. 
Friend. 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to, 

SUPPLY— ARMY   ESTIMATES. 

Sttpplt — eonndered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £768,900,  be 
ffranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  the  Superintending  Estahlishment  of,  and 
Expenditure  for,  Work,  Buildings,  and  Itei>airiy 
at  Ilomeand  Ahroad,  which  will  come  in  course 
of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the 
Slst  day  of  March  1882." 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  he 
wished  to  point  out  that  while  certain 
works  in  connection  with  the  battery 
at  Dover  Pier  had  been  estimated  at 
£111,310,  £136,210  had  ahreadv  been 
panted.  Would  the  rieht  hon.  Gentle- 
man give  him  an  explanation  of  the 
excess? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  explained,  that  in 
general  terms  the  excess  was  due  to  the 
great  storm  at  Dover  a  year  or  two 
ago. 

Mb.  BIQQAB  said,  it  was  a  just 
ground  of  complaint  that  a  very  much 
larger  sum  was  spent  on  fortifications  in 
England  and  Scotland  than  in  Ireland. 
He  did  not  say  that  money  should  be 
spent  simply  for  the  sake  of  spending 
it ;  but  he  thought  the  amounts  ahoull 
be  apportioned  more  equally.  A  very 
large  sum  was  spent  in  protecting  Eng- 
lish seaports,  and  it  was  only  reason- 
able that  similar  consideration  should  be 
shown  for  the  Irish  seaports.  For  that 
reason  he  should  move  to  reduce  the 
Vote  by  £60,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £788,900,  be 
ffranted  to  Her  Minesty,  to  demy  the  GSiaige 
for  the  Superintenoing  Establi^ment  of,  aad 
Ezpenditore  for,  Works,  Buildings,  and  Bf« 
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pdm,  at  Home  nd  Alnoad,  which  will  oome  in 
eoane  of  paymont  daring  the  yeer  ending  on 
the  Slat  dny  of  ILuoh  l^^^y-^Mr.  Bi^ar.) 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  said,  a  Yexy  large 
mm  had  been  spent  on  tiie  fortification 
of  Iriah  poxtSt  and  he  did  not  think  the 
uurant  nad  been  inadequate. 

Mb.  BIGKJAB  said,  there  was  an  enor- 
Buraa  sum  of  mon^  scattered  over  the 
Tfagl*«h  ooasty  and  if  money  was  to  be 
thrown  away,  he  did  not  see  why  Ire- 
land should  not  have  a  share  of  it.  He 
ihould  not  consider  that  an  argument 
finr  giving  money  to  Ireland  ;  but  it  was 
an  argument  for  curtailing  expenses  in 
Englimd^^ 

Mr.  CHILDEBS  replied,  that  Ireland 
should  get  its  share  of  any  monepr  that 
was  thrown  away ;  but  he  did  not  intend 
to  throw  away  an^  money.  This  Vote 
was  merely  for  finishing  off  works  which 
were  nearly  completed. 

Question  put,  and  negative. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £164,100,  Military  Education. 

8m  WALTEB  B.  BABTTELOT 
vished  to  know  how  the  examination 
cf  Militia  officers  had  answered?  He  also 
obMcred  that  fewer  commissions  were 
now  giTcn  both  to  those  who  passed 
fluoagh  Sandhurst  and  also  to  those 
vho  entered  through  the  Militia.  One 
of  the  most  difficult  things  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  haA  to  decide 
was  whether  the  examinations  were  a 
fUr  and  reasonable  test  of  candidates' 
eapabilities  for  the  Service.  He  had 
known  many  men  who  had  passed  ex- 
traosdinaiy  examinations^  and  had  got 
dons,  and  were  certainly  not  fiist- 
I  oflicers,  while  many  others  who  had 
paaaed  would  have  made  far  better 
Mrs.  In  that  way  many  men  who 
vould  hare  made  fibrst-dass  soldiers  had 
inlod  to  obtain  commissions. 

Mb.  OHILDEBS  said,  he  agreed  with 
tta  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  on  the  last 
ttoiiity  toft  what  he  had  to  do  was  to  see 
nafc  the  examination  was  the  best  pos- 
Ala  test,  not  merely  of  literary  powers, 
bat  of  fitness  for  the  Service ;  but  that 
was  a  most  difiScult  matter.  He  had  not 
bsaa  able  to  go  thoroughly  into  the 
astter  yet;  and  all  he  had  been  able 
to  do  was  to  lay  down  certain  questions 
to  be  poty  and  to  throw  out  suggestions, 
Mk  as  that  about  modem  languages,  in 
li|si4  to  which  be  had  laid  Fapers  on 


the  Table.  He  hoped,  however,  during 
the  autumn  and  winter,  to  go  tho- 
roughly into  the  question  of  the  best 
examination  both  for  the  Line  and  the 
Militia ;  and  he  would  rather  not  speak 
more  definitely  now,  because  it  was  a 
very  large  question.  With  regard  to 
officers  passing  from  the  Line  to  the 
Militia,  his  own  impression  was  that  the 
present  system  was  within  limits  not 
unsatisfactory. 

Sir  ALEXANDEE  GORDON  said, 
he  was  glad  to  hear  that  the  right  hon. 
Ghentleman  intended  to  consider  the  ex- 
amination question,  and  hoped  he  would 
also  consider  the  doing  away  with  such 
requirements  as  poetry.  He  knew  of 
many  young  gentlemen  eminently  quali- 
fied for  the  Army,  who  had  been  re- 
jected because  they  were  not  strong  in 
the  Faerie  Queen  and  other  poems.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  there  was  to 
be  any  further  change  with  regard  to 
the  number  of  candidates  for  commis- 
sions? 

Mr.  CHILDEBS  said,  there  would 
not  be  any  reduction  in  the  number  be- 
yond the  extent  already  notified. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  inquired 
whether  candidates  for  commissions  in 
the  Infantry  received  any  instruction  in 
the  use  of  the  sword,  in  single-stick,  and 
fencing  ?  That  was  a  most  important 
matter,  for  our  officers  generally  were 
the  worst  swordsmen  in  Europe.  Scarcely 
one  of  them  knew  how  to  use  his  sword. 
The  men  were  the  worst  shots,  and  the 
ofiicers  were  the  worst  swordsmen ;  and 
he  did  not  know  how  they  could  be 
otherwise  when  they  received  no  in- 
struction. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  observed,  that  when 
he  was  at  school  fencing  and  single- stick 
and  drill  were  commonly  taught  to  boys 
of  his  own  rank  of  life ;  but  he  was 
afraid  that  no  progress  in  this  direction 
had  been  made  lately.  He  should  like 
to  see  this  instruction  more  common,  and 
he  would  make  a  note  of  the  matter. 

Sir  henry  TYLER  thought  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman (Colonel  Alexander)  should  not 
go  uncontradicted.  Having  been  in  the 
Army  himself,  and  having  constantly 
engaged  in  single-stick  exercise,  he  was 
able  to  contradict  that  statement  so  far 
as  a  great  number  of  the  officers  were 
concerned ;  but  he  thought  riding  and 
swimming  ought  to  be  more  generally 
required. 
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Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  men- 
tioned  that  this  Vote  included  the  Boyal 
Military  Academy  and  the  Staff  College, 
and  drew  attention  to  the  fact  that  in 
the  former  metaphysics  were  taught, 
and  in  the  latter  French,  drawing,  forti- 
fications, mathematics,  and  half-a-dozen 
other  subjects ;  but  there  did  not  appear 
to  be  any  instruction  in  military  ad- 
ministration. If  they  compared  what 
was  done  at  the  British  Staff  College 
with  what  was  done  in  the  German 
Army,  or  in  the  Military  Schools  of 
France,  they  would  see  that  there  was 
a  good  deal  that  was  entirely  left  out  in 
the  programme  of  this  country.  The 
science  of  military  administration  was 
absolutely  neglected,  so  far  as  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Professor  was  concerned. 

Mb.  CHILDEES  said,  there  was  a 
Professor  of  Military  Administration  at 
the  Staff  College.  There  was  none  at 
Woolwich  or  Sandhurst.  He  quite  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  that  tne  question 
of  military  administration  was  of  con- 
siderable importance. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked  if 
it  would  be  possible  to  obtain  a  pro- 
gramme of  the  studies  showing  the  cur- 
riculum for  particular  years  at  the  Staff 
College  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  he  had  no  ob- 

i'ection  to  show  the  hon.  Member  the 
iteport  on  the  College  if  he  wished  to 
see  it. 

Mb.  BYRNE  wished  to  say  a  few 
words  in  regard  to  the  manner  in  which 
the  Royal  Hibernian  Academy  was  con- 
ducted. He  thought  that  some  of  the 
officers  of  the  School  were  overpaid, 
while  the  pay  of  others  was  not  fairly 
or  properly  adjusted.  In  the  first  place, 
he  found  that  the  Commandant  had  al- 
together failed  to  give  satisfaction  either 
to  the  people  of  Ireland  or  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  Questions  had  been 
asked  in  the  House  of  Commons  in  re- 
ference to  that  gentleman  ;  and  he 
thought  he  was  correct  in  saying  that 
the  answers  given  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
were  not  only  not  satisfactory  to  the 
House,  but  that  they  were  not  satis- 
fiiotory  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self. He  believed  the  reason  was  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  as 
much  or  as  complete  control  over  the 
Institution  as  he  would  like.  The  oon- 
doot  of  the  Commandant  in  connection 
with  the  discipline  of  the  School  had 


several  times  been  caUed  in  question ; 
not  that  the  officer  in  question  was  not 
a  good  commandant  or  a  good  governor, 
but  because  his  treatment  of  the  chil- 
dren was  alleged  to  have  been  very 
brutal  indeed.      In  some  instances  he 
had  had  the  children  stripped  from  head 
to  foot,  and  flogged  with  some  instrument 
he  had  brought  from  abroad.    In  one 
case,  this  species — this  inhuman  instru- 
ment—of torture  was  stolen  by  the  Com- 
mandant's daughter,  in  order  to  prevent 
it  from  being  used.     The  Commandant, 
however,  charged  the  boys  with  stealing 
it,  and  beat  mem  with  such  barbarity 
that  the  daughter,  in  order  to  save  the 
boys,  had  to  confess  that  she  had  taken 
it  away.      He  believed  that  the  Com- 
mandant had  failed  to  give  satisfaction 
to  anyone  in  Ireland,  and  his  conduct 
ought  not  to  be  passed  over  by  Parlia- 
ment.    He  received  half-pay  and  9«.  M, 
a-day,  and  for  such  an  amount  of  re- 
muneration they  ought  to  be  able  to  se- 
cure the  services  of  a  humane  officer 
who  had  not  lost  all  his  humanity,  and 
who  would  render  proper  services.     The 
Commandant  also  received  half-pay  as 
an  Adjutant  ;*and  he  ^Mr.  Byrne)  was  of 
opinion  that  the  multiplication  of  offices 
in  this  way  in  the  same  individual  was 
unsatisfactory.     Then,  again,  he  found, 
in  reference  to  the  chaplains,  that  while 
the  Protestant  chaplain  received  £200 
a-year,   the  Roman  Catholic  chaplain 
only  got  £150,   and  the  Presbyterian 
£60.     He  thought  that  such  a  dispro- 
portion was  highly  improper.    He  would 
venture  to  say  that  the  number  of  Pro- 
testant children  was  not  larger   than 
that  of  the  Roman  Catholic  children; 
and,  at  any  rate,  so  long  as  they  em- 
ployed chaplains  of  different  denomina- 
tions, they  ought  to  provide  that  their 
remuneration  was  the  same.      All  the 
chaplains  who  administered  to  the  spi- 
ritual wants  of  the  children  ought  to  ne 
equally  paid,  and  a  sum  of  £60  a-year  to 
the  Presbyterian  chaplain  was  certainly 
not  sufficient  to  pay  him  for  his  time 
and  trouble.    If  there  was  a  sufficient 
number  of  children  to  require  the  at- 
tendance of  a  Ptotestant  chaplain,  the 
Government    should    provide   that  the 
chaplain  was  remunerated  at  the  same 
rate  as  the  Protestant  chaplain — £200 
a-year.     Having  regard  to   the  want 
of  humanity  displayed  by  the  Comman- 
dant,  and    the  nnsatisractory  manner 
in  which   that   officer   performed  hift 
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diities,  he  would  move  the  redaotion  of 
the  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £216  18«.  8^;. 

Uotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £168,883  1«.  id., 
iNgnnted  to  Her  Majeely,  to  complete  the  sum 
BBoeMuy  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
ia  oomte  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  Slit  day  of  March  1882,  for  Military  £du- 
Cition."— (Jfr.  .0yni#.) 

M&.  CHILDEES  said,  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  in  some  of  the 
noiarka  he  had  made  as  to  the  different 
lafee  of  remuneration  awarded  to  the 
iJimploiTia  of  different  denominations; 
and  he  had  already  stated,  in  reply  to 
tn  hon.  and  gallant  Member  opposite, 
fliaty  in  regard  to  responsibihty  for 
fliese  appointments,  he  thought  a  better 
■rrangement  might  be  made  than  that 
which  now  existed.  But,  at  the  same 
time,  it  was  not  possible  to  dispose  of  such 
a  matter  as  the  goYomment  of  Kilmain- 
liam  School  at  a  moment's  notice ;  and 
he  could  not  undertake  to  say,  on  the 
ipor  of  the  moment,  that  he  should  be 
prepared  to  make  an  entire  revision  of 
the  arrangements  under  which  the  In- 
stitution referred  to  was  conducted. 
Passing  from  the  general  principle  to 
the  particular  case  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man referred  to,  he  believed  that  the 
rtato  of  HoLB  discipline  of  the  Royal 
Hibernian  School  was  not  considered 
satisfactory  by  the  military  authorities 
last  year ;  and  Sir  Thomas  Steele,  who 
was  YiceoGhairman  of  the  Goyemors, 
had  in  November  appointed  a  Committee 
of  Governors,  preeided  over  by  that  most 
admirable  public  servant,  Sir  Patrick 
Kaenaa,  to  examine  into  the  state  of  the 
Bchody  with  reference  particularly  to  the 
discipline  administered  by  the  Com- 
mandaat.  He  had  received  their  Be- 
part  in  the  course  of  the  spring,  and, 
afker  careful  consideration,  he  had  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  not  satis- 
fMtorf — ^in  hctf  that  it  disclosed  circum- 
sta»firff  which  were  most  unsatisfactory. 
It  was  accordingly  sent  back  to  the  whole 
body  of  Governors  for  their  considera- 
tkn  with  reference  to  the  facts  disclosed 
in  iL  The  Governors  took  great  pains 
IE  going  thoroughly  into  the  whole  ques- 
tioB  oontained  in  the  Beport,  and  the  end 
of  the  matter  was  that  they — including 
the  members  of  the  Committee  who 
Bade  the  first  inquiry — unanimously 
nportod  thatf  although,  in  some  re- 
tfae  Oommttndant  had  not  been 
in  ooizyi&g  out  the  discipline 


of  the  School,  yet,  on  the  whole,  he  had 
made  great  improvement  in  the  state  of 
things  which  existed  before  he  became 
Commandant.  The  Governors,  there- 
fore, recommended  that  he  should  be 
retained  as  Commandant  until  tboy  had 
further  experience  of  his  efficiency. 
That  was  the  unanimous  recommenda- 
tion of  the  whole  body  of  Governors,  in- 
cluding the  three  gentlemen  who  made 
the  original  inquiry.  Upon  that  re- 
commendation he  (Mr.  Childers)  had 
felt  it  his  duty  to  act,  and  the  Com- 
mandant had  been  ^ovisionally  con- 
tinued in  his  office.  He  (Mr.  Childers) 
had  taken  very  great  pains  in  the  mat- 
ter, having  read  the  whole  of  the  Beport 
and  Evidence,  and  he  had  not  come  to  this 
conclusion  without  being  supported  bv 
those  who  generally  advised  him  in  such 
matters.  He  therefore  hoped,  under  the 
circumstances,  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  (Mr.  Byrne)  would  not  press 
his  Motion  for  the  rejection  of  this  item. 
If,  after  further  experience,  the  conduct 
of  the  Governor  was  still  found  to  be 
unsatisfactory,  he  would  be  removed.  In 
regard  to  the  emoluments  of  this  officer, 
he  thought  the  hon.  Member  was  mis- 
taken. As  a  rule,  the  gentlemen  selected 
for  these  appointments  were  not  old  offi- 
cers who  had  been  retired;  but  they 
were  paid  in  the  same  way  as  officers 
in  the  Army  holding  Staff  appointments. 
As  to  the  chaplains,  the  hon.  Member 
stated  that  the  Protestant  chaplain  re- 
ceived £200,  and  the  Boman  Catholic 
chaplain  £150  a-year.  The  salary  of 
the  Protestant  chaplain  was  originally 
£231,  and  it  was  now,  in  the  present 
year,  £200.  The  Government  considered 
that  that  was  a  very  fair  salary,  having 
regard  to  the  duties  performed.  He  be- 
lieved, but  he  was  not  quite  sure,  that 
the  Presbyterian  chaplain  was  a  gentle- 
man who  was  engaged  in  the  perform- 
ance of  other  duties,  and  that  the  num- 
ber of  boys  under  his  charge  was  very 
few. 

Mb.  BYBNE  said,  he  was  much 
obliged  for  the  courteous  and  full  ex- 
planation of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  say  that  in  future  he  would  make 
himself  responsible  for  watching  the 
conduct  of  the  Commandant,  and  seeing 
that  he  did  not  commit  any  of  the 
barbarous  acts  he  had  been  charged 
with  persistently  committing.  After  the 
expiajiation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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,  by  leave,  loithdraun. 

Mr.  OTWAT  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  (Mr.  Byrne)  could  take 
no  other  course  than  that  which  he  had 
taken,  afterthestatement  of  theri^hthon. 
Qentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  forWar. 
But,  at  the  eame  time,  be  wished  that 
his  ri^ht  hon.  Friend  had  been  able  to 
say  alittlo  more.  He  thought  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  should  insist  on  the  en- 
tire abolition  of  punishmentfl  of  this  kind. 
It  was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  the 
boys  of  a  British  soldier  could  not  be 
managed  as  other  boys  were.  Nor  was 
this  sort  of  punishment  given  in  all  oases 
to  English  boys.  They  had,  side  by  side, 
two  Schools,  in  which  the  system  pur- 
sued was  entirely  different.  In  one  of 
them — and  the  boys  educated  in  it  were 
not  inferior  to  those  of  any  other  school 
— no  boy  was  allowed  to  be  struck  by 
anybody.  The  instruction  given  to  a 
Sandhurst  boy  was  that  if  he  was  ever 
struck  he  was  to  strike  again,  and  no 
sergeant  dare  lay  a  hand  upon  him.  It 
was  absurd  to  tell  the  House  that  an 
English  boy  could  not  be  managed  with- 
out the  use  of  the  stick.  He,  therefore, 
hoped  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  would 
go  a  little  beyond  the  statement  he  had 
made,  and  would  see  that  in  future  the 
education  in  the  Military  Schools  was 
conducted  without  corporal  punishment, 
so  that  a  stop  might  be  put  to  this  bar- 
barous system  of  flogging. 

Mb.  OHILDEBS  said,  that  the  general 
use  of  corporal  punishment  in  the  School 
was  the  special  subject  of  complaint. 

Me.  BYRNE  said,  he  had  never  in 
tho  past,  and  would  never  in  the  future, 
make  a  statement  which  he  did  not  be- 
lieve to  be  entirely  capable  of  proof.  If 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  would  direct 
an  inijuiry  to  be  made,  he  would  under- 
take on  behalf  of  bis  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Wicklow  (Mr.  M'Coan) 
to  bring  evidence  forward  in  substan- 
tJation  of  all  the  chains  which  had  been 
made,  and  to  show  the  brutal  conduct 
of  this  gentleman. 

Mk.  CHILDERS  stated  that  the  case 
had  already  been  thoroughly  investi- 
gated, and  the  result  was  the  censure 
upon  the  Commandant,  which  he  had 
already  explained. 

Mb.  ABTHUB  COONNOE  re- 
marked, that  there  was  eomeddng  which 
Mr.  Mgnu 


sank  deeper  into  the  mind  of  a  boy  than 
a  blow,  and  that  was  words  of  oppro- 
brium and  insult.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  in  this  oaae  the  Commandant  had 
flagrantly  offended,  and  the  acausationf 
against  him  had  been  repeated  in  avaiy 

S[U8rter  of  Ireland,  until  an  amount  <n 
eellng  had  been  excited  against  him 
which  it  was  impossible  to  over-eali- 

Mk.  OHILDERS  said,  that  if  any 
further  serious  complaint  of  the  kind  was 
made,  and  it  oould  be  proved,  he  oonld 
only  say  that  the  Oommandant  would  not 
be  allowed  to  retain  his  position. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agrted  to. 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"Tlut  B  mm,  not  •zceeding  £40,100,  ba 
KTsnted  to  Hsr  M^'wrty,  to  defny  the  ChATM 
for  Minwll&neont  Effective  Services,  which  will 
come  in  coone  of  payment  during  the  j^tt 
endisgoD  the  3l8t  day  of  Uorch  1882." 

Sib  ALEXANDER  QOBDON  asked 
the  S6cret(U7  of  State  for  War,  if  h« 
could  explain  the  reason  why  the  expen- 
diture on  this  Vote  for  1879-80  was  nearly 
double  the  amount  of  the  expenditure  in 
the  three  preceding  ^ ears?  In  lS78,it 
was  £27,000 ;  in  1879,  £28,000;  and  in 
18B0,  £23,000;  and  they  were  now 
asked  to  vote  more  than  £40,000. 

Mr.  OHILDEBS  said,  he  had  not 
got  with  him  an  account  of  the  expen- 
diture for  the  last  two  or  three  years ;  but 
the  increase  tiiia  year  had  reference  to 
services  in  South  Africa. 

Sir  ALEXANDEB  QOBDON  said, 
there  was  a  sum  of  £5,000  for  extra 
batta,  which  had  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  the  war. 

Ma.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOB  wished 
to  take  up  as  little  of  the  time  ttf 
the  Committee  as  he  possibly  could ;  bnt 
having  last  night  given  a  silent  vote 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labonchere)  moved  the  reduotion 
of  the  Vote,  he  did  not  wish  to  repeat 
that  step  upon  the  present  Vote.  At  the 
same  time,  he  had  no  desire  to  do  more 
than  satisfy  ius  own  contdeuoe ;  and  he 
would,  therefore,  content  himeeU  by 
moving  the  reduotion  of  the  Vote  by  the 
sum  of  £6,360,  as  a  protest  again  tlM 
Contagious  Diaeasee  Acts. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoaedf 
"That  B_siui,   not    exoMding  £3S,710,  bs 
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(OBS  in  oonnQ  of  Mjineiit  tjrri"g  fcha  ye^ 
taSag  <m  the  Slat  dmy  ofMucIi  im."— {jTr. 
JrtJbr  O'CtaHWr.) 

U».  CHILDEB8  BBid,  lie  must  op- 
powthoTednotionoftheYota;  and  inro- 
fUA  to  the  qiiestio&  asked  bj  tlie  hon. 
and  gallmnt  Vsmber  for  Aberdeenshire 
(St  Alexander  Qordon],  aaid  he  had 
uoeitained  that  the  reaacm  for  the  in- 
creaM  of  the  Vote  woa  a>  he  had  stated 
—imaitij,  that  there  had  been  a  la^e 
nditure  is,  connection  vith  the  war 
mth  Africa. 

Qnestion  put. 

The  Conunittoe  dividtd :  —  Area  1 1 ; 
Noes  53  :  Uajorify  43.  —  (DlV.  Ust, 
No.  355.) 

Original  Uaeation  put,  and  t^«ed  to. 

[4.}  £333,300,  Administration  of  the 
Annj. 

(6.)  £34,000,  Bevardfl,  fto. 

8n  WALTER  B.  BABTTELOT 
vithed  to  put  a  question  to  the  right 
km.  Qantleman  tiie  Becretar^  of  State 
tut  War  in  rward  to  colonels  who  were 
ntued  when  in  receipt  of  distingaiahed 
Serrioe  pay.  Would  th^  be  allowed 
Ib  retain  Uiat  pay  P  He  had  also  under- 
flood  the  right  non.  Qentleman  to  sa; 
the  other  day  that  a  oolonel  who  was 
retired,  and  who  had  a  prospectire  claim 
lo  a  regiment,  would  reoeiTe  the  ac- 
tM>i«l  calculation  of  his  chance  of  ob- 
taining suoli  renment. 

Ub.  OHILDEBB  said,  he  would 
■nnrer  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  on 
a  later  Vote. 


Tote  M§rtd  U. 

tfi.)  £129,700,  Half  Pay. 

(7.)  £1,054,700,  Betired  Fay. 

^  WALTER  B.  BABTTELOT 
thought  he  would  now  be  in  Order  in 
niang  the  important  question  he  had 
lafmad  to  a  few  moments  nreriously. 
It  waa  a  question  in  which  a  large  sum- 
bar  of  officers  were  intereated,  and  many 
«C  tium  were  looking  forward  with 
nne^  fiir  the  statement  which  the 
riglit  hoB.  0«ntleman  might  make  as  to 
^  amoiint  it  was  intended  to  award, 
Mil  tlia  way  in  which  the  New  Warrant 
was  to  be  oanied  out.  He  would  first 
like  the  case  of  the  oolonela ;  and  he 
vidwd  to  know  whether  the  case  of  those 
^o  had  ft  oliiini  to  become  proapectiTe 
I  of  regimanta  would  be  taken 
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into  oonsideratiqn  ?  Would  an  actuarial 
calculation  be  made  aa  to  the  sum  they 
would  in  that  case  hare  become  entitled 
The  next  question  he  wished  to 
put  had  reference  to  the  case  of  generals 
who  were  compulBorily  retired,  not  on 
account  of  age,  but  on  account  of  not 
having  been  employed  for  fire  years. 
He  knew  of  one  or  two  instances  in 
which  generals  so  retired  were  quite 
young  men,  and  they  found  tbems^ves 
mulcted  of  £10  per  annum  for  every  vear 
they  were  under  62  years  of  age,  so  long 
08  the  amount  did  not  exceed  £100  in 
the  whole.  He  understood  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  to  say  that  he  would 
consider  the  point  with  tlie  view  of  pro- 
riding  that  when  such  ofBcers  reaclied 
62  years  of  age  they  should  receive  the 
same  amount  as  if  they  had  been  retired 
at  that  age — namely,  £700  per  annum. 
Ill  any  of  tnese  officers,  as  the  right  hon. 
Oenueman  knew  perfectly  well,  would 
be  rather  hardly  dealt  with  under  the 
New  Warrant.  They  would  ba  hardly 
dealt  wi  Ch  in  this  way — that,  beingyoung, 
they  had  not  been  employed  as  they 
might  have  been,  older  oSLcers  having 
been  selected  in  preference  to  them, 
simply  because  they  were  older  officers. 
Therefore,  some  consideration  ought  to 
be  given  to  their  case.  Then  there  was 
the  case  of  officers  who  were  retired  at 
the  age  of  70  by  the  Warrant  which  was 
passediu  1877.  There  were  not  many  of 
them — he  believed  not  more  than  12 — 
but  the  officers  who  had  been  ao  retired 
had  been  looking  forward  with  hope 
to  the  arrival  of  the  time  when  they 
might  get  regiments.  But  regiments 
were  scarce,  and  they  had  been  re- 
tired  on  an  allowance  of  only  £450 
a -year.  Those  who  were  fortunate 
enough  to  obtain  a  distinguished  ser- 
vice pension  had  £100  a-year  extra,  or 
a  pension  of  £55u  a-yeac ;  but  there 
were  generals  who  had  only  £4S0.  And 
he  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether,  in  fainiees  to  these  men, 
he  did  not  think  the  case  was  one  which 
ought  to  receive  Berioue  conaideration  ? 
He  knew  one  officer  who,  aitnr  50  years' 
service  had  been  compulsorily  retired 
on  £450  a-year,  with  a  distinguished 
service  allowance  in  addition  of  £100 
a-year.  And  this  officer  had  always  been 
on  full  pay,  and  repeatedly  on  active  ser- 
vice. Where  there  was  the  prospective 
chance  of  obtaining  a  regiment,  he 
would  aak  the  right  hon.  Q-entleman  to 
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consider  whether  some  allowftnce  should 
not  bo  given  beyond  the  compulsorilj 
retired  paj  of  £450  a-year.  Bomoof  the 
more  fortunate  brethren  of  these  officers, 
retired  now  under  the  New  Warrant, 
■would  receive  £700  per  annum. 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  :  My  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend  baa  stated  the  two  casee 
quite  clearly.  In  the  first  case,  that  of 
the  senior  colonels  whose  case  is  spe- 
cially provided  for  by  the  Warrant  of 
1877,  but  who  will  not  be  promoted 
under  this  New  Warrant,  they  will  be 
allowed  such  a  rate  of  retired  pa;  as  will 
represent  the  full  actuarial  value  of  their 
prospect  to  obtain  an  honorary  oolonelcy 
of  a  regiment.  Each  case  will  be  re- 
ferred for  calculation  to  the  Purchase 
Commieeion.  Therefore,  I  answer  that 
question  in  the  afErmative.  The  second 
question  which  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  has  asked  mo  has  reference  to 
the  case  of  general  officers  who  have  re- 
tired at  lees  than  the  fixed  age  of  retire- 
ment under  the  olauee  which  relates  to 
non-service,  and  who  have  a  certain  de- 
duction made  from  the  amount  of  their 
fixed  retired  pay.  He  asks  me  if  it  is 
true  that  since  that  scheme  was  laid 
down  wo  propose  that  they  may  receive 
the  full  amount  of  retired  pay  when  they 
reach  the  maximum  age  ?  Tes,  Sir,  we 
have  determined  that  that  shall  be  so, 
and  I  believe  that  the  change  will  re- 
move a  great  deal  of  heartburning  on 
the  part  of  general  offi.cerB  subject  to 
retirement.  Thus,  major-generals  will 
got  their  full  rate  of  retired  pay  when 
they  reach  the  age  of  62.  I  believe  that 
that  is  a  fair  and  equitable  arrangement. 
Thethird  question  asked  by  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  is  thi^.  whether  an  officer 
retired  under  the  Warrantof  1877,  and 
who  receives  the  present  rates  of  un- 
attached pay,  will  have  a  prospective 
chance  of  the  value  of  a  regiment  ?  Cer- 
tainly ;  he  will  have  not  only  the  pros- 
pect, hut  the  £1,000  a-year  in  his  turn, 
precisely  as  now.  But  I  could  not  go 
back  as  to  such  officers  and  give  them 
the  choice  of  the  new  rates  of  retire- 
ment. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
be  did  not  think  that  his  right  hon. 
Friendbadquite  understood  thequestion. 
What  he  had  put  was  the  case  of  those 
vfaochose  to  accept  the  scheme  of  retire- 
ment ;  and  he  had  simply  asked  whether  I 
tb^  would  have  any  chance  of  getting 
>n  Mrtoarisl  calculation  of  their  proa- 
iSir  WmlUr  B.  BartMH 
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pects  of  getting  a  regiment.  He  asked 
the  right  hon.  Gientleman  to  consider 
that  point,  and  by  allowing  them  aa 
actuarial  calculation  give  them  a  chance 
of  getting  the  £1,000  a-year,  or  such 
addition  to  their  pay  as  such  a  calcula- 
tion would  entitle  them  to. 

Mr.  OHILDEBS  :  I  am  not  sure  that 
I  quite  understood  the  exact  proposal, 
but  I  will  consider  it. 

Mb.  BIGQAB  said,  that  some  time 
ago  he  had  asked  a  question  as  to  the 
pensions  of  officers  who  had  been  placed 
on  half-pay.  The  reply  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  was  that,  legally  speak- 
ing, the  officer  was  not  entitled  to  a  pen- 
sion. He  wished  to  know  whether  the 
Government  would  reserve  to  themselves 
the  right  of  conferring  upon  these  officers 
the  rights  they  were  entitled  to  if  they 
had  not  been  placed  on  half -pay  f 

Mr.  CHILDEBS  :  The  case  has  been 
most  carefully  considered,  and,  as  I  hare 
already  stated,  it  was  treated  in  a  purely 
judicial  manner. 

Mr.  BIGGAB  expressed  a  hope  that 
no  reflection  was  oast  upon  the  half-paj 
officers  of  their  having  displayed  any 
want  of  seal  in  the  Service. 

Kb.  CHILDEBS:  Oertainly;  I  did 
not  look  upon  the  question  in  that  light. 
I  did  not  understand  that  anything  un- 
derlay the  bare  fact  that  they  hod  Deen 
placed  on  half-pay. 

Vote  agrtad  to. 

(8.)  £124,200,  Widows'  Fenaions. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  asked  whe- 
ther the  widow  of  a  quartermaster  who 
died  with  the  rank  of  a  captain  would 
receive  the  pension  of  a  captain's  widow, 
and  whether  the  widow  of  a  quarter- 
master who  died  with  the  rank  of  a 
major  would  receive  the  pensioo  of  a 
major's  widow? 

Mr.  OHILDEBS  said,  the  widow  of 
a  quartermaster  who  held  the  rank  <A 
a  major  while  serving  would  receire  the 
pension  of  a  major's  widow. 

CoLOHEL  ALEXANDEB  remarked, 
that  it  was  an  important  point,  and  manj 
officers  were  anxious  about  it.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  would  be  able 
to  give  a  definite  answer  before  the  doao 
of  the  Session. 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  said,  he  wouhl  mak« 
inquiry,  and  take  an  opportnnify  tA 
answering  the  questioa  on  uie  Beport. 

Tote  tgrttd  to. 


1041 


feyjpfy — 


(ATxatrsT  6,  1881]  ^       Army  EBiimaUi. 


1042 


(9.)  £17,000,  Pensions  for  Wounds. 

(10.)  £33,900,  Chelsea,  fto.  Hospitals. 

IfB.  CHILDEBS  said,  lie  was  now 
sUe  to  answer  the  question  which  had 
been  asked  by  the  hon.  and  gaUant 
Ifember  for  Ayrshire  (Colonel  Alez- 
snder).  In  the  case  of  a  quartermaster, 
riding-master,  ftc,  the  pension  of  the 
widow  would  be  according  to  the  relative 
rank  of  the  officer  while  serving. 

Ma.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOR  said,  that 
vpon  the  present  Vote  for  Hospitals  the 
hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Callan), 
two  years  ago,  drew  the  attention  of  the 
Oonunittee  and  of  the  then  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  to  the  disparity  between 
the  remiineration  paid  to  the  Eoman 
Oidiolie  chaplain  of  the  Chelsea  Hos- 
ptal  and  that  jmid  to  the  Protestant 
dbaplain  at  Kilmainham.  In  the  first 
esse  the  salaiy  was  £400  a-year,  the 
piiaoipal  inmates  being  Protestants,  the 
Chtlumc  chaplain  only  receiving  a  16th 
part  of  that  sum;  but  in  the  case  of 
inimainham,  where  the  great  proportion 
«f  die  inmates  were  Catholics,  the  Ca- 
-fliolie  clergyman  only  received  £60 
I  compared  wiui  £400,  notwith- 
tbe  mot  that  the  Catholic  in- 
of  the  latter  hospital  were  four 
as  many  as  those  which  the  chap- 
kin  of  the  majority  had  to  deal  with  m 
ihs  Chelsea  Mospital.  He  understood 
ttat  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  8e- 
of  State  had  promised  to  make 
inqiiixy  as  to  the  number  of  Catholics 
aad  Kotestants  in  the  two  Institutions, 
aad  to  flee  whether  in  future  some  ar- 
nnsenient  might  not  be  carried  out  by 
'vkeh  flometfamff  like  an  equitable  pro- 
shonld  be  maintained  between 
ilaiy  and  the  number  of  inmates 


attended  religiously. 

GHELdEBS:  The  stipend  of  the 


Oatholio   chaplain  In  Chelsea 

. was  brought  under  my  notice, 

the  allowanoe  has  lately  been  in- 
Some  questions  were  raised  at 
e  tune  as  to  the  facilities  for  at- 
Mafls,  especially  in  the  case  of 
;    and   1  believe  the  requests 

were  made  have  been  acceded  to. 

We  mxB  endeavouring,  as  far  as  possible, 
to  not  impartiallv  towards  the  chaplains 
'ef  diflbrent  religious  creeds. 

THU] 


ABTHIJB  O'CONNOR   stated 

flwt  a  wpreeentation  was  made  to  the 
War  Offloe  some  time  ago  as  to  the  in- 
alsgiuMif  otibB  allowanoe  made,  not  to 


the  priest  personally,  but  on  account  of 
the  fact  that  the  priest  was  compelled  to 
keep  a  curate  owing  to  the  existence  of 
the  hospital  in  his  parish.  If  it  were 
not  for  the  existence  of  the  hospital  in 
the  parish  a  single  priest  would  be  suffi- 
cient to  perform  all  the  duties ;  but  be- 
cause the  hospital  did  exist  there,  the 
duty  was  imposed  upon  the  authorities 
of  the  Catholic  Church  of  seeing  that  the 
Chelsea  priest  had  a  curate.  He  thought 
it  was  hard  upon  the  Catholics  of  London 
that  they  should  be  saddled  with  the 
extra  expense  of  providing  a  curate  for 
a  particular  parisn  to  do  work  for  which 
the  small  remuneration  of  onlj  £25 
a-year  was  allowed  by  the  State.  [Mr. 
CuiLDEBS :  The  allowanoe  has  been  in- 
creased.] That  was  not  all.  His  main 
objection  to  this  Vote  was  that  while 
in  London,  where  the  majority  of  the 
inmates  of  the  hospital  belonged  to  the 
Established  Church,  the  Protestant  chap- 
lain was  allowed  £400  a-year,  and  the 
chaplain  of  the  minority  only  £25,  in 
Ireland,  in  a  similar  hospital,  where  the 
majority  of  the  inmates  were  Roman 
Catholics  and  the  minority  Protestants, 
the  chaplain  of  the  minority  got  four 
times  as  much  as  the  chaplain  of  the 
majority.  That  was  considered  in  Ire- 
land to  be  a  great  grievance.  The  mere 
amount  of  money  was  not  of  very  much 
consequence ;  but  it  was  the  feeling  of 
religious  ascendency  which  was  involved, 
and  which,  until  every  trace  of  it  was 
removed,  would  continue  to  work  like  a 
canker  in  the  minds  of  the  Irish  people. 

Mb.  CHILDEES  :  The  present  allow- 
ance to  the  chaplain  at  the  hospital  has 
been  £250  per  annum,  but  it  is  intended 
to  reduce  it.  The  allowance  has  only 
been  provisional.  The  question  of  ap- 
pointing chaplains  to  attend  small  num- 
bers of  men  where  a  regular  military 
chaplain  is  not  necessary  has  always  been 
one  of  considerable  difficulty.  This  very 
day,  it  so  happened  that  I  had  before 
me  the  question  of  chaplains  in  the 
Mauritius,  where  very  few  men  required 
the  attendance  of  clergymen,  and  I  have 
been  careful  not  to  disturb  vested  inte- 
rests, which  happen  here  to  be  Boman 
Catholic.  The  hon.  Gentleman  may  rest 
assured  that  the  whole  matter  will  be 
fully  and  fairly  considered. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
was  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
the  last  man  in  that  House  to  allow  his 
own  religious  views  to  affect  the  distri- 
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bution  of  the  allowances  of  the  State. 
He  hoped,  when  the  opportunity  served, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
revise  the  present  scale  of  allowances 
and  render  them  more  equitable.  It 
was  manifestly  unjust  that  a  Protestant 
chaplain  should  receive  a  larger  rate  of 
remuneration  than  a  Boman  Catholic 
chaplain,  when  the  latter  was  attending 
to  the  spiritual  wants  of  a  much  larger 
number  of  persons. 

Mr.  GHILDEES  said,  that  where 
allowances  were  made  to  ministers,  not 
regular  Army  chaplains,  the  rates  were 
the  same  for  all  denominations. 

Vote  agr$ed  to, 

(11.)  £1,386,500,  Out-Pensions. 

(12.)  £202,200,  Army  Superannua- 
tion Allowances. 

(18.)  £37,400,  Militia,  Yeomanry  Ca- 
valry,  and  Volunteer  Corps. 

Mr.  BIQGAIt  said,  the  people  of  Ire- 
land considered  it  very  unreasonable 
that  a  sum  of  money  should  be  annually 
voted  for  a  Volunteer  corps  in  England 
and  none  in  Ireland.  Some  hon.  Mem- 
bers were  decidedly  of  opinion  that  there 
ought  to  be  a  Volunteer  force  in  Ireland. 
At  the  same  time,  in  the  absence  of  such 
a  force,  it  was  a  substantial  injustice 
that  the  Irish  people  should  be  called 
on  to  boar  a  large  proportion  of  the 
taxation  for  Volunteers.  He  did  not  see 
why  a  grant  of  this  nature  should  be 
given  to  Volunteers  in  England  when 
fiiere  was  no  corresponding  force  exist- 
ing in  Ireland.  Then,  in  regard  to  the 
Yeomanry  Cavalry,  he  thought  they 
were  all  agreed  that  the  money  voted 
for  that  service  was  not  required.  The 
Yeomanry  Cavalry  were  mostly  farmers, 
who  met  together  once  a  year  for  some 
seven  days'  drill.  They  were  not  soldiers 
at  all,  and  would  never  make  soldiers. 
He  would,  therefore,  move  the  reduction 
of  the  Vote,  unless  he  received  a  satis- 
factory explanation  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War. 

Mr.  CHILDEBS  said,  the  Vote  was 
for  pensions,  not  for  services  rendered 
by  existing  officers  and  men,  and  he 
trusted  the  hon.  Member  would  not 
move  the  rejeotion  of  any  part  of  it. 
A  fanner,  or  even  a  provision  merchant, 
might  be  a  useful  member  of  a  Yeomanry 
corps. 

Mr.  JLrihur  ff  Connor 


Mr.  BIGGAB  said,  he  oould  only 
look  upon  the  member  of  a  Yeomanry 
Cavalry  corps  as  a  tailor  on  horseback. 
Most  of  them  when  out  for  drill  got 
thrown  from  their  horses.  But,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  pointed  out^ 
these  persons  were  not  responsible  fbr 
the  weakness  of  their  organization,  ajifl 
therefore  he  would  not  divide  againrt 
the  Vote. 

Mr.  BYBNE  wished  to  ask  a  questioa 
in  regard  to  the  Militia  in  Ireland.  He 
understood  that  it  was  owing  to  the 
Militia  not  having  been  called  out 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  Order,  order  I  I 
must  remind  the  hon.  Member  that  this 
Vote  is  simply  for  pensions  for  tht 
Militia,  and  has  nothing  to  do  with  tbi 
organization  of  that  force. 

Mr.  BIGGAB  asked  if  no  question 
could  be  put  in  regard  to  the  Muitia  ? 

Thb  OHAIBMAN  :  It  would  not  bf 
regular  upon  this  Vote ;  but  if  it  wen 
only  a  simple  question,  not  likely  to  lasii 
to  discussion,  perhaps  the  Committaip 
would  allow  it  to  be  put. 

Mr.  BYBNE  said,  he  was  desirous  of 
asking  the  question,because  the  righthqu. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  W^iP 
had  hitherto  been  so  courteous  in  givin|^ 
information,  and  it  might  prevent  Oi§i, 
question  bein^  asked  at  another  pexioAi 
The  Militia  in  Ireland  had  not  besp 
called  out  this  year,  andtheoonsequenqp 
had  been  that  a  number  of  genUemiP- 
had  been  deprived  of  the  opportunity  cf 
serving  for  a  sufficient  period  to  quali|)f 
themselves  for  becoming  officers  of  1^ 
Line.  He  wished  to  know  whether  aqjj 
steps  would  be  taken  to  place  them  j^ 
the  same  position  they  would  have  ooe%* 
pied  if  the  MiUtia  in  Ireland  had  betp 
called  out  this  year,  and  whether  juft 
vision  would  be  made  that  they  wonljl 
not  suffer  ? 

Mr.  CHILDEBS:  I  have  done  w 
best  to  meet  the  case  referred  to  by  ^ 
hon.  Member.  In  some  instances  Uip 
officers  have  been  excused  from 
going  the  fuU  period  of  training,  and 
other  instances  they  have  been  alio* 
to  train  with  other  regiments,  so  A^l: 
practically  we  have  met  the  case. 

Vote  a^eed  to, 

Mr.  CHILDEBS :  I  propose  now  t»J 
take  two  items  in  tiie  Supplem^ 
Vote  which  I  explained  last  nigbt, 
which  has  reference  to  the  expend^ 
in  South  Africa  to  the  end  of  tois  yetr*. 
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(14.)  £1,100,000,  Anny  (Indian  Home 
Chuges). 

(15.)  £80,000,   Supplementary  Esti- 
B^,  Pay,  Allowances,  &c. 

(16.)  £290,000,  Supplementary  Esti- 
■ate,  ftoviaions,  &c. 

'  Bb  WALTER  B.  BABTTELOT  asked 
vhelher  this  was  a  liberal  Estimate,  and 
voold  ooTer  Hie  whole  of  the  ezpendi- 
ftneto  tiie  dose  of  the  year?  Me  also 
nhed  to  know  what  number  of  troops 
it  WM  proposed  to  withdraw  from  South 
Aflaca  on  the  let  of  November,  or  about 
ftattime? 

Hb.  GHUiDERS :  The  Estimate  is 
ftmed — ^I  do  not  know  whether  "  libe- 
■ny*'  la  the  right  word — on  such  ao« 
•nafte  information  as  the  Department 
■a  obtain ;  but,  of  course,  these  things 
vs  often  merely  conjectural.  I  am  not 
fBte  sure  that  I  can  state  at  present  the 
Hmber  of  troops  that  will  come  home. 
Mb.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOB  said,  he 
fid  not  propose  to  move  the  reduction 
tf  the  Yote,  or  to  oppose  it  in  any  way ; 
Wt  this  was  the  last  opportunity  ne 
vosld  hare  this  Session  of  protesting 
sniiist  the  manner  in  which  Vote  10  of 
lb  Anny  Estimates  had  been  passed 
ir — absolutely  without  any  dis- 
at  all  upon  the  merits  of  the 
which  went  to  make  it  up.  It  was 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
Saoretaxy  of  State  fbr  War  at  10  mi- 
past  1  o'clock  in  the  morning  in  an 
House,  when  not  more  than 
Members  were  conscious  that  it  in- 
the  voting  of  millions  of  money. 
Bs  had  strongly  protested,  in  general 
afpainst  the  propriety  of  introduc- 
*  a  Yote  on  sudi  a  miscellaneous 
of  subjects  at  such  an  hour  and 
state  of  the  House.  The  money 
et  last  voted,  but  without  anything 
aataxe  of  criticism  of  the  com- 
it  parts  of  the  Vote.  The  services 
L  the  Yote  corered  were  never  pro- 
osnraased  tins  year  any  more  than 
hmd  been  in  previous  vears.  He 
led  the  matter  only  tar  the  pur- 
of  «ntairing  a  further  protest  against 
upon  which  the  Estimates 


_  OHILDXiBS :  I  regret  that  there 
not  a  Aall  discusabn;  but  the  oir- 
faiKom  of  the  present  year  have  been 
Hiaft  I  hope  some  allowance  will  be 


CIVIL  SERVICES. 

Glass  III. — Law  akd  Justice. 

(17.)  £36,281,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Law  Charges. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  that 
before  the  Vote  was  passed  he  wished  to 
put  a  question,  but  he  did  not  see  any- 
body present  to  whom  he  could  put  it. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Financial  Secretary 
was  an  efficient  and  exemplary  public 
officer ;  but  it  would  be  scarcely  fair  to 
question  him  upon  a  purely  Legal  Vote. 
He  would,  however,  ask  the  noble  Lord 
one  or  two  questions.  First  of  all,  in  re- 
gard to  tibe  Note  on  page  173,  in  regard 
to  the  alteration  of  the  system  of  account- 
ing for  the  expenditure.  He  wanted  to 
know  if  the  noble  Lord  could  explain 
why  the  regular  practice  had  in  this  case 
been  departed  from  ?  The  second  ques- 
tion was,  why  the  allowance  of  the  War 
Office  Agent  at  Malta  of  £75  had  been 
considerably  increased ;  whether  the  in- 
crease had  anything  to  do  with  the  pur- 
chase of  land  at  Malta ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther he  had  been  officially  concerned  in 
a  question  of  the  purchase  of  land  at 
Malta,  which  for  two  years  or  more  had 
kept  a  number  of  persons  very  busily 
engaged  in  an  extensive  correspondence, 
and  whose  want  of  business  habits  was 
brought  more  than  once  before  the  Pub- 
lic Accounts  Committee  ?  The  first  ques- 
tion came  under  sub-head  J,  in  connec- 
tion with  the  revision  of  the  Statute  Law, 
and  as  the  consolidation  of  the  statutes 
had  been  undertaken,  he  would  like  to 
know  from  the  noble  Lord  what  was  the 
state  of  the  work.  The  aUowanoe  for 
that  purpose  had,  he  perceived,  been  in- 
creased irom  £150  to  £250.  If  he  were 
not  mistaken,  he  was  under  the  impres- 
sion that  the  work  was  to  have  been 
completed  before  the  present  date,  and 
for  a  less  sum  than  had  been  already 

voted. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  first  question  related  to  the  ex- 
penditure for  criminal  prosecutions  and 
^fM«i-criminal  proceedings.  It  was  now 
the  practice  to  give  the  net  charge  in 
crimmal  cases,  and  it  had  been  found 
desirable  to  apply  the  same  rule  to  le^al 
proceedings  other  than  criminal.  With 
regard  to  Malta,  he  did  not  know  whe- 
ther the  item  referred  to  had  any  con- 
nection with  the  purchase  of  land  in  that 
island;  but  he  would  ascertain  before 
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bringing  up  the  Eeport.  He  believed 
that  the  Statute  Law  Commissioners 
were  doing  useful  work.  Every  year  a 
Bill  was  brought  in  for  the  repeal  of 
obsolete  statutes.  There  was  one  on  the 
Paper  now,  which  he  hoped  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  allow  to  become  law  during 
the  present  Session.  Thanks  to  the 
labours  of  the  Commission,  it  was  hoped 
before  long  that  we  should  have  all  our 
statutes  in  an  accessible  form.  The  work 
was  proceeding  rapidly,  and  there  could 
be  no  doubt  that  it  was  being  done  most 
usefully. 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  they  all  knew 
that  the  work  of  revising  the  statutes 
had  been  going  on  for  several  years, 
and  he  would  not  say  that  what  had 
been  done  had  not  been  done  fairlv. 
But  the  Bills  that  were  introduced  in 
successive  years  were  really  Bills  to 
enable  the  rules  of  Court  to  override 
the  rules  that  already  existed  in  the 
Statute  Law. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  asked  for  an  explana- 
tion of  a  material  increase  in  one  of  the 
salaries  mentioned  on  page  175.  The 
increase  appeared  to  be  £om  £100  to 
£260  per  annum. 

Lord  FREDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  hon.  Member  would  see  in  the 
Votes  for  the  Legal  Departments  many 
similar  instances.  They  arose  from  the 
fact  that  these  various  Legal  Depart- 
ments had  undergone  extensive  re- 
organization, and  the  salaries  had  been 
fut  upon  a  more  satisfactory  footing, 
t  had  been  thought  right  to  introduce 
a  new  scale  of  salaries  altogether. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(18.)  £2,021,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Public  Prosecutor's  Office. 

Mr.  BYBNE  aisked  for  an  explana- 
tion in  regard  to  the  item  for  a  Mes- 
senger on  page  176.  This  year  the  sum 
appeared  to  be  £75 ;  but  last  year  it  was 
£450.  Was  that  a  saving?  Was  the 
salary  really  reduced  to  £75  ? 

Lord  FREDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  office  was  newly  established 
last  year.  The  allowance  of  £450  was 
found  to  be  more  than  was  necessary, 
and  therefore  it  had  been  reduced. 

Mr.  WABTON  desired  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 
broader  topic  of  the  appointment  of  a 
Publio  Prosecutor.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  the  Gk>vemment  reidly  did  be- 
4ieve  in  a  Public  Prosecutor  or  not ;  be- 

Zord  Drsdmok  Cav$ndi$h 


cause,  if  they  did  believe  in  him,  why 
did  they  not  carry  out  the  Act  of  1879, 
which  required  that  six  assistants  should 
be  appointed  to  assist  the  Public  Pro- 
secutor ?  If,  on  the  other  hand,  they 
did  not  believe  in  a  Public  Prosecutor, 
why  not  abolish  the  office  at  once  ?  Tha 
present  Public  Prosecutor  had  one  as- 
sistant instead  of  six ;  but  owing  to  tho 
inaction  of  the  Government,  and  the 
difficulty  they  experienced  in  making  up 
their  minds,  he  had  nothing  to  do.  But 
for  the  personal  weight  and  influence  of 
the  late  Eecorder  of  London,  Mr.  Boe- 
sell  Gumey,  and  the  feeling  of  reepeet 
entertained  for  him,  no  Public  Proee- 
cutor  would  ever  have  been  appointedf 
and  up  to  the  present  time  the  PaUie 
Prosecutor  had,  practically^  done  do- 
thing.  He  had  nothing  to  say  against  V 
the  gentleman  who  held  that  offloSb  ^i 
personally.  He  was  known  to  be  a  veiy  *»; 
able  man  indeed;  but  he  wanted  ts  \\ 
know  from  the  Q-ovemment  if  it  was  inr  x 
tended  to  continue  the  office,  and,  if  sol  /^ 
when  they  intended  to  give  real  and 
thorough  effect  to  it  ?  At  present,  theio 
were  a  number  of  Societies  which  took 
upon  themselves  the  duty  of  institatiiig' 
prosecutions — a  most  improper  prindplsti 
and  one  which  he  strongly  doubtsf 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  exist.  Theyowot 
their  existence  to  the  absence  of  a  Pab* 
lie  Prosecutor ;  and  now  that  there 


n 


a  Public  Prosecutor,  they  still  existed.  |r 
and  were  flourishing,  while  the  offios  sfi^ 
Publio  Prosecutor  was  in  practical  abey-  f "] 
ance.  He  asked  the  Government  ijf  ihqr 
intended  to  continue  the  office  to  maki 
it  a  reality,  and  not  a  sham. 

The  SOLICITOB   GENERAL  (Sir 
Farrbr  Hbrsghbll)  said,  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  was  under  a  misappi^ii' 
hension  in  regard  to  one  fact,  and  thafc 
was  in  supposing  that  the  staff  ol  flis 
office  was  less  tluin  it  was  intended  is 
be  when  the  Act  of  1879  was  pssnsii. 
The   Act  of    1879  was  passed  at  ffao 
instance  of  the  right  hon.   Gentlemst 
the  late  Home  Secretary  (Sir  B.  AfffihirtB^ 
Cross),  and  the  staff  which  now  i 
was  the  staff  appointed  by  the  riskt  ho^: 
Gentleman,  which  he  considered,  at  tki^li 
outset,  to  be  sufficient,  and  whibh 
appointed  in  that  belief.     TherefovSi  IK; 
anyone  was  to  blame  for  there  not 
a  larger  staff,  it  was  the  right  hon.  Qsttrf 
tleman  who  dealt  with  the  matter  whsv: 
the  office  was  created,  and  whose  Bi& 
it  was  that  created  it.   He  (the  Solioite 
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flcnenl)  was  pwpared  to  say  at  onoe 
ihift  he  did  not  oonaider  that  this  offioe 
flf  PdUio  Proeeentor  was  in  a  satisfao- 
taj  oondition.  He  did  not  think  it  did 
.d  the  good  it  mieht  do,  although  it 
mid  not  be  denied  that  it  had  done 
mafd  good.  He  wonid  at  once  say  that 
kflurag^ht  it  not  only  needed  looking 
into  and  beings  thoroughly  investigated  in 
crier  to  render  it  eflSdent,  but,  he  might 
■U,  that  it  waa  the  intention  of  the 
Gofsmment  to  make  such  an  inyesti^- 
lioB.  The  matter  had  not  escaped  notice, 
nd  was  aerioady  engaging  the  atten- 
ioa  ot  the  Gk>Temment.  As  regarded 
As  appointment  of  a  Public  Prosecutor, 
ft  vaa  a  matter  upon  which  considerable 
SUBrsnoe  of  opmion  had  existed,  and 
Am  wece  many  people  who  considered 
Ast  it  was  desirable  to  have  a  person 
■Kng  that  office  who,  nevertheless,  did 
aiikbdieye  that  it  was  desirable  that 
As  whole  of  the  prosecutions  of  the 
mmUj)  should  be  tuen  from  the  hands 
hwfaieh  they  now  were,  and  be  turned 
to  a  single  department  which 
have  entire  control  over  the 
of  them.  That  was  a  scheme 
had  often  been  advocated;  but 
a  acheme  which  would  lead  to 
great  expense  without  largely  in- 
ng  the  efficiency  of  the  work.  It 
_  finind  impracticable  to  deal  with 
m  lar«  nnmber  of  persons  who  had 
vsitod  interest  in  opposing  such  a 
p  and  he  was  not  prepared  to  say 
it  would  be  of  very  much  use  if  it 
eanied  out.  But  it  was  found, 
the  old  system  of  prosecutions, 
in  many  cases  which  were  brought 
Oourt,  there  was  a  grievous  failure 
latioe,  because  it  was  the  business 
»  one  to  see  that  the  prosecution 
inatituted,  or,  when  instituted, 
it  was  tallj  carried  out.  Many 
wore  dropped  or  compromised,  and 
raa  to  remedy  that  evil  that  the  Act 
1879  waa  passed,  and  the  office  of 
l^oseoator  created.  It  was  to 
that  prosecutions  should  be  pro- 
with,  and  not  compromised.  In 
leapeet,  he  believed  the  creation  of 
IH*f!ti»^  nnqnestionably  been  of  some 
He  admitted  that  it  had  not  been 
nraoh  nee  as  was  originally  anti- 
bi^  he  believed  that  it  might 
still  more  useful,  and  it 
be  the  endeavour  of  the  Govem- 
to  eee  that  it  was  made  fully  effec- 
It  was  B— ontisl  that  some  officer 


of  the  kind  should  exist,  whose  duty  it 
should  be  to  see  that  offences  did  not  go 
unpunished,  and  who  should  insist,  as 
the  Public  Prosecutor  had  insisted,  on 
a  prosecution  going  on  where  it  would 
otherwise  have  boon  abandoned  by  per- 
sons who  cared  only  for  their  own  in- 
terests, and  who  would  willingly  have 
dropped  it  for  the  sake  of  gain  to 
themselves.  He  did  not  believe  that 
the  office  had  been  as  efficient  as  it 
might  have  been,  or  that  it  had  done  all 
the  work  that  might  have  been  expected 
from  it ;  but  he  could  assure  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr. 
Warton)  that  the  matter  would  not  es- 
cape the  attention  of  the  Government. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  Committee  counted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  BROADHURST  asked  for  a  Re- 
turn showing  the  number  of  prosecutions 
conducted  by  the  office  of  Public  Prose- 
cutor. The  office  had  been  in  existence 
for  two  years ;  and,  so  far  as  he  was 
aware,  no  information  whatever  had 
been  given  as  to  the  work  performed 
there.  If  the  office  was  to  be  retained, 
he  thought  it  was  not  too  much  to  ask 
for  the  Return  he  had  alluded  to. 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  he  was 
exceedingly  obliged  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr. 
Warton)  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stoke  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  for  raising  this 
question.  There  was  a  Public  Prose- 
cutor, but  no  public  prosecutions;  in 
other  words,  they  were  paying  £4,000 
and  getting  nothing  for  it.  He  did  not 
wish  to  say  that  the  office  was  a  sinecure ; 
but  it  was  something  very  much  like  it. 
The  Solicitor  General  having  expressed 
g^eat  dissatisfaction  at  the  present  state 
of  affairs,  he  trusted  he  would  follow  the 
matter  up  and  institute  a  thorough  re- 
form. 

Mr.  warton  thought  that  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General,  as  indicating  the  intention  of 
the  Government,  was,  to  a  great  extent, 
satisfactory ;  but  it  did  not  in  one  re- 
spect quite  meet  the  objection  he  had 
raised.  He  had  pointed  out  that  there 
was  only  one  assistant  at  the  office  at 
the  time  it  was  started ;  and  that,  al- 
though two  years  had  elapsed,  there  was 
no  increase'in  this  respect.  That  was  one 
of  those  little  things  which  showed  how 
matters  were  going  on.    Hon.  Members 
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would  see  that  the  expenses  this  year 
had  dwindled  to  one-third  of  the  former 
amount,  which  was  quite  enough  to  show 
that  the  office  itself  was  dwinSing  away. 
He  thanked  the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke 
for  his  very  practical  suggestion  that  a 
Eeturn  should  be  g^ven  of  the  number 
of  prosecutions. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  wished  to  point  out 
that,  after  ally  something  more  had  been 
done  in  the  office  than  hon.  Members 
supposed.  Since  it  came  into  operation 
in  January,  1879,  to  Midsummer  last 
year,  436  cases  had  passed  through  it, 
and  the  number  of  prosecutions  had 
been  101 ;  while  from  Midsummer,  1880, 
to  Midsummer,  1881,  the  Public  Prose- 
cutor was  authorized  to  prosecute  in 
267  cases.  Besides  that,  advice  had 
been  given  in  464  cases.  This  showed 
a  very  considerable  increase  of  work 
over  the  previous  year.  Of  course,  the 
charge  brought  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bridport  required  his  atten- 
tion ;  but  the  answer  was  that  so  far  the 
working  of  the  office  had  been  experi- 
mental, and  assistants  had  only  been 
appointed  sufficient  for  the  work  required 
to  be  done. 

Mr.  BIG-Q-AB  said,  it  was  quite  a 
matter  of  chance  whether  the  Public  Pro- 
secutor would  take  any  notice  of  cases 
laid  before  him,  or  rather,  when  he  had 
examined  into  them,  whether  he  would 
institute  a  prosecution.  Considering  the 
number  of  serious  offences  which  were 
committed  in  England,  it  seemed  very 
strange  that  so  small  a  number  of  cases 
passed  through  the  office.  Of  course, 
he  did  not  know  to  what  extent  the 
office  of  Public  Prosecutor  was  desirable; 
but  it  seemed  to  him  that  there  must  be 
some  person,  or  class  of  persons,  whose 
interest  it  was  to  do  away  with  the  office. 
He  thought  that  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown,  with  whom  the  matter  appeared 
to  rest  rather  than  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, should  give  the  office  a  fair  chance. 
As  it  was,  according  to  the  Estimates, 
the  whole  thing  had  proved  to  be  a  fal- 
lacy. 

TuK  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James]  said,  he  was  glad  that 
the  Solicitor  General  had  expressed  the 
feelings  which  he  himself  entertained 
with  respect  to  this  office.  He  did  not 
wish  to  cast  blame  upon  anyone ;  on  the 
contrary,  he  was  sure  the  Public  Prose- 
cutor had  done  his  utmost  in  the  cause 
of  juBtioe.    But  he  felt  the  Qovemment 

Mr.  Wkrtw 


were  under  responsibility  in  this  mfttter, 
and  was  quite  sure  that  if  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Home  Secretary  were  present 
he  would  join  in  saying  that  it  was  their 
duty  to  endeavour  to  obtain  a  more  oer-. 
tain  administration  of  criminal  justiM 
in  the  country  than  they  had  at  the  pre- 
sent time ;  and  he  could  assure  the  Com-    ; 
mittee  that  everything  that  lay  in  his 
power  should  be  done  to  attain  that    ; 
end.  •   ; 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(19.)  £116,022,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Criminal  Prosecutions. 

Mr.  GREGORY  said,  before  this  Vote  ' 
was  put  to  the  Committee,  he  should  \ 
like  to  have  some  explanation  as  to  the  ^ 
position  of  the  Clerks  of  Assise.  He  ^, 
understood  that  this  office  was  to  be  ). 
gradually  discontinued,  and  he  beliereA  ^' 
it  would  be  generally  recognized  that  (| 
the  duties  might  be  performed  by  othflv  >j 
officials.  There  was  a  Clerk  of  Aaauiy  ,'^ 
a  Clerk  of  Indictments,and  an  Associate  ;  ;  j 
and,  according  to  his  experience,  allthoae  .w 
offices  were  not  necessary  for  the  piVft-v 
pose  of  Circuit  work.    He  rememheieiL 


raising  the  question  some  years  ago  eel; 

*5 


to  the  discontinuance  of  the  office  of 


Clerks  of  Assize,  when  there  was  a 


h 


ral  agreement  with  his    opinion    thalt^,. 

ornamental  rathar^' 


these  officers  were 

than  useful;  and  it  was  then  unda^ 
stood  that,  as  the  offices  became  Taoaal|f  ^^ 
they  should  not  again  be  filled  vp-l' 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  ahoolli^ 
like  to  know  whether  that  understandiagT* 
would  be  carried  out,  and  what  waa  tte-^ 
present  position  of  the  officers  in  quae^  -^^^ 
tion  ?  i^ 

Mr.  WARTON  asked  whether,  aee*^t| 
ing  that  the  Home  Circuit  had  been  al^Tl 
tered,  one  Associate  was  not  quite  anA^-^' 
cient  to  do  what  was  really  one's  workf  |^ 

LoBD  FREDERICK   CAYENDIBB 

Eointed  out  that  in  1868  a  CommitW 
ad  been    appointed    to    consider  the 
duties  and  salaries  of  the  officers  i#^' 
ferred  to  by  hon.  Members  opposite, 
they  had  recommended  that,  as  ▼ 
occurred,  the  salaries  should  be 
sidered,  and,  if  possible,  reduced. 
accordance  with  that  recommendatiMifjii 
many  new  arrangements  had  been 
Mb.  WARTON  said,  the  noble 
had  advanced  a  good  general  argom' 
but  it  did  not  meet  the  point  of  the 
Member  for  East  Sussex  (Mr.  Qrego«yW| 
With  regard  to  the  queafcion  he  hxamm- 
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kpd  ndbed,  he  luid  pointed  out  tbat  as 
fliflte  waa  praoficaUy  but  one  Circuit, 
two  wta  of  offloen  were  no  longer  neoes- 
Hijy  and  his  object  was  to  ascertain 
VMiher  it  was  contemplated  that  there 
Aoold  be  bnt  one  officer  when  either  of 
As  officea  became  Yaoant? 

Ma.  GBEOOBY  said,  he  wished  to 

«{lain  that  hia  question  related  rather 

to  tiie  oontinnance  of  the  offices  than  to 

ike  amount  of  salaries.    Was  it  neces- 

my  to  continue  them,  having  regard  to 

tte  requirements  of  the  Oirouit,  or  was 

it  intended  to  consolidate  them  and  put 

As  work  into  the  hands  of  one  person  ? 

Teb    SOUCITOB  general   ^Sir 

Eabkeb   Hkbbchxll)  said,  the  subject 

lid  been  carefully  inquired  into  by  a 

Ooounittee  appointed  by  the  late  Lord 

Ckancellor,  presided  over  by  the  Master 

rf  the  BbUsy  and  of  which  Lord  Jus- 

iae  Luah,    Mr.    Pemberton,    himself, 

iad  other  gentlemen  were  members. 

Hii  own  idea  had  been  that  the  work 

■i|^    be    done    at  considerably  less 

than  it  was  at  the  time,  and 

ly  other  members  of  the  Committee 

the  aame  view.    But  the  result  of 

m  inTeati|^tion  had  been  to  satisfy  the 

wnmittee  that  it  was  not  possible  to 

mnbh  sayingi  having  regard  to  the 

of  Courts  sitting  at  the  same 

eaeh  of  which  requwBd  the  attend- 

of  an  officer.     He  believed  that 

Beport  of  the  Committee  had  sug- 

rid  all  that  could  usefully  be  done ; 
the  aubjeot  was  one  which  he  had 
doabt  would  receive  full  considera- 

Mk.OOUBLEYthouffht  that  the  ques- 

t  ought  to  be  considered  as  to  whe- 
the  office  of  Sheriff  should  not  be 
Led.  He  should  be  glad  to  know 
^flM  meaning  of  the  charge  for  Extra- 
illllnaij  Expenditure  in  furtherance  of 
rMkttee  which  appeared  in  the  Vote  ? 

FBEDERICK   CAVENDISH 

the  item  referred  to  by  the  hon. 

for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Gourley) 

not    only   for   lodging    the 

_        but   for  fitting  up  the  Court, 

Bnoning  jurymen,  and  other  matters. 

believed  that  the  suggestion  of  the 

iCember  would  result  in  a  con- 

inoreaaed  charge. 

^ABTON  begffed  to  remind  the 

Oeneral  that  nis  question  with 

to  the  necessity  of  retaining  a 

aet  of  offioers  to  do  the  work  of 

not  been  replied  to. 


Lord  FREDEBICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  was  not  aware  that  it  was  in- 
tended to  make  a  change  of  the  kind 
indicated  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bridport.  When,  howeyer,  the 
offices  became  vacant,  he  had  no  doubt 
that  the  question  would  be  fully  con- 
sidered. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  he  did  not  re- 
g^ard  the  answer  of  the  noble  Lord  as 
very  satisfactory.  He  should  not  ask  the 
Committee  to  divide  against  the  Vote ; 
but  to  his  mind  four  clerks  engaged 
upon  one  Circuit  were  rather  too  many, 
and  it  seemed  strange  that  in  some  way 
or  other  the  superfluous  officers  could 
not  be  dispensed  with.  The  same  re- 
marks applied  to  the  office  of  Judge's 
Registrar  in  Ireland.  The  Begistrar- 
ship  was  in  the  patronage  of  the  Judg^ 
for  the  time  being,  who  appointed  some 
friend  or  relation  of  his  own,  and  this 
person,  it  might  be  said,  did  literally 
nothing.  The  office  was  a  perfect  sine- 
cure, inasmuch  as  the  Judge  himself 
took  notes  of  the  proceedings,  and  the 
Beg^strar,  during  the  whole  time  the 
Court  was  engaged,  did  not  require  to 
put  pen  to  paper.  But  why  a  Judge 
should  require  two  gentlemen  on  Circuit 
to  assist  in  doing  nothing  really  passed 
his  comprehension. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(20.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

*'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £97,115,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  pa^'ment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3l8t  day  of  March  1882,  for  such  of  the 
Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Chancery  Division 
of  the  lligh  Court  of  Justice,  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal,  and  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature 
(exclusive  of  the  Central  Office),  as  are  not 
charg^  on  the  Consolidated  Fund." 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  said, 
he  must  confess  that  he  always  looked 
upon  this  Yote  with  a  certain  amount  of 
partiality,  because  he  had  last  year 
made  a  representation  to  the  effect  that 
a  charge  of  £1,500,  now  struck  out  of 
the  Estimates,  could  not  be  needed,  in- 
asmuch as  the  ofBcor  for  whom  it  was 
asked  did  not  exist.  The  Government 
admitted  the  non-existence  of  the  officer 
in  question,  but  it  took  25  minutes  to 
convince  them  that  it  was  unnecessary 
to  take  the  £1,500.  He  succeeded  in 
getting  the  amount  struck  out,  and  he 
was  afterwards  told  by  an  old  Member 
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of  the  House  that  he  had  never  before 
known  a  case  in  which  the  Government 
had  submitted  to  the.  reduction  of  a 
Vote.  For  that  reason  he  had  a  par- 
tiality towards  the  Vote  before  the  Com- 
mittee. On  the  present  occasion  he 
had  to  bring  forward  an  important  re- 
presentation made  by  an  officer  specially 
appointed  by  the  House  to  report  upon 
these  Estimates,  with  regard  to  a  par- 
ticular officer  of  the  Court  of  Chancery. 
The  Comptroller  and  Auditor  General,  in 
his  Beport  upon  the  Accounts  presented 
by  the  Paymaster  General  of  the  Court 
of  Chancery,  recently  placed  in  the 
hands  of  hon.  Members,  drew  attention 
to  certain  points  of  great  consequence, 
and  which,  although  they  would  take 
a  few  minutes  to  go  through,  he  be- 
lieved the  Committee  would  ag^eo  ought 
not  to  be  passed  over  without  comment. 
He  said  in  a  letter  addressed  to  the 
office  of  the  Court  of  Chancery — 

"  (7.)  My  attention  has  been  called  to  a  prac- 
tice wJiich  appears  to  me  to  bo  unsatisfactory 
and  to  involve  some  risk  of  misapplication  of 
dividends.  It  not  unfre([uontIy  happens  that 
when  an  Order  directs  the  transfer  into  Court 
of  railway  or  other  stock  or  shares,  and  when  a 
certificate  is  given  by  a  Secretary'  of  a  Company 
that  the  securities  in  question  have  been  trans- 
ferred to  the  account  of  the  Paymaster  General 
on  certain  days  (which  certificate  is  attached  to 
the  Paymaster's  directions  and  sent  to  this 
Department  as  a  vouchor  for  the  transaction), 
they  nevertheless  do  not  appear  as  brought 
to  credit  in  the  Paymasters  accounts  until 
some  months  afterwards.  In  one  case  during 
the  past  year,  five  months  elapsed  between 
the  oate  of  the  certificate  and  the  date  on 
which  the  security  was  brought  to  credit.  I 
have  thought  it  right  to  ask  for  some  explana- 
tion of  these  delays,  and  also  to  inquire  in  the 
case  specially  adverted  to,  whether  any  dividend 
accrued  in  the  interval,  and  whether,  in  that 
event,  the  amount  should  not  have  been  paid 
into  Court.  The  Chancery  Paymaster  has,  how- 
ever, stated  in  reply  that  the  securities  had 
been  brought  to  account  as  soon  as  practicable 
after  the  receipt  of  the  evidence  of  the  comple- 
tion of  the  transfers,  and  that  ho  did  not  con- 
sider it  any  part  of  his  duty  to  inquire  into  the 
matter  of  the  dividends." 

The  Committee  would  see  from  this  that 
there  were  sums  of  money  accruing  as 
dividends  on  property,  which  the  Chan- 
cery Paymaster  chose  to  allow  to  go  into 
some  unknown  regions,  and  which  the 
owners  had  little  chance  of  recovering. 

'*  (8.)  A  question  has  arisen  as  to  the  obligation 
of  the  Paymaster  under  the  General  Order  in 
Lunacy  of  the  7th  November,  1853.  The 
Order  dirocta,  in  Section  16,  that  when  money 
has  been  paid  into  Court  and  invoated  pursuant 
to  the  Master't  oertifioates,  the  dividendfl  in  such 

Jfr.  Arilmr  ff  Connor 


investments  shall,  failing  other  directioii,  'be 
laid  out  by  the  Accountant  General  (Paymaster) 
in  like  manner  without  any  request  for  the  pur- 
pose.* It  is  held  by  the  Paymaster  that  if  an 
order  is  made  dealing  with  a  portion  of  the 
securities,  the  obligation  of  investing  dividends 
does  not  remain  when  the  retiuest  from  the  SolU 
citor  ceases.  1  think  it  my  duty  to  point  ont 
that  the  probable  result  of  this  interpretation  of 
the  rules  wiU  be  the  accumulation  of  cash  upon 
the  accounts  of  lunatic  suitors.  As  an  instanoe 
in  point,  I  may  mention  a  ca^  in  which  a 
balance  of  £896  lis.  Id.  had  accumulated  on 
one  account  before  the  investment  took  place  in 
August  1879." 

Hon.  Members,  he  thought,  would  not 
allow  their  own  private  affairs  to  be 
conducted  in  this  way.  The  Comptroller 
and  Auditor  General  proceeded — 


'*  (9.)  It  was  discovered  in  the  course  of 
mination  that  a  sum  of  £415  had  been  invested 
under  the  authority  of  an  old  order,  while  a 
later  order  had  directed  it«  distribution  amonff 
live  claimants.  The  mistake  was  admitted  ana 
the  stock  sold ;  but  as  the  price  of  ConsoLi  had 
risen  in  the  interval,  there  was  a  profit  of 
£21  2».  \d.  on  the  transaction ;  and  the  question 
was  raised  by  this  Department  in  what  manner 
this  profit  should  be  disposed  of.  The  Lords  of 
the  Treasury  decided  that  the  sum  of  £21  2«.  lA 
should  bo  transferred  to  the  Exchequer." 

He  should  like  the  noble  Lord  to  giye 
some  explanation  of  the  sounds  on 
which  the  interest  on  funds  lying  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery  in  this  way  wera 
transferred  to  the  Public  Exchequer. 
Then  there  was  another  case  detailea  in 
the  Beport,  which  continued  aa  fol- 
lows:— 

"  (10.)  A  Report  of  Master  Barlow,  confirmed 
by  fiat  on  the  21st  August,  1876,  a  copy  of  whi^ 
was  sent  to  this  Department,  was  found  to  oon* 
tain  a  direction  for  the  transfer  into  Court  to 
the  account  of  a  person  of  unsound  mind  of 
£322  9«.  1^.  New  Three  Per  Cent  Annuitifl^ 
and  also  for  the  paj'ment  into  Court  by  tlia 
Hank  of  England  to  the  sum  credit  of  any 
diWdends  which  might  accrue  on  such  Annottiai 
previously  to  the  transfer  thereof.  The  stoek 
in  question  was  not  transferred  into  Court  until 
the  16th  November,  1876,  and  consequently  a 
dividend  accrued  in  the  interval ;  but  aa  no  ndi 
di\-idend  was  paid  into  Court,  a  letter  was  ad* 
dressed  to  the  JBank  of  England,  making  inqoizy 
upon  the  subject." 

The  Comptroller  and  Auditor  G-enenl 
concluded  by  saying — 

**  (12.)  I  regret  to  say  that  the  representatiaei  -^ 
which  I  have  repeatedly  addressed  to  Uie  Loidl  ;, 
Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  upon  -f^ 
the  incompleteness  of  the  audit  and  the  insdi  :^i 
quacy  of  my  staflf  for  the  work  which  is  unr  U^ 
undertaken,  and  which  is  constantly  foiling  still  i 
more  into  arrear,  have  not  yet  elicited  aaj  f 
response ;  and  I  have  accordingly  addroMod  a  ^ 
fuither  communication  to  their  Lordships,  %  ? 
copy  of  which  wUl  be  found  in  the  Appoidiz.*' .  .? 
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Tk$  Oommitlae  would  lee  what  good 
snion  theOomptroUer  and  Auditor  (^ne- 
nl  had  for  oompUuning  of  the  treatment 
ka  xaootTed  ftom  the  Oommiflsioners  of 
tta  I^^aauzy  when  it  was  stated  that 
ftia  letter  was  dated  Slat  December, 
1880,  and  that  the  letters  he  had  ad- 
fcsMod  to  the  Treasury  on  the  12th 
Jsnnazy  and  7th  of  December,  1879— 
mate  than  Ayaar  before — were  yet  un- 
saswered.  The  letter  referred  to  con- 
tuned  the  following  passage : — 

"I  am  to  add  that  while  it  is  far  from  the 
Wn  of  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  Oeneral 
mdnlT  to  jjirem  the  matter  npcm  the  considera- 
tioB  Qi  their  Lordihips,  he  would  labmit  that 
witboiit  an  adequate  staff  to  overtake  the  re- 
niata  datieB,  he  cannot  he  held  reflponsible  for 
Be  poaaibla  oonaequenoea  which  might  result 
nan  the  insufficient  supervision  of  pecuniary 
tfanasrtlofna  of  such  ezoqvtional  magmtude." 


were  the  first  points  he  had  to 
snbmit  to  the  consideration  of  the  noble 
Lnd,  and  the  next  charge  which  struck 
Urn  in  this  Vote  was,  on  paffe  83,  under 
As  head  of  Master  of  the  KoUs  Office,  for 
heaoher  at  the  Bolls  Church  £180,  and 
Reaoher  at  the  Bolls  Chapel  £45.    He 
was  quite  unable    to    understand   the 
Bseeanty  for  continuing  two  suc^  items 
as  these,  and  if  any  grounds  for  their 
awithmance  did  exist,  he  had  not  been 
aUe  to  ascertain  them.    Therefore,  he 
would  be  glad  if  the  noble  Lord  would 
ilBto  what  was  the  reason  for  the  con- 
Ifanianoe  of  these  charges  upon  the  Esti- 
matea.    There  was  a£o  a  subject  upon 
iriiieh  he  should  be  glad  to  hear  some 
asplanation  from  the  Attorney  G-eneral. 
flonie  Tears  ago,  when  that  hon.  and 
haiuaa  Gentleman  was  in  Opposition, 
he  attacked  this  Vote,  and  moved  its 
aadnction  by  the  sum  charged  for  the 
OBflial  Beferees.  Last  year,  having  taken 
OBee»  he  spoke  in  favour  of  retaining 
itemy  which,  when  in  Opposition,  he 
;  strenuously  opposed ;  and  on  that 
don,   although  ne  advanced  some 
ladier  weak  arguments,  they  were  suffi* 
siant  fbr  the  time  being.    He  said  ^at 
Ae  Qflbdal  Beferees  had  had  a  great 
faftwumo  of  work  thrown  upon  them; 
ttat  complaints  were  not  so  strong  as 
^       had  been,  and  that  the  work  had 
aneh  better  done.    But  a  short 
agOp  when  he  (Mr.  O'Connor)  was 
je  offioe  of  a  gentleman  in  Gray's 
J  tfce  qaeation  of  the  Beferees  became 
Ihs  aolrieot  of  conversation ;  and  it  was 
Med  Oat  the  position  of  the  Beferees 
Vis  aiiiiply  i&dafenaible ;  that  they  had 

Toil,  OCLZiy.    [thibd  sbries.] 


nothing  like  an  adequate  amount  of 
work  to  do  for  the  money  paid  to  them ; 
that  the  suitors  did  not  get  satisfaction  ; 
that  they  did  not  go  before  the  Beferees 
willingly,  and  that  when  they  did  the 
almost  invariable  result  was  that  the 
Official  Beferees,  after  hearing  both  sides 
of  the  case,  proposed  a  compromise. 
These  were  the  three  points  he  wished 
to  submit  to  the  Government,  and  upon 
which  he  should  be  glad  to  receive  some 
satisfactory  explanation. 

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLEB  said,  he  was 
perfectly  sure  the  present  Master  of  the 
Bolls  did  not  require  the  services  of  a 
Preacher  at  the  Bolls  Chapel,  and  the 
charge  under  this  head  appeared  alto- 
gether superfluous.  He  requested  the 
Committee  to  compare  the  cost  of  the 
retinue  of  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  with 
that  of  the  Chancery  Judges.  The 
former  had  two  Secretaries  at  £600  and 
£1,000  a-year  respectively,  a  Gentleman 
of  the  Chamber  at  £400  a-year,  and, 
besides  other  officials,  a  Train  Bearer  at 
£-200,  and  a  Clerk  of  the  Chamber  at 
£400  a-year ;  the  whole  charge  being 
for  the  Master  of  the  Bolls'  establish- 
ment about  £3,000  a-year,  as  against 
£3,700,  the  charge  for  the  six  Chancery 
Judges.  He  trusted  the  noble  Ix>ra 
would  explain  the  necessity  for  retaining 
this  excessive  charge  in  the  case  of  the 
Master  of  the  Bolls. 

Lord  FBEDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  salary  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Master  of  the  Bolls  was  formerly  £  1 ,  200 ; 
but  it  had  since  been  reduced,  and  at 
the  next  vacancy  it  would  bo  fixed  at 
£500.  The  Secretary  of  Causes  attended 
in  Court  every  morning  and  took  the 
directions  of  the  Master  of  the  Bolls, 
his  chief  work  being  to  read  petitions, 
which  numbered  about  4,000  in  the 
course  of  the  year.  He  believed  that 
one  Departmental  Commission  had  re- 
commended the  abolition  of  this  office  ; 
but  another  Commission  had  subse- 
quently recommended  its  continuance 
for  some  time  longer.  When,  however, 
a  vacancy  occurred  the  subject  would, 
no  doubt,  receive  fuiiher  consideration. 
With  respect  to  the  Preacher  at  the 
Bolls  Chapel,  this  gentleman  performed 
Divine  Service  every  Sunday,  and  his 
salary  was  one  over  which  the  Treasury 
had  no  control,  inasmuch  as  it  was  fixed 
by  Act  of  Parliament — Sec.  4,  3  Fict. 
c.  46.  Although  the  present  Master  of 
the  Bolls  did  not  attend  the  chapel,  he 
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presumed  that  Divine  Service  was  neces- 
sary there  for  the  benefit  of  others.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Queen's  Oounty  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor)  had  called  attention 
to  a  point  in  connection  with  the  office 
of  Paymaster  General  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  giving  details  upon  which  he 
would  not  enter.  The  hon.  Member 
asked  why  the  Treasury  had  paid  into 
the  Exchequer  the  profit  on  a  certain 
transfer  of  stock.  He  presumed  that 
the  answer  was  tha(;»  inasmuch  as  it 
would  not  have  been  thought  right  to 
charge  the  suit  with  interest  had  a  loss 
resulted  from  a  fall  in  the  funds,  there 
was  no  reason  why  he  should  be  credited 
with  profit  which  resulted  from  a  mis- 
take of  an  unfortunate  character.  With 
regard  to  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor 
General,  the  question  was  not  at  all  free 
from  difficulty ;  but  he  was  happy  to  say 
that  a  Committee  would  shortly  be  ap- 
pointed to  consider  the  duties  of  that 
officer  and  the  number  of  clerks  re- 
quired. 

Mb.  THOHOLD  BOGEES  said,  that, 
having  regard  to  the  needs  of  the  dis- 
trict in  which  the  Holls  Chapel  was 
situated,  he  was  very  glad  to  see  that 
there  was  a  preacher  there. 

Mb.  GREGORY  said,  he  had  not  been 
originally  favourable  to  the  institution  of 
the  office  of  Official  Referees  and  the  ap- 
pointments made.  But  he  had  since 
found  that  the  duties  of  the  office,  which 
were  more  onerous  than  he  at  first  sup- 
posed, were,  on  the  whole,  satisfactorily 
performed.  There  was  this  great  ad- 
vantage in  connection  with  the  office — 
that  the  Official  Referees  could  go  down 
to  any  place  and  investigate  cases  on  the 
spot.  For  instance,  they  could  inspect 
works  which  were  the  subject  of  a  con- 
tract, see  how  things  were  g^ing  on,  and 
form  their  own  conclusions.     With  re- 

gard  to  the  office  of  Paymaster  of  the 
ourt  of  Chancery,  he  would  wish  to  re- 
mind the  Committee  of  the  immense 
amount  of  work  that  was  in  hand ;  and 
looking  at  the  complicated  nature  of  the 
accounts,  the  orders  that  had  to  be 
worked  out,  and  other  things,  it  was  a 
matter  of  surprise  to  him  that  more  mis- 
takes did  not  occur  in  that  office.  Those 
and  several  other  matters  required  some 
attention. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hknbt  Jamss)  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Queen's  Couniy  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  was  entitled  to  some  sym- 


pathy,  for  he  himself,  when  the  Referees 
were  appointed,  took  exception  to  the 
appointment,  especially  of  one  of  them, 
for  he  thought  a  Referee  should  not 
be  appointed  who  had  not  shown  his 
fitness  for  the  office.  But  after  the  lapse 
of  five  years,  he  had  now  nothing  un- 
favourable to  say  as  to  that  gentlemaa. 
He  had  nothing  but  favourable  critioisiii 
to  offer,  for  that  gentleman  had  per- 
formed his  duties  with  satisfaction,  and 
with  benefit  to  the  public  service.  Sub- 
sequently to  that,  there  was  an  extension 
of  the  duties  thrown  upon  the  Referees. 
For  a  time  there  was  some  doubt  as  to 
the  desirability  of  submitting  cases  to 
the  judgment  of  the  Referees ;  but  now, 
instead  of  few  cases  being  submitted  to 
them,  there  were  very  many,  and  their 
time  was  fully  occupied. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  thought  it  would  be 
in  the  memory  of  some  hon.  Members 
that  when  the  Official  Referees  were  ap- 
pointed, and  for  some  time  afterwaros, 
there  was  an  item  for  travelling  ex- 
penses, and  that  in  favour  of  the  appoint- 
ments it  was  arffued  that  the  Referees 
would  be  ambulatory,  and  so  oould  de- 
cide questions  at  a  much  less  cost  to  the 
parties.  It  was  intended  that  the  ex- 
penses should  be  paid  from  thepublio 
funds  and  not  by  the  individuals ;  bathe 
did  not  see  this  item  in  the  EetimateSy 
and  he  knew  that  the  law  was  being  die* 
regarded  in  that  respect.  It  seemed  as 
if  the  Treasury  were  determined  to  over- 
ride the  Act  of  Parliament ;  and  at  pre- 
sent, when  the  Referees  had  to  go  nom 
London,  they  had  to  apply  to  the  parties 
for  security  for  their  travelling  expenses. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  observed  that  the  suitor, 
of  course,  must  in  one  sense  bear  the 
expenses  of  a  travelling  Referee  if  he 
took  the  Referee  along  distance  from 
London;  but,  of  course,  the  Treasoiy 
must  allow  some  of  the  expenses. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  said,  that  the  com- 
plaint of  the  Referees  was  that  they  were 
obliged  to  enter  into  cash  transactions 
with  the  parties,  instead  of  receiving  aa 
advance  from  the  Treasury. 

Mb.  GREGORY  said,  he  thought  the 
Referees  were  placed  in  a  humiliating 
position. 

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER  said,  he  wished 
to  draw  attention  to  the  case  of  the 
Registrars  in  the  Courts  of  Ohanoeiy. 
He  should  be  obliged  to  divide  the 
Committee  upon  this  item  unless  he  x^ 


loex 


Bitfflff'^ 


(AXTaTTBTdy  1881) 


Civil  8§n%C09. 


1062 


Mmd  a  —tinflMtoy  explanation.  The 
Bagifltnn  were  simply  officers  of  the 
Oomis  to  oanr  out  the  decrees  of  the 
Judges,  and  did  not  partake  in  ajadicial 
diaraoter  at  all.  The  Chief  Clerks  of 
the  Master  of  the  Bolls  and  the  Vice 
Chanoellors  diaeharged  most  important 
judicial  duties,  by  which  large  sums  of 
money  were  sometimes  disposed  of.  A 
Count?  Oourt  Judge's  maximum  salary 
was  £1,500,  and  that  of  the  Chief 
Clfliiks  of  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  and 
die  Yioe  Chanoellors  was  also  £1,500; 
hat  the  first  of  these  sentlemen,  who 
disdianed  the  duties  of  Beg^strars,  re- 
eeived  £2,000;  three  received  £1,800; 
four  reoeiTed  £1,500;  and  four  others 
rsoeiyed  £1,250.  Then  there  were  two 
darks  at  £800,  four  at  £600,  five  at 
£400,  four  at  £300,  together  with  12 
sanstant  derks,  and  two  clerks  of  entry, 
making  altogether  42  derks  to  cany  out 
die  deoisions  of  six  Courts — ^four  Vice 
Chanoellors'  Courts,  the  Bolls  Court,  and 
die  Court  of  Appeal.  It  might  surely 
be  snpposed  that  that  staff  was  sufficient 
to  deaf  with  the  most  extensive  opera- 
tions of  the  Court ;  but,  beyond  these, 
fliere  was  a  oharffe  of  £3,100  for  copy- 
ing, the  42  derksoeing  unable  to  do  any 
sopjing  at  all.  There  was  no  Depart- 
nant  which  cost  so  much  as  this  in  pro- 
PjBrtion  to  the  work  done ;  and  unless  the 
Qorenunent  could  ffive  some  explana- 
tion of  this,  he  should  be  obliged  to  take 
tile  sense  of  the  Committee  upon  it. 

Mb.  GBEGOB Y  said,  that,  having  had 

koR  experience  of  the  work  of  the  Courts 

of  ChanoerY,  he  could  not  agree  with  the 

kon.  Member.    The  efficiency  of  those 

Obnrta  largely  depended  on  the  Besis- 

tosza,  and  he  thought  the  hon.  Member 

kad  altogether   under-estimated    their 

dotaea.     They  had  to  sit  in  Court,  take 

aotea  of  each  judgment  and  of  the  order 

to  be  drawn  up  in  consequence  of  the 

judgment,  and  to  work  out  the  details  of 

Aa  judgment,   which  was  necessarily 

nmoanoed  in  short  and  concise  terms. 

Bm  they  had  to  advise  the  Judges  on 

an  pointa  of  practice,  and  were  always 

SMM^witli  references  upon  any  point 

ttat  maarht  arise.    On  leaving  the  Courts 

ftsj  had  to  draw  up  the  decrees,  which 

nmatimea  eztendea  to200  or  300  folios, 

jiiYolFed  the  most  minute  directions 

_  to  takings  accounts,  ascertaining  the 

Sabiiitiea  and  charges  on  estates,  ad- 

^{Biaftration   of  the   estates,  and  real- 

iartum  of  the  aasets  in  order  to  meet 


the  charges  upon  them.  In  addition  to 
those  duties  they  had  to  see  that  the 
orders  were  in  accordance  with  the 
pleadings ;  and  all  these  were  a  heavy 
responsibility,  requiring  great  vigilance 
and  knowledge  of  the  practice  of  the 
Court.  These  gentlemen  had  been 
trained  to  this  work,  and  they  must  be 

Said  for  such  duties ;  and  unless  the 
'ourts  were  furnished  with  such  officers 
the  administration  of  the  Court  would 
be  very  different  from  what  it  now  was. 
Mr.  HOPWOOD  said,  these  appoint- 
ments  were  the  richest  mine  the  Courts 
of  Chancery  possessed,  and  it  was  always 
considered  desirable  to  put  young  men 
into  them  early,  because  they  were  sure 
to  g^  to  the  top  of  the  tree  u  thev  lived 
long  enough.  But  the  work  of  these 
officials  could  not  be  compared  with 
that  of  the  County  Court  Judges  or 
the  Chief  Clerks  in  Chancery,  and  it 
could  not  be  argued  that  they  were 
paying  ability  according  to  its  merits. 
The  reckless  profusion  of  emoluments 
went  down  from  them  to  the  care-taker 
and  cleaner,  who  received  £250  a-year, 
and  there  was  also  an  item  of  £3  for 
washing  towels.  This  was  a  matter 
that  ought  to  be  seriously  considered. 

Thb  ATTOBNEY  GENEBAL  (Sir 
Hexry  James)  explained  that  although 
the  sum  paid  was  large,  it  had  been 
settled  by  statute,  and  assured  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  duties  of  the  Begistrars 
were  most  onerous  and  responsible  duties. 
It  was  necessary  to  have  men  in  that 
position  in  whom  there  was  perfect  con- 
fidence. If  the  same  duties  were  per- 
formed by  private  agency  the  cost  would 
probably  be  greater;  and  he  did  not 
think  any  further  legislation  on  this 
matter  was  necessary. 

Mb.  H.  n.  FOWLER  said,  he  must 
protest  against  the  notion  that  the 
Begistrars  discharged  duties  of  equal 
importance  to  those  of  the  Chief  Clerks. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  important  decrees  in 
the  Court  of  Chancery  were  settled  by  the 
counsel,  and  the  duty  of  the  Begistrar 
was  mainly  mechanical.  He  did  not 
deny  that  the  Begistrars  were  men  of 
great  ability,  and  that  men  of  great 
ability  ought  to  be  employed  for  this 
work  ;  but  if  £1,500  was  a  sufficient 
salary  for  a  County  Court  Judge  or  a 
Chief  Clerk,  it  was  enough  for  a  Begis- 
trar ;  and  as  the  Government  had  de- 
fended this  Vote  he  should  take  the 
opinion  of  the  Committee  upon  it.     He 
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would,  however,  not  do  00  as  to  the 
salaries  of  the  Eeg^strars,  as  they  were 
fixed  by  statute ;  but  the  country  ought 
not  to  pay  £3,100  for  copying  in  the 
Begistrars'  offices,  and  he  should  move 
to  reduce  the  Vote  by  £2,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding£95,l  15,b6  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary 
to  defray  the  Chargpe  which  will  come  in  course 
of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst 
day  of  March  1882,  for  such  of  the  Salaries  and 
Expenses  of  the  Chancery  Division  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice,  of  the  Court  of  Appeal,  and  of 
the  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (exclusive  of 
the  Central  Office),  as  are  not  charged  on  the 
Consolidated  Fund.'* — {Mr,  Henry  Fowler,) 

Mr.  GEEGK)HY  said,  he  considered 
the  duties  of  the  Registrars  as  respon- 
sible as  those  of  the  Chief  Clerks  in 
their  way;  but  he  thought  the  Chief 
Clerks  were  underpaid. 

Mb.  HEALY  wished  to  take  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Committee  with  regard  to 
the  Chaplain  of  the  Bolls  Court.  He 
thought  it  was  time  to  teach  the  Master 
of  the  Rolls  that  there  was  no  royal 
road  to  Paradise,  and  if  he  wanted 
prayers  said  for  him  he  should  pay  for 
them  himself.  He  was  opposed  to  Votes 
for  getting  men  to  Heaven,  and  should 
move  to  reduce  the  Vote  by  £250,  the 
salary  of  the  Preacher  in  the  Rolls 
Chapel. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  hoped  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler)  would  not  insist  on  g^ing 
to  a  division.  There  was  some  profit  on 
the  scrivener's  work. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  32  ; 
Noes  76  :  Majority  44.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  356.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  would  move  to 
reduce  the  Vote  by  £225,  the  salary 
and  expenses  of  the  Chaplain  attached 
to  the  Rolls  Chapel.  He  had  already 
explained  the  reasons  which  induced 
him  to  take  this  stop  ;  and  if  the 
salaries  and  expenses  of  this  gentleman 
were  secured  to  him  by  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament the  sooner  it  was  repealed  the 
better.  Thev  could  hardly  disturb  the 
present  chaplain ;  therefore,  if  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish)  would 
give  an  undertaking  to  bring  in  a  BiU, 
as  soon  as  the  present  chaplain's  ad- 
xniniBtrationB  oeased,  to  abolish  the  office, 

JKr.  H.  H.  JPbwhr 


he  would  not  press  his  Motion  to  a 
division.  As  long  as  these  absurd 
charges  for  preaching  and  praying  were 
put  in  the  Votes  he  should  protest 
against  them. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 

<'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £96,890,  be 
fpranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  ■am 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1882,  for  such  of  the 
Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Chancery  Division 
of  the  High  Court  of  Justice,  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal,  and  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judica- 
ture (exclusive  of  the  Central  OflSce),  as  are  not 
charged  on  the  Consolidated  Fund.*'  —  {Mr» 
Healy.) 


—  Ayes  38 ; 

-  (Div.  List, 


The  Committee  divided 
Noes  90  :  Majority  67.  - 
No.  867.) 

Mb.  BYLANDS  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  for  some  information  as 
to  the  charge  made  for  a  stockbroker. 
Did  the  gentleman  who  acted  in  this 
capacity  get  any  commission  ? 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  stockbroker  received  the  earn 
mentioned  in  the  Estimates  instead  of 
fees.  The  fees  received  in  his  Depart- 
ment amounted  to  £12,000  odd  a-year. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  was  at  a  loss 
to  know  how  any  charge  at  all  was 
made  for  a  stockbroker.  The  duty  of 
this  gentleman,  as  he  understood  it,  was 
to  dispose  of  stock  belonging  to  suitors 
in  Chancerv.  If  that  was  so,  surely  the 
expense  of  employing  the  stockbroker 
should  be  paid  out  of  the  costs  of  the 
cases. 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  suitors  were  charged  fees  which 
were  paid  into  the  Exchequer,  and  the 
stockbroker  who  did  the  work  received 
a  salary. 

Mb.  HEALY  wished  to  have  some 
explanation  of  the  item  of  £830  for  the 
bag-bearer.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
sum  was  more  than  enough  for  a  stout 
colporteur,  to  say  nothing  of  a  mere 
bag-bearer.  There  was  a  sum  of  £1,820 
for  bag -bearers,  some  being  called 
"petty  oag-bearers."  What  were  these 
ofuces  ? 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  they  were  very  ancient  offices.  The 
old  names  that  they  still  retained  did  not 
at  all  describe  the  duties  of  tiiose  who 
held  the  appointments.  The  bag-bearers 
were  really  clerks. 

Original  Question  put,  and  i^^  U^ 
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(31.)  Motion  made,  and  Queetion  pro- 
poaedy 

*'11imt  a  snm,  not  exoeedmg  £68,427,  bo 
piBtad  to  Her  MjQesty,  to  oomplete  the  Boin 
TwrwiTy  to  defrmy  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  oouzee  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending 
on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
nd  Ezpenaea  of  the  Central  Office  of  the  Su- 
neme  Court  of  Judicature;  the  Salaries  and 
Ezpeaees  of  the  Jndgea'  derks  and  other  Offi- 
eva  of  the  District  Begiotrara  of  the  High 
Court;  the  remuneration  of  the  Judgea*  Mur- 
diab ;  and  oeriain  Circuit  Expenaes." 

Mb.  OBEGOBY  said,  he  was  not 
going  to  oppose  the  Vote;  but  there 
was  a  matter  in  connection  with  it  on 
which  lie  wished  to  make  an  obsenra- 
tion — namely,  the  matter  of  enensee  of 
Jndgea  on  Girooit.  A  certain  allowance, 
he  Mlieyed,  was  made  to  Judges  of  Ap- 
peal iofr  expenses;  bat  there  was  no  alio  w- 
nee  to  the  ordinary  Judges  on  account 
of  (Sieuit  expenses.  It  seemed  to  him  to 
be  a  hard  and  shabby  thing  to  require 
die  Judges  on  all  occasions  to  pay  their 
own  expenses  out  of  the  salaries  they 
rBoeiTed.  The  Judges'  salaries  were  as- 
ssaed  50  years  am,  when  money  bore  a 
VOT  difliBrent  vfuue  to  that  which  at- 
tached to  it  now,  and  expenses  were 
mndi  leas  than  at  present.  The  system 
adopted  long  ago  of  making  a  reduction 
of  £500  per  annum  in  the  Judg^' 
—layiaa  on  acoouut  of  Circuit  expenses 
eontinued  up  to  the  present  day.  The  re- 
sik  was  that  the  Judges'  salaries,  in- 
stMid  of  beizig  £5,000  a-year,  only 
amounted  to  £4,600.  They  could  not 
aipect  to  get  good  men  to  fulfil  the 
fimctiona  of  Judg^  in  the  Courts  of 
Knt  Inatanoe  now-a-days  unless  they 
paid  ih«m  adequate  salaries.  The  pre- 
aoDt  system  was  unworthy  of  the  coun- 
iij;  and,  in  many  instances,  the  best 
Biaii  lor  tiie  Bench  were  prevented  from 
aoeepting  a  seat  upon  it  m  consequence. 
He  did  not  adTocate  extravagance  in 
fte  administration  of  justice.  He  had 
sever  advocated  it ;  he  had  always  en- 
iaavoured  to  check  it;  but,  in  me  in- 
of  jostice  generally,  and  in  the 
a  of  the  suitors,  it  was  necessary 
ftat  there  should  be  strong  Judges  on 
fta  Benoh.  It  could  not  be  expected, 
kewever,  diat  they  would  be  obtained 
•i  long  as  they  were  subjected  to  this 

C^oednotion.      He  sincerely  hoped 
t  tikis  matter  would  receive  some  at- 


Ki.  ABTHUB    O'OONNOB    said, 
<Ww  aai  aa  item  for  Begistry  of  Deeds 


and  Bills  for  Middlesex,  for  two  Eegis- 
trars,  and  Lord  Truro,  and  the  Queen'p 
Bemembrancer.  An  hon.  and  learned 
Member  opposite  some  time  ag^  had 
moved  for  a  Return  on  this  subject;  and 
he  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  had  almost 
expected  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man to  say  something  about  it  this  even- 
ing. The  Eetnm,  which  was  granted, 
was  a  very  interesting  one.  It  was  for 
the  year  1878-9,  and  it  showed  the  fees 
received  by  the  Begistrars,  the  expensee 
of  the  office,  and  the  net  amount  paid 
to  the  account  of  the  Queen's  Bemem- 
brancer. Moreover,  it  gave  the  names 
of  the  Registrars  and  the  number  of 
days  each  of  them  attended  at  the 
Registry.  It  was  shown  that  the  fees 
amounted  to  some  £14,000,  £15,000, 
or  £16,000  a-year,  and  the  expenses 
amounted  to  £4,000,  or  £5,000,  or 
£6,000  a- year.  There  was  a  balance 
from  year  to  year  of  about  £10,000. 
Well,  half  of  this— or  £5,000— was  paid, 
as  the  share  of  the  Queen's  Remem- 
brancer, into  the  public  account  at 
Messrs.  Hoare's  and  Co's.  Bank ;  but  all 
the  rest  went  to  Lord  Truro — namely, 
£5,000  a-year.  When  they  turned  to 
that  part  of  the  Betum  which  showed 
what  it  was  that  Lord  Truro  did  for  his 
£5,000  a-year — when  they  came  to  in- 
quire the  number  of  days  on  which  the 
Begistrars  attended  the  Begistry — they 
found  that  that  portion  of  the  inquiry  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  was  dis- 
honoured. There  was  no  answer  given 
to  the  inquiry.  The  only  thing  they 
gathered  was  that  liOrd  Truro  superin- 
tended the  office  and  staff,  and  attended 
'*  whenever  his  Lordship's  services  were 
required."  No  doubt,  his  Lordship 
would  come  down  to  the  office  to  sig^ 
the  Beturn,  and  that  would  be  one  of 
the  few  things  he  would  have  to  do  in 
the  year.  The  Queen's  Bemembrancer 
never  attended  at  all ;  but  then  he  did 
not  receive  any  emolument.  Lord  Truro 
received  his  £5,000  a-year  for  doing 
nothing.  It  certainly  appeared  to  him 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  that  instead  of 
only  half  the  whole  of  the  £  J  0,000  ought 
to  be  paid  into  Messrs.  Hoare's  and  Co's. 
bank  to  the  public  account,  or,  at  any 
rate,  such  portion  of  it  as  would  leave 
Lord  Truro  a  fair  amount  for  the  trouble 
and  inconvenience  he  was  put  to  in  hav- 
ing occasionally  to  attend  the  Begistry 
to  sign  such  a  Betum  as  that  he  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor)  had  referred  to.     He 
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would  move  that  the  Vote  be  reduced 
by  £4,500,  which  would  leave  Lord 
Truro  £500  a-year  for  his  work.  That 
would  be  handsome  remuneration. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £68,927  be 
g^nted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Central  Office  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  Judicature;  the  Salaries  and 
Expenses  of  the  Judges'  Clerks  and  other  Offi- 
cers of  the  District  Registrars  of  the  High 
Court ;  the  remuneration  of  the  Judges*  Mar- 
shals; and  certain  Circuit  Expenses." — (Mr. 
Arthur  0*  Connor.) 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  under  a  strong  misapprehen- 
sion on  this  matter.  He  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  proposed  to  reduce  the  Vote 
by  a  sum  which  was  not  an  expenditure, 
but  a  receipt.  It  was  much  to  be  re- 
gretted that  the  hon.  Member  was  not 
present  when  the  matter  came  under  dis- 
cussion early  in  the  Session.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Hopwood)  had  brought  in  a  Bill  to  re-con- 
stitute the  Office,  and  that  was  opposed 
by  the  Govemment  for  the  reason  that 
it  was  not  intended  to  fill  up  the  appoint- 
ments again  as  vacancies  occurred.  There 
would  be  no  successor  to  Lord  Truro. 

Mb.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  thought 
it  rather  a  pity  that  the  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee should  be  wasted  by  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Courtney),  who  evidently 
failed  to  apprehend  what  he  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  meant.  He  was  as  well 
aware  as  the  hon.  Member  that  the 
£lOyOOO  was  a  receipt;  but  what  he 
complained  of  was  that  half  of  it  should 
be  g^ven  to  Lord  Truro  for  nothing. 
The  Queen's  Remembrancer  did  nothing, 
and  received  nothing  for  it ;  but  Lord 
Truro  did  nothing,  or  next  to  nothing, 
and  was  paid  £5,000  a-year  for  it.  It 
was  incumbent  on  the  Committee  to  re- 
fuse to  allow  Lord  Truro  to  be  paid  this 
£5,000  a-year,  and  it  was  perfectly  com- 
petent for  them  to  insist  upon  its  being 
paid  into  the  Public  Exchequer.  [''  No, 
no ! "]  Hon.  Members  might  say  **  No!" 
but  he,  evidently,  had  a  clearer  idea  of 
the  power  of  Parliament  than  they  had. 
The  House  of  Commons  would  have 
no  difficulty  in  withholding  this  money 
from  Lord  Truro.  He  contended  that 
if  he  moved  to  reduce  the  Vote  by 
£4,500,  and  if  Lord  I^ruro  was  obliged 
to  pay  into  the  Exchequer  the  amount 

Mr.AHkw  (y  Connor 


of  the  extra  receipts,  there  would  be  the 
same  sum  available. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  hethou^ht 
that  the  answer  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney)  did  not 
meet  the  question  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Queen's  County,  which  was 
perfectly  clear. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  pointed  out  that 
Lord  Truro's  interest  was  guarded  hj 
Act  of  Parliament,  and  that  the  Trea- 
sury were,  in  consequence,  powerless  in 
the  matter.  Certain  fees  were  leviable 
from  the  owners  of  property,  upon  whom 
the  onus  of  registering  a  memorial  was 
imposed.  There  had  been  originally 
three  Renstrars;  but  endeavours  had 
been  made  to  effect  economy  in  this  re- 
spect,  and  when  the  offices  became  vacant 
one  had  been  disoontinued,  and  one  of 
the  Masters  of  the  Courts  had  been  ap- 
pointed to  another  as  trustee  to  receive 
the  fees  on  behalf  of  the  Treasury. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  his 
contention  was  that  Lord  Truro  had  not 
a  right  to  tiie  £5,000  he  was  receivinff, 
but  only  to  the  share  of  the  fees  whidi 
he  was  entitled  to  when  there  were  four 
Registrars. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  protested 
against  the  charge  for  Judges'  Train 
Bearers  on  the  ground  ef  eoonomy. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(22.)  £57,124,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Probate,  &c.  Registries  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice. 

(23.)  £6,797,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Admiralty  Registry  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice. 

(24.)  £8,118,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Wreck  Commission. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  thought  that 
the  number  of  folios  paid  for  to  the 
shorthand  writers  in  this  Department 
ought  to  be  stated. 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  it  was  impossible  to  ascertain  the 
amount  of  work  until  the  end  of  the 
year. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(25.)  £19,424,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  London  Bankruptcy  Court. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  pointed 
out  that  whereas  the  amount  of  anrears 
in  this  Court  were  steadily  inoreasuify 


1089 


Awftr— 


(AT70T7BT  5,  1881  ) 


Civil  Servieei. 


1070 


there  had  been  a  decrease  in  the  last 
three  years  of  the  number  of  hours  of 
Htdng  by  the  Chief  Judge  and  the  Be- 
pstrars.  As  this  was  hardly  the  way 
to  get  rid  of  arrears  of  work,  he  should 
be  ^lad  to  receive  an  explanation  on  the 
mbject  before  the  mon^  was  voted. 

Mb.  HINDE  PALMEB  said,  that  as 
he  had  moved  for  the  Betum  on  which 
the  lum.  Member  rested  his  statement,  he 
would  point  out  that  the  total  repre- 
sented tne  number  of  days  on  which  the 
Bmstrar  sat  as  representing  the  Chief 
Judge.  It  would  be  misleading  to  say 
thit  it  represented  the  total  number  of 
days  on  which  the  Court  was  engaged. 

Mb.  ABTHT7B  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
fid  not  wish  to  draw  any  conclusion  from 
ftsBetom  that  was  not  warranted ;  but 
he  dwelt  most  strongly  on  the  fact  that 
ftore  had  been  a  steady  diminution  in 
die  number  of  days  on  which  the  Ee- 
gistrars  sat,  concurrently  with  an  in- 
oeaae  of  arrears  of  work. 

Vote  agr§sd  to, 

(26.)  £382,936,  to  complete  the  sum 
far  the  County  Courts. 

(27.)  £2,442,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
die  Land 


8iB  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  was  fflad  to  see  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  me  Solicitor  General  in  his  place, 
because  he  had  something  to  say  with 
ngard  to  this  Vote.  The  Land  Registry, 
he  believed,  was  established  in  1864,  and 
was  brought  into  existence  for  the  pur- 
pose of  carrying  out  the  views  of  liord 
Osims  and  Lord  Westbury  with  regard 
to  the  registration  of  titles.  Since  then 
a  Committee  had  sat  to  inquire  into  the 
working  of  the  office.  Year  by  year 
{Rmiises  had  been  made  that  something 
dioiild  be  done  to  make  the  Court  of  use ; 
and  he  remembered  that  when  the  pre- 
sent oooopants  of  the  Treasury  Bench 
were  in  Opposition  they  made  a  strong 
ondanght  upon  this  Vote.  If  he  was 
aot  mistaken,  the  Home  Secretary  was  a 
wy  strenuous  opponent  of  the  Vote,  as 
he  stated  distinetiy  that  nothing  was  done 
■Aer  by  the  Registrar  or  the  Assistant 
Bsgistrar.  Both  of  these  gentlemen 
won  aUe  and  excellent  men,  and  pro- 
■isss  had  been  made  that  some  work 
Aoold  be  fbund  for  them  to  do ;  and  he 
vosld,  therefore^  ask  whether  any  ar- 
TuguiiMiC  liad  been  made  in  that  direc- 
Ibi,  sad  wluU  steps  had  been  taken,  if 


any,  to  make  the  Land  Registry  an  effi- 
cient Court  for  the  transaction  of  busi- 
ness? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Fabbeb  Hebschell)  said,  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  in  the 
observations  which  he  had  made.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  one  of  two  things 
ought  to  be  done — either  the  office 
should  be  abolished  or  rendered  effec- 
tive. He  admitted  that  the  state  of  the 
office  was  not  satisfactory,  while  it  con- 
stituted a  charge  upon  the  Revenue 
which  the  amount  of  g^od  done  by  it  did 
not  justify.  But  the  Committee  should 
bear  in  mind  that  upon  the  question 
of  whether  it  was  expedient  to  abolish 
this  office  hon.  Members  were  not 
agreed.  On  the  contrary,  there  were 
some  who  thought  that  an  extension  of 
the  system  was  desirable.  Under  the 
circumstances,  he  did  not  think  that  the 
Government  could  deal  with  the  matter 
until  their  minds  had  been  made  up  as 
to  whether  the  office  should  be  abolished 
or  continued,  because  hardly  anything 
could  be  worse  than  to  find,  after  abo- 
lishing it,  that  a  new  office  must  be 
created,  and  that  the  services  of  those 
persons  who  were  the  most  effective  in- 
struments in  administering  it  were  no 
longer  available.  The  present  Registrar 
was  a  gentleman  of  ^eat  professional 
eminence,  and  who  had  resigned  a  lucra- 
tive practice  in  the  Courts  to  take  this 
office  at  a  considerably  less  income  than 
he  formerly  received.  And  he  regretted 
nothing  more  than  that  he  should  be  in 
the  unsatisfactory  position  of  occupying 
the  post  without  being  able  to  do  more 
service  to  the  public.  It  had  been  an- 
nounced, last  year,  that  the  Government 
intended  to  deal  with  this  matter  without 
delav ;  but  he  thought  the  Committee 
would  see  that  there  had  been  excep- 
tional circumstances,  during  the  present 
Session,  which  prevented  them  carrying 
out  their  good  intentions.  The  Govern- 
ment, however,  were  still  anxious  to  see 
the  matter  placed  upon  a  satisfactory 
footing.  It  would  not  bo  lost  sight  of, 
and  he  could  assure  the  Committee  that 
it  would  be  dealt  with  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment. 

Mr.  RTLANDS  said,  he  supposed 
the  Committee  would  be  obliged  to  ac- 
cept the  statement  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  ;  but  it  was  a  twice- 
told  tale.  He  had  heard  it  when  he 
sat  opposite,  and  he  had  heard  it  again 
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since  lie  sat  on  that  side  of  the  House. 
Whenever  the  Vote  was  criticized,  some 
occupant  of  the  Treasury  Bench  gave 
promises,   explanations,    and   justifica- 
tions ;  but,  notwithstanding  these,  the 
money  continued  to  be  charged  on  the 
public  purse.     For  nearly  20  years  the 
country  had  been  paying  for  the  office, 
and  had  expended  upon  it  in  that  time 
something  like   £100,000,    getting,   in 
return,   scarcely    any    advantage.     He 
observed  that  the  amount  of  fees  paid 
during  the  year    ending  on   the   3 1st 
December,  1880,  was  £818  15«. ;  audit 
was,  therefore,  clear  that  the  officers, 
who  received  large  salaries,  had  little 
or  nothing  to  do.    But  he  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 
fact  that  the  Chief  Clerk  of  the  office, 
who  received   £400    a-year  for  doing 
nothing,  was  allowed  by  the  Attorney 
General  to  take  another  appointment  in 
the  Land  Securities  Company  (Limited), 
from  which  Society  he  received  £100 
per  annum.    It  seemed  to  him  that  this 
was  not  the  kind  of  arrangement  by 
which  the  office  of  the  Land  Registry 
could  be  made  serviceable,  and  that  it 
ought  no  longer  to  be  allowed.    For  his 
own  part,  he  should  be  content  to  see 
the  whole  thing  swept  away,  in  order 
that  a  start  might  be  made  de  novo ;  and 
in  view  of  the  large  amount  that  would 
have  been  saved  in  salaries  it  was  to 
be  regretted  that  this  had  not  been  done 
before.     He  was  glad  to  receive  the 
assurance  of  the  Solicitor  General  that 
no  new  appointments  were  made,  and 
trusted  that  next  year  the  whole  case 
would  be  dealt  with  in  a  more  satisfac- 
tory manner  than  it  had  been  hitherto. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(28.)  £18,690,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Eevising  Barristers,  England. 

(29.)  £8,021.  Police  Courts,  London 
and  SheemesB. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
wished  to  know  whether  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  had  many  urgent  repre* 
sentations  made  to  them  as  to  the  in- 
convenience experienced  by  the  public, 
owing  to  the  fact  that  the  Police  Court 
at  Hammersmith  closed  at  2  o'clock  in 
the  afternoon  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY  was  understood  to 
say  that  there  were  certain  suburban 
oourts,  where  the  business  was  liffht. 
which  only  sat  during  what  were  oiSled 
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half-court  days,  and  that  Hammersmith 
was  one  of  them. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(30.)  £260,402,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Metropolitan  Police. 

(31.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**That  a  snm,  not  exceeding  £911,298,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sxalk 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  como 
in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  3 1st  day  of  March  1882,  for  certain  Kx« 
penses  connected  with  the  Police  in  Counties 
and  Boroughs  in  England  and  Wales,  and  with 
the  PoUce  in  Scotland." 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
had  seen,  from  the  Local  Taxation  Be- 
turns  which  had  recently  been  issued  to 
Members,  that  the  town  of  Southampton 
had  an  allowance  from  Her  Majesty's 
Treasury  of  £4,841  for  police  alone. 
But  during  the  same  period  the  cost  of 
the  police  in  Southampton  was  only 
£4,425 ;  so  that  the  allowance  obtained 
from  the  Treasury  towards  the  pay  and 
clothing  of  the  police  of  Southampton 
was  actually  more  than  the  total  cost  at 
the  police  of  the  town.  It  struck  him 
that  there  was  something  anomalous 
about  this ;  but,  possibly,  the  noble  Lord 
the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasoxy 
would  be  able  to  explain  it. 

LoKD  FEEDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  statement  made  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  given  him  considerable 
surprise;  but  he  would  look  into  the 
matter.  The  allowance  made  from  the 
Treasury  for  the  county  and  borouffh 
police  was  founded  upon  the  principle 
of  giving  one-half  of  the  pay  and  allow- 
ances,  not  including  other  portions  of 
the  expenditure  for  the  police.  He 
could  not  understand  the  matter  men- 
tioned by  the  hon.  Gentleman  at  pre- 
sent, but  he  would  look  into  it. 

Mb.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOB  said,  he 
did  not  at  all  wonder  at  the  noble  Lord's 
being  surprised,  and  the  document  he 
referred  to  was  the  Local  Taxation  Re- 
turns for  the  year  1878-9,  pases  58  and 
59,  where  the  facts  would  De  found  fiilly 
set  forth. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
could  only  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  if  there  had  been  any  over-pay- 
ment last  year  it  diould  be  rectified 
next  Session. 

Mb.  ARTHXTBO'CONNOBsaid,  there 
was  another  point  which  he  should  like 
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to  mention^  and  wldoh  the  zight  hon.  and 
kamed  OentlemBn  the  Home  Secretary 
had  made  'peoahBrlj  his  own — ^he  re- 
Jlsred  to  the  superaxinuation  allowances 
iat  police.  He  recollected  that  the  right 
koo.  and  learned  Oentleman  attended  a 
meeting  of  the  police  a  short  time  ago, 
and  addreaaed  them-;  and  he  thought 
&e  rig-ht  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
gave  uem.  to  understand  in  the  coarse 
of  that  address  that  some  arrangements 
had  been  made  which  would  prove  satis- 
fMtazT  with  regard  to  superannuations. 
Whether  those  arrangements  were  to  be 
imfinai^  to  the  Metropolitan  Police,  or 
whether  they  were  to  he  extended  to  the 
poliee  thron^hout  the  country,  he  was 
aot  Terj  certain ;  hut,  unquestionably, 
fta  matter  was  one  which  excited  a  very 
nsat  amount  of  interest  in  the  Police 
MonSj  and  a  very  large  amount  of  sym- 
IbAt  throughout  the  great  body  of  the 
Bsoiiie.  Perhaps  the  right  hon.  and 
■Bmed  Gentleman  would  now  say  some- 
ttng  on  this  point.  He  (Mr.  Arthur 
(TConnor)  had  also  noticed  that  this  Vote 
vas  for  the  police  of  the  counties  and 
Wroughay  not  only  of  England,  hut  of 
BwiBand ;  and,  that  being  so,  this,  per- 
ks|a,  waa  the  proper  occasion  for  bring- 
iig  imder  the  notice  of  the  House  the 
VKT  serious  representations  which  were 
■ade  in  the  2drd  Beport  of  the  In- 
ipsetor  of  Gonstabulary  for  Scotland, 
mfli  regard  to  the  utter  inefficiency  of  a 
kige  portion  of  the  Police  Force  in  that 
In  the  yexy  first  page  the  right 
and  learned  G^tleman  would  find 
oondemning  the  inefficiency 
•CHie  police  in  the  burghs  of  Wick  and 
Baaf^  and  other  places.    Then,  with  re- 

Cd  to  another  question  of  importance, 
pay  of  the  Superintendents  of  police 
M  Beodandy  the  Inspector  of  Oonsta- 
Wkry  pointed  out  that  while  most  of 
fte  oonnties  and  burghs,  with  some  ex- 
iMiaCions,  paid  the  men  liberally,  the 
Mnj  oi  the  head  officer  was  smaller 
^  it  ought  to  be,  considering  the 
duties  of  his  position ;  and  in 
loea — ^more  often  in  counties  than 
ia  bnzRhs — many  additional  duties  had 
wm,  plaoed  upon  the  shoulders  of  the 
'  of  the  polioe  without  any  extra  re- 
■MiMantinn  whatever.  For  instance,  the 
GUaf  Oonaftable  in  many  counties  had 
«Mii<i  to  undertake  the  duties  of 
._  Kooal  to  the  Justices,  and  to 
mmbnn.  thoae  duties  without  salary, 
fcttraafr  tfatti  mmng  considerable  ex- 


pense ;  and  in  order  to  get  men  willing 
to  perform  double  duty,  the  Government 
grant  practically  paid  half  the  differ- 
ence. The  local  people  thus  managed 
to  get  their  local  work  done  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  Police  Vote.  There  was 
still  another  question  which  was  worthy 
of  the  attention  of  the  Government,  and 
that  was  the  custom  which  prevailed  in 
many  of  the  counties,  and  in  some  of 
the  burghs  of  Scotland — a  custom  which, 
as  the  Inspector  said,  was  of  a  very 
questionable  character — of  liberating 
persons  taken  up  for  being  drunk  ana 
incapable,  or  drunk  and  disorderly,  when 
sober.  Such  persons  in  the  districts  he 
referred  to  were  never  taken  before  a 
magistrate,  but  were  liberated  without 
bail  on  the  sole  responsibility  of  the 
constable,  and  were  not  called  upon  to 
appear  anywhere  to  answer  the  charge. 
The  Inspector  added  in  his  Eeport  that 
the  question  whether  this  practice  was 
legal  or  not  could  only  bo  answered  by 
legal  authority,  though  many  looked 
upon  it  as  illegal,  and  would  allow  no 
liberation  except  on  bail,  or  by  going 
before  a  magistrate.  It  would  surely 
be  better  to  legali^se  some  plan  whereby 
the  obligation  to  appear  before  a  magis- 
trate might  be  suspended,  with  some 
provision  to  enable  a  prisoner  to  bring 
nis  case  before  a  magistrate  should  he 
think  himself  aggrieved.  This  was  a 
matter  that  well  deserved  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 
The  last  point  to  which  he  desired  to  refer 
was  that  the  Police  Force  in  Scotland  had 
to  go  to  g^eat  trouble  and  expense  in  cir- 
culating information  which  it  was  neces- 
sary to  nave  circulated,  but  which  could 
not  be  circulated  as  in  this  country,  for 
the  simple  reason  that  in  Scotland  there 
was  no  Police  Gazette.  The  advantage 
of  the  circulation  of  this  information 
was  to  the  public  very  great  indeed,  and 
it  was  unfair  that  the  cost  of  it  should 
fall  upon  the  police. 

SiK  WILLIAM  HAECOURT :  Some 
of  the  points  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  referred  to  ought  to  fall  to  my  share 
to  reply  to.  In  regard  to  the  question 
of  the  superannuation  of  police,  I  am  en- 
tirely conscious  of  its  g^at  and  urgent 
importance ;  and  the  statement  which  I 
made  some  weeks  ago  in  addressing  the 
Metropolitan  Police  would  not  have  oeen 
made  unless  the  Government  at  that 
time  had  actually  had  a  Bill  prepared 
upon  the    subject,  which   Bin   would 
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have  been  presented  to  Parliament  if 
the  time  and  season  of  the  Session  had 
permitted.     This,  I  hope,  will  satisf}' 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  subject  is  one 
which  we  have  not  neglected.    I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  advisable  now  to  enter 
into  all  the  details  of  that  measure,  for 
it  is  clear  that  we  cannot  deal  with  it 
this  Session ;  but  we  shall  occupy  a  part 
of  the  Itecess  in  endeavouring  to  coUect 
the  opinion  of  those  persons  who  are 
best  able  to  assist  us  by  their  advice  as 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  I  will  only, 
therefore,  state  that  the  measure  em- 
braces, not  only  the  Metropolitan  Police, 
but  all  the  police  throughout  the  coun- 
try ;  and  I  may  say  that  it  is  generally 
founded  upon  the  lines  of  the  Select 
Committee  which  sat  for  the  purpose  of 
dealing  with  this  subject.  Another  mat- 
ter which  the  hon.  Member  has  referred 
to  has  been  that  in  some  cases  the  ineffi- 
ciency of  the  local  police  has  been  com- 
plained of.    Now,  I  wish  to  state  to  the 
Committee  my  view  of  the  relations  in 
which  the  Central  Government  and  the 
Home  Office  stand  to  this  question.    As 
the  hon.  Member  is  aware,  the  general 
government  of  the  local  police  belongs 
to  the  local  authorities,  and  I  think  it  is 
very  desirable  that  that  principle  should 
be  strictly  maintained,  and  that  we  should 
not  attempt  by  centralization  to  take  away 
the  power  of  the  local  authorities  over 
their  own  police.    The  borough  police  is 
even  more  completely  under  the  autho- 
rity of  their  own  watch  committee  than 
is  the  county  police.    The  Home  Office 
has  more  power  to  interfere  with  the 
pay  and  regulation  of  the  county  police 
than  it  has  under  the  Municipal  Uorpo- 
rations  Act  to  interfere  with  the  borough 
police,  which  is  really  and  entirely  under 
the   control   of  the  watch  committee; 
and  I  have  found  this  difficulty  arises — 
that  constant  complaint  is  made  of  any 
interference  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  their  police.     But,  as  the 
Gt)vemment  contribute  one-half  of  the 
expense,  they  must  have  some  power  of 
seeing  that  they  get  an  equivalent  for 
the  money  spent.    But,  subject  to  this 
principle,   I  am    extremely    averse    to 
taking  out  of  the  hands  of  the  local  autho- 
rities their  right  to  deal  with  their  own 
police.    I  will  not  mention  the  name, 
but  there  is  one  of  the  largest  counties 
in  England  conoeminff  which  the  In- 
spector made  a  strong  xteport  as  to  the 
ineffioienpy  of  the  pwoe,  and  their  ob- 
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jeotion  to  any  alteration.    The  authori- 
ties came  before  me,  and  I  said — ''  Well, 
gentlemen,  if  you  think  your  police  are 
fit  to  protect  the  lives  and  property  of 
the  people  in  your  own  county,  it  is  your 
affair,  and  I  leave  you  to  settle  it  as  you 
like ;  but  I  call  your  attention  to  the  fJEUift 
that  the  Inspector  reports  your  police  m 
inefficient."    I  think  they  were  satisfied 
with  that  answer,  and  a  few  weeks  afteir- 
wards  I  received  a  Report  that  they  had 
increased  the  strength  of  their  force.    I 
think  it  much  better  to  deal  with  these 
cases  in  this  way  than  to  endeavour  to 
bring  them  all  under  a  central  authority; 
and  I  think  that  if  we  are  to  expect  local 
self-government  we  must  be  careful,  and 
not  assume  too  much  control  over  what 
particular  counties  may  consider  neoee* 
sary  in  regard  to  pay,  &c.    The  hoin. 
Gentleman  has  referred  to  the  police  in 
Scotland.    Now,  I  must  say  that  one  of 
the  pleasures  which  I  have  always  found 
in  Scotland  is  the  gratifying  absence  of 
police.    You  never  see  one  in  Scotland.' 
At  one  of  the  islands  of  the  Outer  He- 
brides where  I  have  visited — an  island 
of  considerable  size — I  found  that  ibe 
total  police  force  on  the  island  consisto 
of  one  Inspector  and  two  policemen.  The 
habits  there  are  regular,  and  everybodj 
gets  on  extremely  well.    I  do  not  think" 
there  is  a  doctor  in  the  whole  of  the 
island;  I  believe  disease  is  unknown,  and 
crime  is  seldom  heard  of.    This  shows, 
then,  that  we  cannot  applya  strict  rule 
as  a  general  principle.     We  cannot  do 
better  than  trust  these  local  authorities^ 
leaving  the  communities  to  look  after 
their  own  interests,  and  to  maintain  what 
police  they  require.     The  other  point 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  men- 
tioned, as  to    the    release    of  person^ 
charged  with  drunkenness  without  bring- 
ing any  charge  against  them,  or  taking 
them  before  a  magistrate,  is  a  serious 
one,  which  deserves  consideration,  and  I 
can  only  say  that  it  shall  be  caxMBf 
considered. 

Mb.  MAGNIAC  said,  he  was  glad  fbe 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
made  this  statement,  and  hoped  thaft 
before  long  some  leg^islative  measove 
would  be  introducedi  for  among  ike 
many  questions  of  local  interest  wbkh 
were  pressing  for  consideration  this  mm\ 
one  of  the  most  important.  Another 
point  worthy  of  consideration,  as  bearing 
on  the  finances  of  the  countzr,  was  tbi 
unnecessary  number  and  dupjioationrf 
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poEoe  8ta£h  in  the  borougha  and  ooun- 
tim  of  the  ooantry,  and  that  might  be 
mnedied  with  vezy  oondderable  fulvan- 
tige.     In  many  small  boroughs  there 
vore  practioally  two  ataffis  kept  up  to  a 
point  entirely  out  of  proportion  to  the 
mmbers  of  the  oommumty.    It  would 
ko  of  great  advanta^  for  the  repression 
of  crime  and  the  maintenance  of  order  if 
small  boronghs  could  be  amalga- 
'  with  the  counties  for  police  pur- 
It  irould  lead  to  a  great  saving 
of  ezpenae,  and  he  hoped  the  point  would 
ke  comridered. 

OoioirsL  AIjEXANDEB  said,  he 
vkdhed  to  remind  the  right  hon.  and 
hiBod  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
Aat  he  (Colonel  Alexander)  had  had  the 
int  Notice  on  the  Paper  to-day  for  his 
Rawlation  in  reference  to  police  super- 
■annation,  and  this  was  the  fourth  time 
ftafe  he  had  procured  a  favourable  posi- 
fioa  for  it  upon  the  Paper  this  Session. 
Howerery  in  consequence  of  the  great 
WHBore  nnder  which  the  Government 
Wibeen  placed  in  regard  to  the  taking 
rf  Simply,  and  his  unwillingness  to  inter- 
!■•  with  the  Gh>vemment  in  that  work 
it  ttia  late  period  of  the  Session,  and 
dn  on  account  of  the  absence,  through 
BasM,  of  his  hon«  Friend  the  Member 
fer  West  Essex  (Sir  Henry  Selwin- 
lUwlBon),  who  presided  over  the  Select 
Oonmittee  on  J^olice  Superannuation, 
nd  who  was  anxious  to  take  part  in  any 
iBwmsIqii  that  might  be  raised  upon 
As  saljeot,  he  (Colonel  Alexander)  had 
Mlponad  his  Beaolution  sine  d%§.  He 
Isd  ftlt  less  reluctant  to  do  so,  because 
been  extremely  glad  to  read  the 
which  the  Home  Secretary  had 
on  a  recent  occasion  in  presenting 
to  the  members  of  the  Metro- 
foBftsn  Police  Force  ;  and  now  to-night 
ftsf  had  obtained  from  the  right  hon. 
SH  learned  Gtontleman  an  undertaking 
4at  he  woold  deal  not  only  with  the 
■ilnipolitan  Force,  but  with  all  the  rest 
sC  the  police  throughout  the  country. 
Hs  was  not  certain  whether  the  right 
and  learned  Gentleman  meant  to 
Sootbuid  in  his  proposed  mea- 
y  bnt  he  might  point  out  that  the 
there  was  even  greater  than  it  was 
I,  for  in  Scotland  they  had  no 
of  superannnation  whatever.  As 

noW|  a  policeman  in  Scot- 

kad^  en  attaining  the  a^  of  60  years, 
then  not  before  being  certified  as 
tbe  diaoharge  of  duty, 


might  receive  such  a  sum  in  gross  as,  in 
the  circumstances,  might  to  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Supply  seem  proper.  The 
Select  Committee  which,  in  tho  year  1 868, 
sat  in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  was  pre- 
sided over  by  the  Earl  of  Minto,  exa- 
mined several  English  witnesses  upon 
the  English  system,  and  they  reported 
that  it  was  most  desirable  to  introduce  a 
system  of  superannuation  into  Scotland  ; 
but  that  the  inquiries  they  had  made  of 
the  English  witnesses  had  brought  out 
the  fact  that  the  English  system  was  so 
imperfect  that  it  would  be  well  not  to 
adopt  any  system  at  all  until  a  more 
perfect  one  had  been  established  in  Eng- 
land. It  was  also  shown  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  total  absence  of  super- 
annuation in  Scotland  a  gpreat  number  of 
the  police  were  in  the  habit  of  crossing  the 
Border  and  enlisting  in  the  forces  of  Cum- 
berland and  Westmoreland.  The  Chief 
Constable  of  Westmoreland,  who  gave  evi- 
dence before  the  Select  Committee  pre- 
sided over  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  West  Essex,  stated  that  he  asked  the 
men  who  came  from  Dumfriesshire,  Wig* 
tonshire,  and  Ayrshire  what  was  their 
reason  for  leaving  Scotland  in  order  to 
join  the  Westmoreland  force,  and  the 
answer  almost  invariably  given  was  be- 
cause there  was  no  system  of  super- 
annuation in  Scotland.  He  (Colonel 
Alexander),  therefore,  hoped  that  in  the 
measure  which  the  Home  Secretary  pro- 
mised to  introduce  Scotland  woidd  be 
included. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  the  promised 
measure  would  extend  to  Scotland  as 
well  as  to  England  and  Wales ;  and  he 
hoped  it  would  be  found  to  be  drawn 
upon  lines  which  would  leave  it  free 
from  the  disfavour  which  was  shown 
towards  the  present  system  of  police 
superannuation. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  wished  to 
refer  to  a  matter  in  which  he  took  a  deep 
interest  some  time  ago,  and  which  haa 
reference  to  the  conduct  of  the  Glasgow 
police  in  regard  to  the  disturbances  that 
took  place  in  that  city.  He  was  him- 
self in  Glasgow  some  time  after  the  dis- 
turbances took  place,  and  he  saw  the 
wives  and  relatives  of  some  of  the  per- 
sons who  were  placed  in  prison.  He 
took  the  opportunity  of  investigating  the 
case  as  far  as  he  could ;  and  no  doubt  the 
Lord  Advocate,  whom  he  saw  upon  the 
Treasury  Bench,  was  familiar  with  all 
the  facts  of  the  case.    Perhaps  he  ought 
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to  preface  his  remarks  by  saying  that 
his  friend  Mr.  Fergusson,  of  Glasgow, 
acting  in  accordance  with  the  precedent 
set  by  his  fellow-members  of  the  Land 
League,  had  made  up  his  mind  not  to 
have  a  procession  this  year,  in  order  that 
there  should  be  no  reason  to  keep  up 
bitter  memories.  There  would,  he  be- 
lieved, be  an  open  air  demonstration, 
but  not  a  procession  of  the  usual  nature ; 
for  there  was  no  desire  whatever  to  g^ve 
any  excuse  for  fresh  disturbances.  How- 
ever, what  he  wanted  to  call  attention  to 
was  the  fact  that  there  was  a  strong 
feeling  at  the  time  that  these  processions 
had  not  been  treated  fairly  by  the  police. 
The  procession  which  led  to  the  disturb- 
ance was  attacked  by  a  number  of 
Orangemen,  for  he  was  sorry  to  say  that 
Irishmen  easily  transferred  to  a  neutral 
country  some  of  the  animosities  and  bit- 
ternesses of  their  own  land ;  and  the  police 
in  this  instance,  instead  of  understanding 
the  nature  of  the  procession,  and  that 
the  people  who  took  part  in  it  were 
simply  engaged  in  the  exercise  of  their 
Constitutional  rights,  attacked  the  pro- 
cessionists, and  a  disturbance  took  place. 
But,  whatever  the  cause  of  the  disturb- 
ance, some  of  the  processionists  were 
taken  before  the  magistrates,  and,  in 
some  cases,  were  sentenced  to  six  months' 
imprisonment.  He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor) saw  the  wife  of  one  of  these  unfoi 
tunate  men,  and  he  believed  she  was  in 
rather  a  bad  way,  and  would  have  suf- 
fered severely,  had  it  not  been  for  the 
assistance  that  was  rendered  to  her.  Ho 
believed  that  the  impression  produced 
on  the  minds  of  the  Irishmen  was  that 
the  fact  o£  their  nationality  and  the 
fact  of  their  creed  exercised  some  in- 
fluence against  them.  He  made  no 
charge  against  anyone;  but  they  cer- 
tainly did  believe  that  these  considera- 
tions exercised  some  influence  over  the 
treatment  which  these  men  received. 
The  Lord  Advocate  and  the  Home  Se- 
cretary knew  as  well  as  he  did  that  be- 
tween the  religious  sentiments  of  the 
Irish  people  and  the  general  religious 
sentiment  of  the  Scotch  people  there  was 
a  strong  feeling  of  antagonism ;  and  it 
would  be  most  lamentable  if  the  Bench 
gave  any  instructions  whatever  which 
would  tend  to  spread  a  feeling  of  bigotry 
and  intolerance  between  different  classes 
of  the  oommunitjf .  He  trusted  that  in 
futore  no  suspioion  of  anything  of  the 
wort  would  be  allowed  to  mxise. 

Jfr.  T.P.  0^  Connor 
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Mr.  BUXTON  pointed  out  that  there 
was  an  increase  this  year  in  the  expen« 
diture  for  the  police ;  and  he  wished  to 
know  how  that  increase  compared  with 
the  increases  which  exhibited  a  gradual 
growth  in  previous  years  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAKCOUET,  in  re- 
ply to  the  observations  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Qalway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
concerning  the  Glasgow  disturbanoeSi 
said,  that  in  November  last  he  took  a 
great  deal  of  pains  to  investigate  the 
facts  of  the  case,  and  had  Heports  from 
the  magistrates,  from  the  Procurator 
Fiscal,  and  from  all  the  persons  who 
were  thought  likely  to  be  able  to  throw 
any  light  upon  the  matter.  No  doubt,  it 
was  very  unfortunate  when  two  riyal 
creeds,  differing  in  political  as  well  aft 
in  religious  opinion,  came  into  oonfliet 
in  this  way,  and  in  this  case  there  waa  a 
great  deal  of  disorder.  The  ringleadert 
and  some  others  were  taken  up  for  aa^ 
saulting  the  police,  and  he  knew  the 
charge  had  been  made  that  the  maffia- 
trates  had  acted  with  partiality,  and  Uiai 
they  were  more  severe  upon  the  Catho* 
lies  than  they  were  upon  the  Protestanta. 
He  could  only  say  that  he  would  do  all 
that  lay  in  his  power  to  prevent  the  ex* 
hibition  of  any  partiality  on  the  part  of 
the  police,  or  of  anyone  else ;  and  he  waa 
bound  to  say  that,  after  a  careful  inveati- 
gation  of  the  whole  of  the  facts,  he  oonld 
not  find  any  evidence  of  partiality  estab*  i 
lished  in  the  present  case.  In  reply  to  : 
the  question  put  by  another  hon.  Mem-  ; 
ber,  as  to  the  increase  in  the  expenditure  ^ 
for  police,  he  might  point  out  that  thai  ^ 
increase  was  very  nearly  in  the  propof^  . 
tion  of  2  per  cent,  and  rested  upon  tba 
increase  in  the  numbers  of  police  due  to  .; 
the  natural  growth  of  population.  , 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,     ' 

"  That  a  sum,  not  excooding  £245,844,  M 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  laB 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  oomii 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  aa 
the  31st  dav  of  March  1882,  for  the  Superia*  ] 
tendence  of  Convict  Establishments,  and  te  /; 
the  Maintenance  of  Convicts  in  Convict  Estab* 
lishments  in  England  and  the  Colonies." 

I 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  did    : 
not  intend  to  raise  any  question  npoa    ; 
any  of  the  items  of  this  Vote ;  bat  ht    ' 
wished  make  an  appeal  to  the  Gkireni* 
ment.  This  Vote  rused  a  question  upon 
which   the   Iridi   Membera   fUt  wmej 
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■faong^,  and  ihat  wit  the  treatment 
of  pohtioal  inriaonfirs,  eepeoially  his 
Miodp  Mr.  Miftliftftl  Davitt.  ITpon  this 
moirion  he  had  the  support^  not  only  of 
fie  Izish  mends,  but  of  one  or  two 
fcgKah  BepreeentatiyeB ;  and  it  had 
been  repreaented  to  him  that  the  best 
soone  would  be  to  appeal  to  the  Home 
terataiy.  As  it  was  now  midnight, 
ki  wished  to  aak  the  right  hon.  and 
Isamed  Gentleman  to  consent  to  post- 
poaa  thxa  Vote,  and  that  would  involve 
aa  waste  of  time,  because  there  were 
Yotea  which  might  be  easily  dis- 
iof. 

8ia  WXLLilAM  HABOOUBT,  in  re- 
1^,  add,  that  he  was  always  ready  to 
past  aa^  proposals  which  facilitated  the 
tnuaotion  ox  Business,  and  if  the  pro- 
Mai  of  the  hon.  Member  would  have 
%gk  effect,  he  should  be  very  glad  to 
ijn  in  with  it ;   but  he  did  not  exactly 

pisi stand  what  it  was  the  hon.  Mem- 

m  proposed  to  postpone. 
Ma.  T.  P-  O'dONNOE :  Vote  24. 
Btt  WILLIAM    HABCOTTBT    ex- 

yrwed  his  willingness  to  accede  to  the 

migjBBtion. 

Xotiony  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(IS.^  £293,759,  to  complete  the  sum 
|»Pkiaons,  England. 

lb.  BYLANDS  reminded  the  Oom- 
that  the  Home  Secretary's  Pre- 
had  induced  the  House  to  sup- 
|Wt  the  Krisons  Bill,  and  that,  in  oon- 
I,  the  management  of  the  prisons 
transferred  firom  the  local  authori- 
Id  the  State,  with  the  expectation 
flat  there  would  be  a  great  improve- 
Wat  in  the  administration  and  great 
fsoaomy  in  the  expenses  of  the  prisons. 
Be  ^™«*>1^  had  grave  doubts  at  the 
as  to  the  wisdom  of  the  course,  and 
what  he  oould  to  oppose  it ;  but,  in 
jnanoe  of  the  representations  made 
ly &e  late  Home  Secretary,  which  were, 
aa  doabt,  made  in  good  faith,  the  House 
aaaJadnoed  to  assent  to  the  measure, 
9pl  the  prisons  were  handed  over  to  the 
"  anthcrities.  Amongst  other  ar- 
ndsed  by  the  late  Home  Secre- 
|Hy  was  the  expectation  that,  under 
~  maiiagenien^  prison  labour  would 
£60,000  a-year.  But  in  the 
now  befiire  the  Committee 
no  Betnm  for  prison  labour, 
aaa  asperienoe  had  proved  that  the  late 
QsBsa  fiscratazy  was  entirely  misled  in 
Hi  pufiiipatifrrt  oa  this  point.     The 


Prisons  Commissioners,  in  their  Beport, 
stated  that  the  Estimates  of  the  produce 
of  prison  labour  for  1878-9  and  1879-80 
were  worthless;  and  it  was,  in  conse- 
quence, thought  better  not  to  make  any 
Estimate  for  1880-1.  He  had  never  an- 
ticipated that,  under  the  management 
of  the  central  authority,  any  advantage 
would  be  gained  with  respect  to  prison 
labour,  or  that  the  prisons  would  be 
more  profitably  employed  than  when 
under  local  authority.  The  average  cost, 
under  the  old  system,  of  Crown  prisoners 
was  £27  per  head ;  but  the  new  Prisons 
Act  having  been  in  operation  for  two 
years  that  average  had  only  been  reduced 
to  £23  per  head.  That  average  was  con- 
siderably higher  than  the  average  cost 
of  prisons  in  Lancashire  during  the  last 
year  of  local  management.  The  average 
there  was  £17  per  head.  He  was  satis- 
fied that  the  experience  of  the  Act  had 
not  shown  any  very  great  advantage, 
and  he  regretted  more  and  more  every 
day  that  the  Act  should  have  been 
passed  interfering  with  the  local  ad- 
ministration of  prisons ;  but  as  the 
prisons  were  now  under  the  control  of 
the  State,  every  effort  should  be  made 
to  reduce  the  cost  of  the  prisons,  and  he 
would  call  attention  to  these  facts  with 
that  object. 

SiB  WALTEK  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
he  had  also  opposed  the  Prisons  Bill  ; 
but  as  it  was  now  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, the  Committee  had  now  the  pre- 
sent state  of  things  to  deal  with  only. 
He  wished  at  once  to  thank  the  right  hon« 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  for  the 
courtesy  and  consideration  he  had  shown 
to  the  Visiting  Justices,  and  the  wish 
he  had  expressed  to  support  them  in  their 
anxious  endeavours  to  discharge  to  the 
best  of  their  ability  the  important  duties 
that  had  been  intrusted  to  them.  He 
would  not  enter  into  the  question  of 
cost,  because  ho  thought  it  was  hardly 
fair  when  things  were  in  a  transition 
state,  to  make  any  comparison  ;  but  he 
had  always  contended  that  it  would  be 
difficult  for  the  Government  to  manage 
the  prisons  at  a  less  cost  than  the  local 
authorities.  There  were  two  points  of  a 
totally  different  character  which  he  de- 
sired to  mention,  and  which  were  of 
great  importance  to  the  ratepayers.  The 
first  was  as  to  the  conveyance  of  pri- 
soners to  prisons  before  trial.  A  test 
case,    which    was    decided    in    favour 
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of  the  oountj  of  Surrey,  had  been  ap- 

Eealed  against  bj  the  Oovemment.  He 
oped  the  decision  would  not  be  set 
aside  by  the  High  Court,  for  this  was 
one  of  those  questions  which  would  help 
local  taxation,  and  in  the  interests  of  au 
the  country  it  was  important  that  the 
prisoners  should  be  conveyed  at  the 
public  expense.  He  hoped  that,  what- 
ever might  happen,  the  Home  Secretary 
would  take  that  into  consideration,  in 
order  that  the  localities  might  be  relieved 
of  that  item  of  expense.  The  next  ques- 
tion was  that  of  criminal  lunatics.  The 
Committee  upon  that  subject  had  not 
yet  reported ;  but  he  hoped  that  criminal 
lunatics  would  in  future  be  confined  in 
State  prisons,  and  not  sent  to  the  county 
asylums.  Such  persons  ought  to  be 
maintained  by  the  State,  and  he  hoped 
the  Home  Secretary  would  see  his  way 
to  effect  that. 

Mb.  MAQNIAC  said;  he  must  also 
complain  of  the  hardship  of  throwing 
the  maintenance  of  criminal  lunatics 
upon  the  ratepayers.  That  practice 
should  be  done  away  with,  whatever  the 
Committee  might  report.  With  reg^ard 
to  the  conveyance  of  prisoners,  the  spirit 
of  the  Bill  which  the  Committee  were  con- 
sidering certainly  was  that  the  cost  should 
be  borne  by  the  country.  These  were 
not  contentious  matters,  and  he  hoped 
the  Bill  would  pass  through  the  House 
as  a  matter  of  course ;  and,  at  all  events, 
the  counties  had  a  right  to  expect  the 
Government  to  pay  some  attention  to 
these  matters  during  the  next  Session. 
The  expectations  held  out  by  the  late 
Home  Secretary  respecting  economy  had 
not  been  realized;  but  how  far  the  Act  had 
failed  in  that  respect  it  was  impossible 
to  say,  because  the  gentlemen  appointed 
to  examine  the  accounts  of  the  prisons 
had  g^ven  up  the  task  as  hopeless  owing 
to  the  way  in  which  the  accounts  were 
kept.  No  attempt  was  made  to  value 
prison  labour  on  any  intelligent  prin- 
ciple, and  it  was  most  important  that 
tlus  should  not  be  allowed  to  continue 
any  longer. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET :  With 
reference  to  the  cost  of  the  prisons,  that 
is  a  very  difficult  and  complicated  matter. 
I  desired  to  have  as  careful  a  comparison 
between  the  former  and  present  state  of 
things  as  could  be  got ;  but  the  old  sys- 
tem was  carried  on  upon  such  a  totaJiy 
different  system  of  accounts  from  any 
we  now  have  in  operation  that  we  cannot 

Sir  WaU0r  B.  Bm/riUht 


compare  like  with  like,  and  I  do  not 
think  that  with  the  greatest  care  and 
trouble  it  is  possible  to  state  exactly 
what  is  the  difference  in  cost  between 
the  one  state  of  things  and  the  other.   I 
have  a  table  here  which  gives  a  general 
result,  and  I  have  the  total  cost  for  all 
the  local  prisons  under  the  old  syst^n* 
From  1871  to  the  time  when  the  piisans 
were  given  up  the  cost  ranged  between 
£600,000  and  £560,000.    The  Estimate 
this  year  gives  the  total  cost  as  £463,000. 
Therefore,  although  I  do  not  by  any 
means  pledge  myself  for  the  accuracy  ok 
these  results,  still  I  believe  it  is  not  un* 
fair  to  state  that  the  cost  of  the  prisons 
as  they  are  now  worked  is  about  £100,000 
a-year  less  than  it  was  before  the  change^ 
Although  I  confess  I  am  not  very  hope* 
ful  on  tne  subject  of  prison  labour,  rtill 
there  is  a  great  deal  to  be  done  to  im* 
prove  the  present  system  by  doing  away 
with  the  small  prisons,  and  so  redufling 
the  total  staff.     Of  course,   we  wen 
obliged  to  keep  the  old  staff,  and  in  tlul 
way  I  do  not  think  much  economy  hie 
been  sained ;  and  if  my  hon.  and  gallant , 
Friend  opposite  (Sir  Walter  B.Barttelot)| 
succeeds  in  throwing  upon  the  State  ih#; 
whole  cost  for  the  conveyance  of  pii* 
soners,  I  am  afraid  we  shall  look  mora. 
unfavourable  in  the  future  than  we  ditt! 
now.    The  Committee  will  observe  tliai 
the  Estimates  for  the  present  year  aie^ 
to  a  certain  extent,  less  than  those  ol 
last  year.     I  am  very  grateful  to  ibe 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  the  way 
in  which  he  spoke  of  my  efforts  re* 
specting  the  Visiting  Justices.  It  wonU 
be  too  much  not  to  expect  at  the  first  tf 
little  friction  between  the  new  Govenuns 
of  the  prisons  and  the  old  machinery  I 
but  I  hope  that  has  disappeared,  and  il 
is  extremely  agreeable  to  find  that  what 
efforts  I  may  have  made  have  been  ap^ 
preciated.    The  Beports  from  the  Yiflt^. 
ing  Committees  have  been  most  favour^ 
able  as  to  the  working  of  the  preseal 
system ;  and  I  can  assure  the  hon.  aiA 
gallant  Member  that  anything  I  can  9^ 
to  still  further  improve  the  system  ahdl 
be  done. 

Mb.  CALLAN  complained  tha^V 
whereas  numerous  details  were  givM 
as  to  the  salaries  of  GK>vemor8  of  8om# 
of  the  convict  establishments,  very  digUi 
details  were  given  as  to  others  where  tiMl 
total  cost  was  greater. 

Sib  WIUIaM  HAECOUET  BMi^ 
plained  that  an  Appendix  had  been  pnb* 
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fidiad  giring  all  thote  detaOa — ^No.  176, 
Fkifiamentexy  Papers. 
LLL/  - 


CATiliAN  saidy  that  wlien  lie 
btonght  forward  the  case  of  Catholic 
jAmJmwm  last  year  the  Home  Secretary 
nid  the  infoimation  which  he  had  laid 
bsAxre  him  was  as  oareful  as  it  was  new, 
■ad  prcnniaed  that  the  Oovemment  woald 
SBdaavonr  to  deal  with  the  question  in  a 
Htiafisctory  manner.  In  the  absence  of 
any  infotmation  in  the  present  Estimates 
anm  that  aabjeot,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Bght  hon.  Grantleman  for  some  expla- 
BatUm,  and  whether,  if  he  moved  for  a 
Bfltom  in  continuation  of  the  Betum 
moved  for  laat  year,  it  would  be  given  ? 
Sot  WTLIilAM  HABGOUBT :  With 
iqgBrd  to  this  matter,  the  Gbvemment 
pve  a  diatinot  pledge,  and,  in  fulfilment 
9t  that  pledge,  a  Departmental  Com- 
mittee waa  appointed  to  consider  the 
Miktar,  and  that  Ckmimittee  reported  on 
fte  S4th  Jcuinary  this  year.  They  gave 
a  detailed  statement  with  regard  to 
<VthffV**  chaplains,  and  only  lately  I 
HV  a  gentleman  who  is  interested  in  the 
idgect,  and  he  assured  me  that  he  had 
kan  in  communication  with  the  Oatholic 
kfies,  and  found  that  they  were  per- 
kdilj  tatiafied  with  what  had  been  done 
a  the  direction  of  placing  the  salaries 
-rfthe  Catholic  chaplains  on  a  proper 
fating. 

Tote  itfTMi^  ^. 

(38.)  £182,626,  to  complete  the  sum 
ftff  Befinrmatory  and  Industrial  Schools, 
flnet  Britain. 

ABTHUB  O'CONNOB  said,  the 
ler  in  which  the  right  hon.  and 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
had  zeoeiTed  all  the  suggestions  made 
It  him  that  evening  encouraged  him 
QEr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  to  remind  him 
that  early  this  Session  he  addressed  a 
■Hstion  to  him  as  to  reformatories,  and 
tatteeatment  of  the  children  in  those 
■Mtifiitinnn  He  had  obtained  from  the 
1^1^  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  an 
iaKimation  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
ftiOovemment  to  consider  whether  it 
weald  not  be  possible  to  do  away  with 
•BHpalaeiy  preuminary  imprisonment  of 
diUdzen  who  were  sent  to  reforma- 
^  Hhoola.  He  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor) 
■Alt  be  mistaken  as  to  the  terms  of  the 
^nthon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  re- 
JR  bni  it  waa  something  very  like  that. 
fime  light  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
hia  wa^  to  abolishing  the  com- 


pulsory imprisonment  of  children  to  be 
sent  to  reformatory  schools,  it  would  be  a 

freat  benefit  to  the  community.  Chil- 
ren  were  sent  to  these  schools  much  too 
young';  and  in  his  last  Beport  one  of  the 
Inspectors  complained  that  he  had  found 
a  hardened  criminal  of  the  age  of  8,  who 
had  been  sent  to  prison  for  no  other 
crime  than  having  been  in  the  company 
of  his  two  elder  brothers  when  they  com- 
mitted an  offence. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HABCOUBT :  I 
need  hardly  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  this  is  a  subject  which  occupies  my 
mind  a  great  deal.  I  suppose  we  have 
all  of  us — all  the  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment—  in  our  Departments  had  a 
great  many  disappointments  this  Ses- 
sion, and  have  seen  the  failure  of  mea- 
sures we  were  anxious  to  pass.  No  one 
has  felt  disappointment  more  keenly 
than  I  have  in  not  having  been  able  to 
introduce  a  measure  dealing  with  ju- 
venile offenders.  At  the  same  time,  I 
am  very  glad  to  think  that,  public  atten- 
tion having  been  called  to  the  difEculties 
of  this  case,  the  evil  has  been  dimi- 
nished to  a  very  great  extent.  It  has  not 
altogether  removed  it.  I  have  had  in- 
quiries made  into  particular  cases  that 
were  complained  of,  and  I  must  say  the 
result  has  been  to  lead  me  to  think  that 
the  imprisonment  ought  not  to  be  com- 
pulsory or  preliminary  to  sending  a  child 
to  a  reformatory.  There  is  some  difference 
of  opinion  upon  this  subject ;  but  I  think 
there  is  a  preponderance  of  opinion 
amongst  those  who  are  most  experienced 
on  these  subjects  against  the  compulsory 
imprisonment.  The  much  larger  sub- 
ject of  the  footing  of  industrial  and  re- 
formatory schools  should  be,  or  is,  a  very 
serious  financial  question.  The  pro- 
posals made  would  entail  a  heavy  charge 
upon  the  public  funds.  We  ought  not 
merely  to  attempt  to  put  the  law  on  a 
better  footing,  but  to  consider  and  re- 
vise the  whole  system  of  industrial  and 
reformatory  schools. 

Mr.  MAGNIAC  said,  he  should  like 
to  remind  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  of  the  desirability  of  some 
charge  being  imposed  on  parents  for  the 
maintenance  of  their  children  in  these 
reformatory  and  industrial  schools.  The 
present  system  was  a  premium  upon 
vice — it  was  a  premium  to  parents  to 
induce  their  children  to  commit  crimes 
in  order  that  they  might  be  sent  to  in- 
dustrial institutions  free  of  charge.     He 
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(Mr.  Magniac)  thought  this  question 
was  well  worthy  of  the  consideration  of 
the  Government. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(34.)  £18,019,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Broadmoor  Oriminal  Lunatic  Asy- 
lum. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  he  should  Uke 
to  know  whether,  when  criminal  luna- 
tics came  from  India  and  other  places, 
as  he  happened  to  know  they  did  some- 
times, they  were  charged  for  in  this 
Vote,  or  whether  India  contributed  to- 
wards the  expenses  of  their  maintenance  ? 
He  thought  he  was  right  in  saying  that 
wherever  the  criminal  lunatics  that 
were  sent  to  Broadmoor  Asylum  came 
from  they  were  charged  to  the  revenues 
of  this  country. 

Mr.  magniac  said,  there  was  a 
general  feeling  that  Broadmoor  Asylum 
was  a  most  expensive  establishment,  and 
also  that  the  discipline  was  singularly 
loose.  A  case  occurred  quite  lately 
which  was  an  indication  of  the  unsatis- 
factory manner  in  which  the  establish- 
ment was  carried  on.  Two  persons 
whilst  engaged  in  play  nearly  suc- 
ceeded in  makino^  their  escape.  The 
whole  of  the  establishment  required  re- 
organization. Its  cost  was  enormous, 
the  results  were  very  unsatisfactory,  and 
certainly  the  management  of  the  estab- 
lishment should  be  carefully  considered 
by  the  Department  over  which  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  presided. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  trusted  that  the 
Homo  Secretary  would  find  time,  in  the 
midst  of  the  various  heavy  duties  that 
devolved  upon  him,  to  give  some  atten- 
tion to  this  criminal  lunatic  asylum  at 
Broadmoor.  He  (Mr.  Rylands)  had 
called  attention  to  the  enormous  cost  of 
the  institution  in  1877  ;  and  every  year 
since,  imless  he  was  mistaken,  he  had 
had  an  opportunity  of  drawing  the  at- 
tention of  the  Government  to  the  mat- 
ter. He  was  glad  to  see  that  since  1876 
there  had  been  a  little  diminution  in  the 
charge  per  patient ;  but  the  average  cost 
of  the  inmates  in  the  present  year  was 
still  excessive  in  comparison  with  various 
other  institutions  of  the  kind.  The 
average  cost  during  the  present  year, 
for  each  patient,  would  be  £52.  He 
found  that  in  the  Perth  Asylum  the  ave- 
rage cost  was  £31,  and  at  the  Dundrum 
A^lum,  £34.    In  the  ordinary  lunatic 

Mr,  Mognitto 


asylums  throughout  the  oountzy  the 
average  cost  of  the  inmates  per  head 
was  from  £26  to  £28.  A  oonviot  pri- 
soner cost  on  an  average  £33  per  head ; 
they,  therefore,  saw  that  the  ooet  at 
Broadmoor  was  enormously  above  that 
at  any  other  histitution  in  the  country. 
He  trusted  the  Home  Office  would  be 
able  to  bring  their  influence  to  bear 
upon  the  establishment  to  check  the  ex- 
travagant expenditure,  and  that  in  an- 
other year  they  would  see  a  substantial 
reduction  of  this  Vote.  It  ought  to  be 
reduced  by  several  thousands  of  pounds. 
Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTBLOT 
said,  he  did  not  wish  to  stand  up  for 
the  management  of  the  Broadmoor  Asy- 
lum ;  but  he  was  sorry  the  hon.  Member 
for  Berkshire  (Mr.  Walter)  was  not  ia 
his  place,  because  he  had  always  offered 
a  strong  defence  of  this  institutioii. 
The  hon.  Member  had  always  pointed 
out  that  in  this  asylum  there  were  many 
dangerous  criminal  lunatics  who  r^ 
quired  a  great  deal  more  attention  than 
other  insane  people.  He  had  pointed 
out  that  the  managers  of  the  institution 
had  endeavoured  to  cut  down  the  ez- 

Eenses  as  much  as  possible.  One  day 
e  was  asking  the  hon.  Member  whe- 
ther the  expenditure  at  the  asylum  ooold 
not  be  cut  down  to  a  still  grater  ex- 
tent ;  and  the  reply  was  that  it  would  be 
impossible,  and  that  he  (Mr.  Walter),  aa  a 
Visitor,  would  be  unable  to  continue  in 
the  office  any  longer  if  it  were  cut  down, 
as  he  would  not  answer  for  the  conse- 
quences. It  certainly  would  appear 
that  the  expenses  were  excessively  nigh, 
but  the  reason  which  was  always  given 
for  it  was  that  these  criminals  were  of 
the  most  dangerous  character;  and, 
therefore,  it  was  necessary  that  more 
money  should  be  spent  for  their  safe 
custodv 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  I 
think  it  will  be  satisfactory  to  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend,  and  to  the  Committee 
generally,  to  know  that  some  progpreas  is 
being  made  with  the  reforms  at  Broad- 
moor Asylum.  According  to  some  atatia- 
tical  information  I  have  here,  it  appean 
that  the  expenditure  in  1870  upon  the 
criminal  lunatics  was  £60  18«.  per 
head;  in  1875  it  was  £59  13«. ;  andin 
the  year  ended  March  31,  1881,  it 
was  only  £47  4«.  per  head.  The 
expenditure  has  been  brought  down 
from  £60  to  £47,  which  is  a  very  re* 
markable  reduction.     Whether  or  not 
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it  is  jKMBible  to  deal  with  600  oriininal 
Inoatios  at  a  leM  cost  than  £47  per  head 
is  a  things  I  am  not  prepared  at  present 
to  go  into.  It  ia  plain  that  we  must 
tare  an  ezpenaiTe  staff  of  doctors  and 
varders  ana  persons  of  that  description ; 
and  I  should  DO  inclined  to  think  that  if 
joa  can  keep  your  expenditure  to  less 
than  £1  per  week  per  head  jou  are 
doin^  an  extraordinary  thing.  With 
KSfCard  to  cximinal  lunatics  sent  from  In- 
dia, the  Indian  authorities  do  contribute 
tofwarda  their  maintenance. 

Mb.  BYLANDS  said,  although,   no 

dodbty  the  criminal  lunatics  at  Broad- 

Bioor  were  dangerous,  so  also  were  the 

flriminal  lanatics  in  the  Perth  and  Dun- 

dmm  Asyloma,  and  yet  they  did  not  cost 

anything  like  the  same  amount  of  money. 

If  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 

would  look  at  the  number  of  attendants 

ia  the    Broadmoor  Asylum,  he  would 

8ad  that  there  was  one  for  every  four 

bnatica.     Not  only  was  it  a  numerous, 

hat  it  was  a  most  expensive  staff— more 

10  than  the  staff  of  any  other  asylum. 

Mb.    ABTHUB    O'CONNOB    said, 
ftere  was  one  item  in  this  Vote  which 
was  not  found  in  the  corresponding  Vote 
for  Ireland — that  was  not  found  in  the 
Yote  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had 
fast  mentioned^  for  the  Dunorum  Asy- 
lum.   On  page  223  they  would  find, 
mder  snb-heads  N  and  0  ''  New  Build- 
higsand  Alterations,  £667,"  and  "  Altera- 
tims  and  Berairs  to  Buddings,  Beads, 
Ae.  £1,800."  from  that  it  would  be  seen 
that  the  authorities  at  Broadmoor  Lu- 
aaftic  Asylum  were  receiving  between 
£8,000  and  £3,000  a-vear  for  buildings 
nd  repairs.    Surely  mat  seemed  a  very 
large  sum;    and,   doubtless,   during  a 
long  oonrse  of  years  Broadmoor  had  re- 
csived  a  great  deal  more  money  than  it 
could  possibly  have  spent  upon  reason- 
aUe    Duildings   and    repairs,   whereas 
Dondrum  had  all  along  been  begging  at 
fte  doors  of  the    Treasury  for  some 
Bisearable   pittance   to   carry  out    the 
aetmiiiiiji  works  for  the  benefit  of  the 
ininatift — to  get  a  dining-room  where 
fte  patients  could  sit  comfortably,  for 
iastanoe.     Would  the  noble  Lord  ex- 
nhin  how  that  exceptional  item  had 
tssn  plaoed  on  the  Establishment  Yote  ? 
Lonn   FBEDEBICK   CAVENDISH 
Hid,  it  had  been  thought  advisable  to 
gafhar  tc^ether  all  matters  connected 
vitfa  this  subject  under  one  head. 

.  Yote  0fre0d  to. 

YOIfc    OOLXIV.     fXHIBI)   SERIES.] 


(35.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**  That  a  sum,  not  excoeding  £40,700,  bo 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  C4>me 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  3l8t  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salariee 
and  Expenses  of  the  Ijord  Advocate's  Depart- 
ment and  others  connected  vdth.  Criminal  Pro- 
ceedings in  Scotland,  including  certain  Allow- 
ances under  the  Act  15  and  16  Vic.  c.  83." 

Mr.  BIGKjFAB  said,  that,  with  regard 
to  this  Yote,  he  wished  to  move  to  re- 
duce the  salary  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate 
of  Scotland.  The  matter  he  wished  to 
refer  to  arose  out  of  a  case  ahout  which 
some  conversation  had  taken  place  a 
short  time  ago  upon  another  Vote,  and 
he  would  briefly  state  the  facts  on  which 
he  founded  his  Motion.  It  seemed  that 
in  Aug^t  last  year  a  procession  of  Irish 
Nationalists  took  place  in  Glasgow. 
The  Irish  Members  had  always  con- 
tended that  processions,  whether  of 
Orangemen  or  non-Orangemen,  if  the 
processions  were  peaceful,  and  did  not 
annoy  the  residents  of  the  localities, 
were  legal ;  and  they  had  always  held 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  civil  autho- 
ties  to  protect  such  processions.  On  the 
occasion  in  question,  a  large  procession 
went  from  Glasgow  to  some  other  dis- 
trict, and  returned  [back  to  Glasgow. 
It  became  evident  during  the  day  that 
a  large  mob  was  collecting  at  a  certain 
place  for  the  purpose  of  making  an 
attack  upon  the  procession ;  but  no  ef- 
fort was  made,  as  far  as  he  could  gather, 
on  the  part  of  the  police,  to  scatter  that 
assemblage.  The  anticipated  attack 
took  place,  and  the  result  was  a  general 
Gght.  After  the  fight  had  commenced, 
tlie  police  seemed  to  have  acted  with 
pretty  general  impartiality,  because 
they  arrested  members  of  both  parties. 
In  giving  their  evidence  before  the  ma- 
gistrates, the  police  also  seemed  to  have 
acted  with  fairness,  because  they  proved 
they  had  taken  all  these  parties,  red- 
handed,  in  the  fight.  The  stipendiary 
magistrate  happened  to  bo  absent  from 
Glasgow  at  the  time,  and  the  case  came 
before  a  Scotch  bailie,  named  M^Onie, 
whose  position  in  life  he  (Mr.  Biggar) 
was  not  acquainted  with.  Tliis  13ailie 
M'Onie  fined  all  the  processionists  very 
heavily ;  but  allowed  those  who  had 
attacked  the  procession  to  go  free,  though 
the  case  was  proved  principally  on  the 
evidence  of  the  police  who  bad  taken  all 
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the  prisoners  into  custody,  red-handed. 
The  prisoners,  on  hoth  sides,  attempted 
to  show  that  they  were  entirely  inno- 
cent, and  it  might  be  very  reasonably 
supposed  that  there  was  not  very  much 
difference  in  the  credibility  of  the  wit- 
nesses in  favour  of  the  processionists, 
and  those  in  favour  of  the  parties  who 
attacked  the  procession,  and  Bailie 
M'Onie  gave  the  benefit  of  the  doubt  to 
some  of  the  defendants.  It  was  singular 
that  he  gave  the  benefit  of  the  douot  to 
all  the  non-Catholic  defendants,  and 
punished  heavily  all  the  Catholic  de- 
fendants. An  appeal  was  made  to  the 
Lord  Advocate  to  have  the  sentences  re- 
mitted if  possible ;  but  it  did  not  appear 
clear  whether  or  not  the  Lord  Advocate 
had  recommended  to  the  Home  Secre- 
tary the  remission  of  the  imprisonment 
to  which  the  prisoners  were  sentenced. 
The  ma^strate  had  acted  in  such  a 
shamefuny  partial  manner  that  he  (Mr. 
Biggar)  should  have  thought  that  the 
Home  Secretary  would  have  at  once  re- 
mitted the  penalties  if  the  facts  had  been 
brought  before  him.  There  was  some- 
thing very  special  in  the  case  of  one  of 
the  prisoners.  His  case  was  different 
to  all  the  rest  in  this  way — he  had  come 
to  the  police  court  to  g^ve  evidence  in 
favour  of  some  of  the  prisoners,  and 
whilst  he  was  there  someone  said  — 
''  Oh !  he  was  in  the  riot  himself,  and 
we  will  take  him  too."  That  man  was 
taken  up,  although  there  was  no  clear 
evidence  that  he  was  connected  with  the 
riot.  Everyone  who  had  seen  a  riot 
knew  that  everything  was  in  confusion, 
and  that  it  was  a  very  different  thin^  to 
keep  an  eye  upon  a  person,  and  fix  him 
in  the  mind  as  having  been  one  of  the 
rioters,  and  to  take  a  person  red-handed 
on  the  spot.  It  was  afterwards  proved 
that  the  prisoner  could  not  have  been 
euilty  of  that  which  was  attributed  to 
nim,  because  another  man  distinctly 
stated  that  he  was  the  person  who  had 
committed  the  act  which  the  other  was 
accused  of.  So  that  in  this  case  there 
was  a  clear  miscarriage  of  justice.  On 
all  these  grounds,  he  thought  that  some 
censure  should  be  passed  on  the  Lord 
Advocate,  for  not  having  g^ven  the  bene- 
fit of  the  doubt  to  the  Catholic  defend- 
ants, when  Bailie  M'Onie  had  distinctly 
given  the  benefit  of  the  doubt  to  the 
non-Catholics.  He  would  move  that 
half  the  Lord  Advocate's  salary  be  taken 
off. 

JKr.  Biffar 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**That  a  Btun,  not  exceeding  £39.700,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  som 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3lBt  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Sahiries 
and  Ex})en8es  of  the  Lord  Advocate's  De|mrt- 
ment  and  others  connected  with  Criminal  rro- 
ceedings  in  Scotland,  including  certain  Allow- 
ances under  the  Act  15  and  16  Vic.  c.  83." — 
{Mr.  Biggar.) 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M'Laeen)  saidy  this  had  been  con- 
sidered a  reasonable  subject  for  inquiry  ; 
and  it  had  been  already  explained  by 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  that  action  had  been 
taken  by  the  Home  Office,  with  his  (the 
Lord  Advocate's)  assistance,  for  the  par- 
pose  of  investigating  the  matter.  The  pri- 
soners were  not  prosecuted  by  the  Procu- 
rator Fiscal,  who  was  under  his  Depart- 
ment, but  bv  the  burgh  magistrates  of 
Glasgow.  "Iso  record  was  kept  of  the 
proceedings  in  such  cases ;  but  he  had 
obtained  a  Report  on  the  subject  from 
the  legal  gentleman  who  examined  tiie 
witnesses,  and  the  result  of  his  perusal  of 
that  Report  was  to  satisfy  him  that  there 
was  no  partiality.  A  second  appeal  was 
made  to  the  Home  Secretary,  and  & 
further  Inquiry  instituted,  and  in  reg^ard 
to  the  case  of  the  man  who  set  op  an 
alxhi^  a  very  full  and  careful  examination 
of  the  witnesses  was  instituted.  The  Re- 
port was  submitted  to  his  riffht  hon.  and 
teamed  Friend,  and  the  subject  received 
from  him  the  most  careful  consideration. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  that,  as  far  ae 
he  could  make  out,  the  charge  against" 
the  Lord  Advocate  was  that  he  had 
failed  to  find  out  that  Bailie  M'Onie  had 
acted  in  an  extremely  partial  manner. 
He  (Mr.  Anderson)  happened  to  know^ 
Mr.  Bailie  M'Onie  very  well,  and  he 
knew  him  to  be  a  man  of  hic^h  position 
in  Glasgow,  and  a  man  of  the  liighest 
character,  utterlv  incapable  of  acting  in* 
the  manner  the  non.  Member  for  Oavan 
had  described.  He  (Mr.  Anderson)  felt 
bound  to  stand  up  for  Bailie  M'Onie  and 
defend  him  when  he  was  attacked  in  this 
way.  As  a  magistrate  he  might  hare 
made  a  mistake,  and  not  have  jndged- 
the  matter  so  well  as  the  stipendiary 
would  have  done ;  but  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  Bailie  M'Onie  was  quite  in- 
capable of  acting  in  the  partial  manner 
which  had  been  attributed  to  him  by  the 
hon.  Member.  He  (Mr.  Anderson)  did 
not  suppose  the  hon.  Member  for  CS^Tau 
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Miioiishriiieuit  to  take  a  diririon  on  this 
Yoie ;  tinotefore,  he  did  not  think  it  was 
neeoMiy  to  say  an^hing  farther. 

Mb.  BIGK^AB  aaid,  he  did  not  happen 
to  know  Bailie  M'Onie  personallj,  and 
he  was  not  even  aware  ox  his  profession 
or  poaiilon  in  life,  nor  anything  at  all 
■boat  him ;  bat  he  did  know  what  he 
had  read.  He  had  read  a  report  of  the 
efidenoe  in  a  Glas^w  newspaper,  and 
he  most  say  that  this  person  had  acted 
siiher  in  the  most  stapid  or  in  the  most 
dishonest  way  imaginable.  He  had 
Hted  in  perfect  contradiction  to  the  evi- 
dflooe  in  one  set  of  cases.  Having  taken 
die  eridenee  of  the  police,  he  let  one  set 

Gsoot  free,  while  on  similar  statements 
sent  another  set  to  prison.  If  the 
Lord  Advocate  had  recommended  the 
Home  Office  not  to  allow  any  commnta- 
tbn  of  the  sentence,  he  should  ask  the 
Oommittee  to  divide  upon  his  Motion ; 
bat»  on  the  other  hand,  if  the  Lord  Ad- 
TDcate  had  recommended  a  commutation 
of  the  sentence,  and  the  Home  Secretary 
bad  not  acted  on  that  advice,  it  was 
dear  that  the  Home  Secretaiy's  salary 

2^t  to  be  reduced,  and  not  the  Lord 
vocate'a. 

Sib  WnJJAM  HABGOUBT :  The 
hon.  Member  is  quite  right;  it  is  my 
Mlaiy  that  ou^ht  to  be  reduced.  The 
TCSponsibility  in  this  matter  is  entirely 
mine.  The  Lord  Advocate  was  good 
mxmgh.  to  give  me  his  advice,  and 
thsreby  threw  all  the  responsibility  upon 
my  shoulders ;  consequently,  if  any  wrong 
has  been  done  it  has  been  done  by  me, 
nd  if  anyone  is  to  blame  it  is  myself 
nd  not  the  Lord  Advocate.  All  that  I 
eaa  say  is  that  I  thoroughly  investigated 
fta  oaae^  and  came  to  liie  conclusion 
fliat  there  had  been  no  partiality  what- 
ever exhibited  by  the  magistrate.  Mr. 
Veignaany  as  has  been  ^ready  stated 
flds  evening,  said  most  distinctly,  in  his 
iseond  appfication,  he  would  withdraw 
flie  diarge  of  partiality.  The  question 
waa  whether  or  not  the  sentences  ought 
to  be  interfered  with,  and  upon  a  full 
view  of  the  case  I  oame  to  the  conclusion 
ftat  there  ousht  to  be  no  interference. 

■b.  BIOOAB  said,  the  Lord  Advocate 
tad  stated  that  he  would  not  entertain 
flto  idea  ot  bringing  about  a  remission 
ef  the  eentence  nmess  the  charge  of 
ytrrtial^T  which  had  been  brought 
iCiilMt  Bailie  M'Onie  was  withdrawn. 
jfte#fthdrawal  was  made,  but  it  was 
rtlMiilniJ  Jn  such  ambiguous  terms  that 


it  was  doubtftd  whether  it  was  a  with- 
drawal or  not.  He  (Mr.  Biggar)  hav- 
ing read  the  evidence,  really  did  believe 
that  the  conduct  of  JBailie  M*Onie  was 
thoroughly  partial  and  thoroughly  dis- 
honest ;  but,  seeing  that  no  practical 
good  could  result  from  coming  to  a  di- 
vision on  the  question  of  reducing  the 
Lord  Advocate's  salary,  he  begged  leave 
to  withdraw  the  proposal. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  liad  an  ex- 
traordinary method  of  defending  his 
friends,  because  he  said  Mr.  Ferguson 
made  an  ambiguous  withdrawal  for  the 
purpose  of  gaining  certain  ends  of  his 
own,  not  because  he  thought  it  was  just 
and  right  to  do  so. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  the  case  looked 
very  suspicious  against  the  police,  if  not 
against  the  magistrate.  There  appeared 
to  be  every  ground  for  the  impression, 
which  had  spread  very  widely  amongst 
the  Irish  people  of  Glasgow,  that  the 
Irishmen  who  formed  the  procession  were 
treated  with  great  harshness,  and  that 
the  persons  who  attacked  the  proces- 
sionists were  defended  by  the  police  in 
an  improper  manner.  The  procession 
was  arranged  by  the  Irish  people  of 
Glasgow,  and  it  was  walking  peacefully 
through  the  streets  of  the  town  when  it 
was  attacked.  No  fewer  than  25  of  the 
processionists  were  arrested  and  punished 
severely,  whilst  only  five  of  those  who 
attacked  the  procession  were  arrested, 
and  they  were  all  let  off.  They  were  all 
aware  it  was  the  duty  of  the  police  to  in- 
terfere with  processions  that  were  pro- 
hibited by  law  ;  but  he  was  not  aware 
that  this  procession  had  been  an  illegal 
one.  It  had  always  been  the  practice  to 
arrange  beforehand  with  the  police  as 
to  the  route  the  procession  should  take ; 
and  that  course,  he  believed,  was  adopted 
on  this  occasion.  It  certainly  seemed  to 
him  very  unfair  that  those  who  com- 
menced the  affray  should  be  allowed  to 
get  off  scot  free ;  whereas  25  of  the 
people  who  were  set  upon,  and  defended 
themselves  whilst  executing  their  rights 
as  citizens,  were  sentenced  to  lengthy 
periods  of  imprisonment. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  said, 
that  if  he  were  inclined  to  move  the  re- 
duction of  the  salary  of  the  Lord  Advo- 
vate — which,  indeed,  he  was  not  in- 
clined to  do — he  should  do  it  on  very 
different  grounds  to  those  advanced 
by  the  hon.   Member  for  Cavan  (Mr, 
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Biggar).    He  should  do  it  on  the  ground 
which  had  heen  declared  hj  a  Gentle- 
man who  was  very  popular  in  Scotland^ 
the  late  Memher  for   Edinhurgh,  Mr. 
M'Laren.       That    Gentleman  declared 
that  all  the  evils  that  existed  in  Scotland 
came  from  the  fact  that  the  country  was 
ruled  by  a  Lord  Advocate ;  and  he  had 
expressed  the  hope  that  at  some  time  or 
other  they  might  have  a  Home  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland.     These  words  were 
spoken  in  this  House   only -two  years 
ago ;  and,  no  doubt,  the  statement  was 
one  with  which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  (the  Lord  Advocate)  would  not 
agree.      He    (Mr.    Arthur    O^Connor) 
thought  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Biggar) 
had  done  wisely  in  withdrawing  his  Mo- 
tion, because  the  Lord  Advocate  was  to 
be  acquitted  from    all  blame,   though 
he  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  shared  the 
feeling  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  that  justice  was 
not  altogether  done   in  this  particular 
case  to  his  fellow-countrymen  in  Glas- 
gow.    In  page  236  there  was  an  item 
for  four  denes  to  Advocates   Depute, 
the  salaries  being  £80,  and  the  total 
£320.     He  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  did 
not    believe  these  four  clerks  existed. 
There  were  not  four  clerks  ;  there  were 
four  clerkships,  but  they  were  at  present 
held  by  two  persons,  who  divided  the 
spoil  between  them.     Whether  all  four 
appointments  were  held  by  one  person 
or  not  at  present  he  was  not  able  to  say ; 
and  he  was  obliged  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  how  it  was  that 
these  four  clerkships  were  kept  up,  and 
whether  there  was  not  room  here  for  the 
exercise  of  a  little  economy  ?      Then, 
again,  on  another  page  there  was  the 
item  for  four  Principal  Clerks  of  Ses- 
sion, at  £1,000  a-year  each ;    but  the 
amount  only  came  to  £2,000.      There 
seemed  to  be  a  miscalculation  of  £2,000, 
and  perhaps  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  explain  it. 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M'Labbn)  said,  that  the  salaries  last  re- 
ferred to  came  under  another  Vote.  As  to 
the  four  clerks,  he  could  assure  the  hon. 
Member,  whatever  might  have  been  the 
custom  in  past  times,  that  Yoto  repre- 
sented the  salaries  of  four  separate  and 
distinct  clerks.  There  were  four  Advo- 
cates Depute,  and  it  was  necessary  that 
each  should  have  a  derk  in  order  to  pre- 

Sare  indiotmento.    As  an  illustration  of 
16  amount  of  work  that  had  to  be  done, 
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he  might  mention  that  all  the  indiot- 
mento in  Scotland  were  prepared  by 
these  persons  under  the  direction  of  the 
Advocates  Depute. 

Mb.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
before  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  was  formally 
withdrawn,  he  wished  to  say  he  had  the 
pleasure  of  knowing  Bailie  M'Onie,  and 
he  was  sure  he  was  incapable  of  the 
conduct  alleged  against  him.  Moreover, 
it  should  be  remembered  that  the  magis- 
trate had  the  assistance  of  a  legal  asses- 
sor, so  that  he  did  not  act  entirely 
without  legal  assistance.  Even  supposing 
a  mistake  had  been  made,  which  he  did 
not  admit  was  the  case,  it  was  out  of  the 
question  to  propose  that  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate should  be  punished  for  it. 

Mr.  ARTHim  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
had  here  an  extract  from  the  last  Be- 
port  of  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor 
General  with  regard  to  the  Clerks  to  the 
Advocates  Depute.  This  official  said  that 
between  1879  and  1880,  the  last  com- 
pleted financial  year,  the  four  clerkships 
were  held  by  two  clerks,  each  of  whom  re- 
ceived £160  a-year.  The  salary  of  £80 
was  fibced  on  in  lieu  of  fees.  He  thought 
that  the  Lord  Advocate  would  see  tnat 
he  (Mr.  O'Connor)  had  had  some  ground' 
for  putting  his  question. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(36.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

*'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £39,008,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  whidi  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Courts  of  Law  and  Justice 
in  Scotland,  and  other  Legal  Charges." 

Mb.  FINDLATEB  said,  he  wished  to 
move  to  reduce  the  Vote  by  £650,  for 
the  purpose  of  calling  attention  to  the 
case  of  Mr.  Johnstone,  Sheriff  Clerk  of 
Cupar,  in  the  Eastern  District  of  Fife. 
Mr.  Johnstone  was  the  sheriff  clerk  at 
Cupar,  and  he  also  had  a  large  business 
as  an  ordinary  solicitor;  but  he  had 
taken  in  a  young  practitioner,  a  man  of 
two  years'  standing  in  the  law  in  Edin- 
burgh, and  had  given  him  a  partner- 
ship, nominally  excluding  himself  from 
all  share  in  the  ordinary  profits  of  the 
business  of  solicitor.  Mr.  Johnstone 
was  to  act  as  sheriff's  derk,  and  all 
the  other  business  was  to  be  attended  to 
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hj  his  partner.  By  the  law  of  Scotland, 
a  8henff*8  derk  was  precluded  *from 
praetinng  as  a  solicitor.  Well,  the 
pnctiticiiiera  in  the  district  felt  yery 
sfaongl^  on  thai  case,  and  thej  sent  a 
Memonal  to  the  Lord  Advocate ;  and  the 
Lord  Advocate,  in  his  answer,  admitted 
that  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Johnstone  was 
a  violation  of  the  spirit,  if  not  of  the 
letter,  of  the  law,  and  offered  the  con- 
euzrence  of  his  Office  in  having  the 
question  brought  before  the  Oourt  of 
Beeaion.  The  Memorialists  were  not 
wealthy  men,  and  they  felt  it  was  a 
great  scandal  affecting  very  largely  the 
idministration  of  justice ;  and  they  were 
of  opinion  that  the  Lord  Advocate 
dionla  have  taken  the  case  up  himself, 
and  not  have  left  it  to  private  individuals 
to  take  proceedings.  There  was  a  rule 
in  the  County  Court  Law  of  England, 
which  placed  the  initiative  in  these 
matters  in  the  hands  of  an  official ;  and 
lie  (Mr.  Findlater)  did  not  see  why  the 
iune  rule  should  not  apply  to  Scotland. 
The  position  of  Mr.  Johnstone  was  one 
cf  great  importance,  and  it  was  a  great 
leandal  that  he  should  be  able  to  tax 
the  costs  of  his  own  partner. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  som,  not  exceeding  £38,358,  be 
gnnted  to  Her  Miyesty,  to  com|)lete  the  sum 
iifC;MBaij  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  ooOTie  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
OQ  the  3lit  day  of  March  1882,  for^tho  Salaries 
and  Ezpenaee  of  the  Ck>urt8  of  Law' and  Justice 
in  Sootland  and  other  Legal  Charges." — (Mr, 
FmdkUr.) 

Mb.  ANDEBSON  said,  he  thought 
the  case  indicated  a  wrong  practice — it 
was  a  practice  discreditable  to  a  man  who 
oecnpied  a  judicial  capacity  as  sheriff 
derk  in  a  Sheriff's  Oourt,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  was,  through  his  partner,  a 
nnctitioner  entitled  to  practice  in  that 
Ooiot.  It  might  become  a  settled  con- 
vietion  throughout  the  country  that 
flioee  who  employed  the  sheriff's  clerks 
partner  would  get  a  larger  share  of 
jnatioe  than  those  who  did  not.  Such 
jBoeeedings  as  that  ought  to  be  put  a  stop 
to.  If  it  was  permitted  now  under  the 
iSMfliiftn  of  the  Lord  Advocate  and  the 
aathoritiee,  the  practice  would  spread 
an  tfaxongh  Scotland.  Already,  he  be- 
lievedf  there  were  two  or  three  other  cases 
ttf  die  same  kind— cases  where  sheriff's 
darks  were  enjoying  a  share  of  the  re- 
%  obtained  by  their  partners 
in  their  Oourts.    It  was  pre- 


tended that  their  partnership  arranfi^e- 
ments  were  such  that  they  (the  sheriff's 
clerks)  had  no  share  in  the  profits  of 
the  practising  part  of  the  businesses; 
but  that  was  hardly  a  contention  to 
which  any  weight  was  to  be  attached, 
because,  when  the  partnership  was  ar- 
ranged, the  fact  that  the  new  partner 
was  to  get  all  the  profit  on  the  con- 
tentious business  would  be  considered 
in  the  terms  of  the  ag^ement.  It  was, 
therefore,  a  mere  evasion  of  the  spirit 
of  the  law  to  allow  the  thing  to  be  aone 
in  any  way  whatever,  and  he  did  hope 
the  Lord  Advocate  would  put  a  stop  to 
the  practice. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M'Laren)  said,  he  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Members  who  had  spoken  as  to  the  in- 
expediency of  the  practice  of  allowing 
the  partners  of  sheriffs'  clerks  to  prac- 
tise in  the  Sheriff  Courtfl.  The  sheriff 
clerk  had  no  judicial  duties  to  perform, 
however,  and  was  merely  an  executive 
officer  of  the  sheriff.  By  a  rule  of  the 
Court  no  sheriff's  clerk  was  allowed  to 
practice  in  the  Court  to  which  he  was  at- 
tached, directly  or  indirectly ;  but  it  was 
a  question  whether  that  rule  prevented 
his  partner  from  practising  in  his  own 
name.  He  thought  the  Committee  would 
agree  with  him  that  the  practice  by 
which  partners  of  sheriff's  clerks  under- 
took business  in  the  Sheriff  Courts  was 
contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  regulations; 
but  whether  a  case  of  this  kind  could 
be  made  the  subject  of  a  public  prosecu- 
tion he  would  not  undertake  to  affirm. 
The  solicitors  of  the  county  of  Fife 
had  taken  up  this  matter  warmly,  and 
had  shown  some  antmuB  towards  their 
colleague,  because  they  complained  of 
his  practising  as  a  conveyancer,  which 
was  perfectly  legal.  If  sheriffs'  clerks 
were  not  allowed  to  practise  as  con- 
veyancers, the  Government  would  be 
unable  to  obtain  the  services  of  sheriffs' 
clerks  for  the  salaries  which  wore  now 
paid.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the  soli- 
citors of  Fife,  having  taken  up  the  mat- 
ter, were  the  proper  persons  to  prose- 
cute. He  was  willing  to  ^vtq  his  fiat  for 
that  prosecution  when  necessary,  and  the 
matter  was  now  under  the  consideration 
of  the  solicitors.  As  to  the  question 
which  had  been  put  to  him  concerning 
the  four  Principal  Clerks  of  Session,  the 
explanation  was  that  according  to  the 
statute  there  ought  to  be  four  of  these 
Clerks,  but  for  many  years  there  had 
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only  been  two;  therefore,  only  two  ap- 
peared on  the  Estimate. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  eaid,  lie  did  not 
think  the  explanation  of  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate went  quite  far  enough.  The  Lord 
Advocate   woe  at  the   head   of    public 

t*uBtice  in  Scotland,  and,  therefore,  was 
lound  to  take  care  that  the  law  was 
obeyed.  The  right  hon,  and  learned 
Gentleman  ought  not  to  leare  it  to  pri- 
vate  prosecutors  to  take  up  the  case,  out 
should  himself  see  that  the  law  was 
carried  out. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  20; 
Noes  52 :  Majority  32. — (Div.  list. 
No.  358.) 

The  LOHD  ADTOCATE  {Mr.  J. 
M'Larex)  said,  that,  in  consequenoe  of 
the  expression  of  opinion  in  the  Com* 
mittee,  he  proposed  that  representationa 
should  be  made  to  Mr.  Johnstone  on  the 
subject. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  that, 
seeing  the  Committee  woald  resume 
work  again  at  mid-day,  it  was  only 
reasonable  that  Progress  should  now  be 
reported. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  was  extremely  obliged  to  the 
Committee  for  the  amount  of  work  got 
through,  and  he  hoped  it  was  not  too 
much  to  ask  them  to  make  a  KOoA  job 
of  it  and  finish  the  Glass,  vn  there 
were  only  two  Totes  remaining. 

(37.)  £25,422,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Register  House  Departments,  Edin- 
burgh. 

Mr.  DICK-PEDDIE  asked  what 
determination  had  been  arrived  at  in 
regard  to  the  Memorial  from  the  "Third- 
Class  Clerks,"  and  the  re- arrangement 
of  the  Officer 

Lord  FREDERICK  CATENDISH 
said,  it  bad  been  made  the  subject  of 
inquitr,  and  the  Memorial  was  being 
carefully  considered. 

Mb.  DICK-PEDDIE  said,  this  was 
not  the  opportunity  to  bring  the  subject 
forward,  and  it  would  not  be  just  to  the 
daims  of  the  derks  to  do  so;  but  he 
would  take  an  early  opportunify  of 
referring  to  it  next  Session. 


(3S.)  £87,340,  to  complete  the  warn 
for  Prison B  (Scotland). 

Mb.  DICK-PEDDIE  said,  on  page 
255  in  the  statement  of  the  officers  of 
the  prisons  he  found  that  there  were  41 
chaplains,  and  out  of  the  whole  aun 
for  the  expenses  of  these,  the  Roman 
Catholic  priests  only  received  £100; 
and  considering  that  a  third  of  the 
prisoners  in  Scotch  prisons  were  Roman 
Catholics,  it  was  rather  an  unfair  pro- 
poition.  But  he  did  not  wish  to  do 
more  than  refer  to  it  just  now. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
whether  the  assurance  the  Home  Secre- 
tary had  given  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Louth  as  to  the  proportion  of  chaplains 
in  prisons  might  be  taken  as  embraoing* 
Scotland? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HABCOUET  said, 
there  was  greater  difficulty  in  dealing 
with  the  subject,  because  the  prisona 
were  smaller  than  those  of  England ; 
but  he  would  undertake  to  make  it  the 
subject  of  further  examination. 

Tote  agrud  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  Tb-marrow. 

Committee  to  sit  again  Ta-morroui. 

ItEQULATION  OF  THE  FUBCBS  BILL. 

{Mr.   SteriUry   CMUtn,    Tht  Jud}»   AdtoimU 

GeHfTtl,  Mr.  OiiapltU-Baiinermaii.) 

[bill  193.]    OOMBISXBATIOII. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 
Mr.  0HILDEB8  said,  he  wished  to 

Sut  a  question  to  the  hon.  Member  fbr 
avan  (Mr.  Biggar),  who  had  a  Notice 
down  which  blocked  the  Bill.  There 
was,  he  believed,  no  other  opposition  to 
the  Bill,  and  it  was  a  great  object  that 
the  Bill  should  pass  as  soon  as  possible, 
so  that  the  Consolidation  Bill  should 
pass  in  the  interest  of  prisoners  under 
courts  martial.  Would  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber take  off  his  opposition  to  this  Bill, 
in  order  to  leave  me  way  dear  for  the 
Consolidation  Bill  f 

Mb.  BIOQAB  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Famell)  who,  as  the  House  would  raool- 
loot,  took  a  great  interest  in  the  Armj 
Begulation  Bill  of  a  few  BeseionB  ago, 
had  expressed  a  wish  to  snggeat  Amend- 
ments.and  until  he  had  had  an  oppottn- 
nity  ci  conferring  with  his  hoo.  Vmad. 
he  would  rathar  not  proDuie;  but  1m 
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would  be  prepaxed  to  dedde  by  Mon- 
daj. 

Oonnderatioiiy  as  amended,    dsfsrrsd 
tin  MsmsUp  next. 


OQBBUFT  PRACTICES  (SUSPENSION  OF 

ELECTIONS)  BILL.«-[BxLL  S38.] 

[Mr,  Mtanmff  Onm^  Stt^rn^  8W  William 

Mmnomrit  Mr.  Solicitor  Omeral,) 


Older  for  Gommittee  read. 
Bill  e^msuUrsd  in  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Gommittee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Preamble  be  postpon^." — 
( Jfr.  AUameff  Gen^rai.) 

Kb.  WABTON  desired  to  know  why 
dioiild  the  Preamble  be  postponed  ? 

Thb  chairman  :  It  is  the  ordi- 
Miy  practice,  and  it  is  in  order  that 
the  Ireamble  may  be  made  to  corre- 
q^nd  with  the  Bill,  should  the  Bill  be 
amended. 

Mb.  WAETON  said,  it  occurred  to 
him  that  in  this  case  there  was  much 
more  in  the  Preamble  than  in  the  re- 
mainder of  the  Bill. 

Thb  CGBAIBMAN:  The  hon.  and 
Issmed  Member  will  have  an  opportu- 
nity of  proposing  Amendments  to  the 
Preamble,  if  he  desires  to  do  so. 

Question  put,  and  ngr&ed  to. 

Glaases  1  and  2  agresd  U. 

Sdiedule. 

Mb.  WABTON  said,  in  deference  to 
flia  ruling  of  the  Chairman,  he  had 
Boi  ehallenged  the  postponement  of  the 
Fkeamble ;  still,  he  did  not  quite  under- 
itaad  why  it  should  be  postponed. 

Thb  CHAIBMAN  :  It  is  the  Schedule 
iqpon  which  the  Committee  is  now  en- 
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WABTON  said,  he  was  aware  of 
that;  and  he  had  an  Amendment  to 
pcopoae  to  the  Schedule.  But  he  wished 
to  eiplain,  in  order  that  the  hon.  and 
Inarnod  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
mig^  understand  his  object.  In  this 
jartwnlar  Bill  there  was  much  more  in 
the  Praamble  than  in  the  Schedule,  and 
he  had  to  show  how  the  one  re-acted  on 
flo  othar.  It  would  have  been  much 
Wttar  to  hmre  taken  the  Preamble  first, 
inl  the  nraal  praotioe  was  absurd  in 


this  case.  The  exact  Amendment  he 
had  now  to  propose  was  to  omit  the 
second  column  of  the  Schedule.  He 
could  not  see  that  there  was  any  neces- 
sity to  provide  an  abstract  of  the  cases 
a^^ainst  each  particular  borough.  He 
did  not  wish  to  challenge  the  accuracy 
of  the  abstract ;  but  on  another  occasion 
it  might  be  the  opportunity  for  state- 
ments unfair  or  unjust  towards  a  con- 
stituency. In  suspending  elections  for 
a  time,  it  was  not  necessary  to  g^ve  an 
account  of  the  delinquencies  in  each  par- 
ticular borough  which  might  be  completo 
or  uncomplete.  Fair  or  unfair,  he  could 
not  see  the  reason  for  it ;  and  the  Amend- 
ment he  had  to  propose,  taken  in  con- 
nection with  the  Preamble,  would  involve 
the  imendment  of  the  latter,  so  that 
the  second  and  third  paragraphs  would 
read — 

"  Whereas  the  said  CommisHioners  have  re- 
ported in  each  and  all  of  the  said  cities  and 
boroughs  corrupt  practices  have  prevailed  in 
one  or  more  elections.*' 

And  then,  again — 

"Whereas  it  is  expedient,  with  a  view  to 
future  consideration^  to  provide  for  the  tempo- 
rary suspension  of  elections  therein." 

There  was  no  occasion,  as  a  matter  of 
principle,  for  saying  what  this  or  that 
borough  had  done,  and  how  far  corrupt 
practices  had  prevailed.  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  could  give  a 
precise  reason  for  it,  and  say  it  was 
founded  on  precedent,  then,  as  a  Con- 
servative and  a  lawyer,  he  would  ac- 
quiesce. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hk0<rx  James)  said,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  in  taking  away  the  Constitutional 
right  of  a  constituency  to  representation, 
the  Act  should  set  forth  why  this  course 
was  taken.  Of  course,  if  it  were  taken 
generally  to  the  effect  that  in  one  or  more 
elections  corrupt  practices  have  pre- 
vailed, then  the  whole  might  be  unfairly 
classified  as  equally  delinquent.  But  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  was  willing 
to  be  guided  by  precedent,  and  he  would 
find  such  a  precedent  in  Section  12  of 
the  Representation  of  the  People  Act  of 
1867.  That  precedent  had  been  followed, 
and  therefore  the  Schedule  had  been 
provided.  If  there  was  anything  that 
could  be  shown  to  be  unfair  in  it,  that 
unfairness  could  be  remedied. 

Schedule  agreed  to. 
Preamble. 
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Mr.  WARTON  said,  in  consequence  really  the  words  "  of  the  cases''  did  not 

of  the  statement  of  the  hon.  and  learned  make  sense  of  the  paragraph. 

Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  he  had  ^^^ndment  proposed,  in  Une  1 8,  after 

not  pressed  his  objection;  but  he  must  ^^^  ^^^  -cases"  to  insert  -  of  the  said 

take  exception  to  the  verbal  construe-  ^^^^^  ^^^  boroughs."-( Ifr.  Warton,) 

tion  of  the   third  paragraph.     In  the  .                   ,      «„       i_            ^■ 

13th  Une  were  the  words,  "the  cases  Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 

by  Parliament."     That  seemed  but  a  ^©  there  inserted." 

poor  weak  way  of  expressing  it.     "The  rj^  ATTOENEY   GENEEAL  (Sir 

cases"  did  not  indicate  what  cases,  and  ^^^^   j^^^^   ^^.^    ^^  ihoM^ht  the 

did  not  even  say  the  cases  ofthe  said  cities  j,  was  properly  drawn,  and  in 

and  boroughs.     He  supposed  the  words  ^.^^^^^^^  EngUsh.     It  was  hyper- 

emanated  from   the    great  Sir  Henry  ^^^^^^^  ^^  ^^^  J^^  ^^  ^^^  hon."^ W 

Thnng ;  but  still  he  ventured  to  say  his  ^^^^^^  Member  to  raise  the  objection, 

Amendment  would  improve  the  reading.  ^^^  ^  ^^^  ^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^  ^^^  ^  ^ 

His  Amendment  would  be,  first  to  strike  q^^^^,^  ^^^^  ^^^  ^j^^  ^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^^ 

out  the  words  "  of  the  cases,     and  then  ^^^;    ^e  hoped  the  Amendment  would 

the   words   "  by   Parliament       would  ^^^  ^^  pressed. 

stand,  and  following  these  he  proposed  Mr.   w  ARTON  said,  he  must  press 

to  add  "  in  the  cases  of  the  said  cities  the  Amendment ;  and  he  would  ask  any- 

and  boroughs,"  so  that  the  whole  should  tody  to  say,  in  reading  the  paragraph, 

read —  what  "  the  cases  "  could  possibly  mean. 

"  Whereas  it  IB  expedient,  with  a  view  to  the  He  would   send  the   Bill  back   to  the 

future  consideration  by  Parliament  of  the  cases  printer  and  to  the  draftsman  too. 

of   the    said  cities   and  boroughs,  to  provide  f\     .^            ±        j          ^'    j 

temporarily   for   the  suspension   of  elections  Question  put,  and  nBgatwed, 

and  that,  he  thought,  would  be  a  much  __                    ,        * 

better  reading.  House  reiumed. 

.         ,        ,              ,  ,   ,             X  xi.  Bill  reported,  without  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  _^ 

words  "ofthe  cases"  in  Hne  13.— (Ifr.  Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 

JTarton.)  Henry  James)  said,  he  hoped  the  hon. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  and  learned  Gentleman  would  return 

proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  good  for  evil,  and  not  object  to  the  Mo* 

Preamble."  ^^^  *^®  C*"®  Attorney  General)  was  now 

about  to  make — namely,  that  the  Bill  be 

The  attorney    GENERAL  (Sir  read  the  third  time. 

Henry  James)  said,  the  Amendment  was  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 

really  a  question  of  the  reversal  of  words,  «  Th^t  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 

whether  they  should  read  "by  Parlia-  time."— (Ifr.  Attorney  General.) 

ment  of  the  cases  "  or  "  of  the  cases  by  __      TrrA-rkm/x-^T      .-i    i_ 

Parliament;  "and  he  really  thought  the  ^»-  ^^^^  ,^^\}^^  was  quite 

hon.   and  learned  Member  would  not  ready  to  let  the  bad  English  go  with  aU 

think  it  worth  while  to  press  it.  ^^^  sanction  of  the  Attorney  GeneraL 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  that  was  not  so;  Motion  agreed  to. 

it  was  much  more  than  the  mere  reversal  j    i      i_.  j    . 

of  words.    True,  he  proposed  to  strike  .-^lU  read  the  third  time,  and  poMsd, 

out  the  words  "  of  the  cases;"  but,  as  he  without  Amendment. 

had  explained,  it  was  for  the  purpose         

of  afterwards  inserting  after  the  word  WHITEBOY  ACTS  REPEAL  BHJU 

"  Parliament,"    "  of   the   cases  of  the  {Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr,  Jwtin  McCarthy,  Mr. 

said  cities   and  boroughs,"  certainly  a  Gray,  Mr.  A.  M,  Sullivan.) 

clearer  and  more  elegant  form  of  ex-  Tbh^  134  i    seoond  bbaddto. 
pression. 

^      ^.          ^        ,           -  ^  Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to.  , -.  , .           ,          •  ^     ^J*                 • 

^              '  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

Mb.  WARTON    said,    that  after  " That  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill 

"  oases  "  he  projx)sed  to  put  in  the  words  be  deferred  till  Saturday."-— (16*.  T.  P. 

"ofthe  saiadties  and  boroughs," for  V Connor.) 
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ICe.  WASTON  said,  lie  must  object 
to  the  Motion,  for  a  solemn  pledge  had 
been  given  by  the  Prime  Minister  that 
BoChing  bat  Supply  would  be  taken  at 
the  Saturday  Sitting. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  said,  this  was  a 

primte  Membor'a  Bill;  but  he  was  quite 

wiOmg  to  agree  to  its  being  postponed  to 

a  later  day,  if  the  GbvemmeDt  would 

take  charge  of  it.     He  did  not  hear  the 

£rime  Miniater's  pledge  given,  and,  of 

eoorae,  Yk»  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Cromior)  was  not 

bound  by  it.  He  was  quite  willing  to  put 

off  the  Bill  to  a  later  day  if  the  Uovern- 

ment  wonld  withdraw  their  opposition. 

He  was  aware  that  he  would  be  unable 

to  proceed  with  the  Bill  this  Session,  but 

ha  only  wanted  to  bring  it  to  discussion ; 

bnt  that  he  was  prevented  from  doing 

a  the  M'otice  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
mber  for  Batii  (Sir  Arthur  Hayter), 
wl^put  down  he  did  not  know.  He 
had  no  wiali  to  enoumber  the  Saturday's 
Notiee  Paper  if  the  Oovemment  would 
aflbid  him  another  opportunity. 

The  SOIilCITOB  GENEBAL  for 
IBELAND  CMr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
Her  Majesty 'a  Oovemment  could  not 
aftnd   the  hon.  Member  any  such  op- 

'mr^B.  N.  FOWLEB  asked  Mr. 
Speaker  if  it  was  not  open  to  a  Member 
to  more  to  amend  the  Motion  for  post- 
wmement  by  substituting  Monday  for 

fiaftuiday? 

Iffi^.  8P£AKEB:  Such  a  coarse  has 

■aver  been  taken  to  my  knowledge  with- 
eat  Notice  ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member 
AhiV«  proper  to  move  an  Amendment 
flbs  Houae  will  deal  with  it. 

Mb.  B.  N.  FOWLEB  said,  that  he 
mdd  be^  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  post- 
foaed  to  Monday. 

Ha.  WABTON  said,  he  would  second 
ftat  Motion,  which,  though  it  might  be 
WBsnal,  was  jnatified  by  the  unusual 
ttRomatances.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
tifw  a  aolemn  pledge  that  nothing  but 
Inply  ahould  be  taken  on  the  Saturday  ; 
aid  if  any  Bill  were  put  down  for  that 
hj  he  (Mjp.  "Warton)  should  give  it  hie 
faided  opposition. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
"Saturday"  and  insert  ''Monday"  in 
inpoaed  Qneetioii- — {^Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler.) 

Qgiirtiffln  proposed,  '*That  the  word 
B^tadMj  '    stand   part  of  the  Ques- 


Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  said,  he  would 
not  put  the  House  to  the  trouble  of  a 
division,  but  would  assent  to  the  Bill 
being  put  down  for  Monday. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question,  as  amended,  put, 
and  agreed  to. 

Second  Beading  deferred  till  Monday. 

CONVEYANCING    AND    LAW   OF    PRO- 

PERTY  {re-eommitted)  BILL— [Zorrf*.] 

{Mr,  If.  jr.  FowUr.) 

[bill   231.]      COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1  to  SO,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  31  (Appointment  of  new  trus- 
tees, vesting  of  property,  &c.). 

Mr.  WABTON  said,  this  clause  was 
a  very  important  alteration  of  the  law 
with  regard  to  trustees  appointing  them- 
selves sometimes.  He  oojected  to  the 
principle  of  preserving  the  right  to 
trustees  to  appoint  a  new  trustee  in  the 
event  of  a  trustee  being  discharged  or 
dying;  and  he  proposed  to  insert,  in 
line  29,  after  '*  in  writing,"  the  words 
''  with  the  consent  of  the  cestuique 
trustee." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  29,  after 
"in  writing,"  to  insert  "with  the  con- 
sent of  the  cestuique  trustee." — {iir. 
War  ton.) 

Question  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLEB  said,  the  BiU 
had  been  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, by  whom  it  was  approved.  The 
point  raised  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  was  fully  discussed  by  the  Com- 
mittee, and  to  guard  against  the  possi- 
bility of  doubt,  sub -section  7  was  in- 
troduced, which,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
eminent  counsel  who  drew  the  Bill,  fully 
carried  out,  in  legal  phraseology,  the 
provision  as  to  trusts.  He  hoped  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  would  not 
press  the  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ; 
to  be  read  the  third  time  upon  Monday 
next. 
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EAST    INDIAN    EAILWAY    [KEDEMPTION    OF 

ANNUITIES]. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  in  Council  of  India  be  authorised 
to  create  and  issue  such  Capital  Stock  bearing 
interest  at  the  rate  of  three  and  a-half  per 
centum  per  annum,  or  at  any  other  rate  not 
higher  than  four  per  centum  per  annum,  as  may 
be  required  for  the  purpose  of  purchasing  the 
Annuities  issu^  under  "  The  East  Indian  Rail- 
way Company  CPurchase)  Act,  1879,"  or  for  the 
purpose  of  reducing  other  liabilities  charged  on 
the  Revenues  of  India,  and  bearing  interest  at 
a  rate  not  lower  than  the  Stock  so  to  be  created. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Saturday,  i^th  August,  1881. 


The  House    met  at  Twelve  of  the 
olook. 

MINUTES.] — Supply — considered  in  Committee 
— Navy  Estimates  ;  Civil  Sekvices,  Class  V. 
— Foreign  axd  Colonial  Services  ;  Class  VI. 
— Non-Effbctivb  and  Charitable  Services  ; 
Class  VII. — Miscellaneous  ;  Revenue  De- 
partments. 
JReaolutiont  [Augfust  6]  reported. 

Public  Bills — First  heading — Universities  of 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  (Statutes^*  [241]. 

Third  Reading — Drainage  (Ireland)  IVovisional 
Order*  [220]  ;  Elementary  Education  Provi- 
sional Order  Confirmation  (London)  *  [215], 
and  passed. 

QUESTIONS. 


PARLIAMENT— RULES  AND  ORDERS- 
PETITIONS— THE   BRADLAUGH 
PETITIONS. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  Baid,  he 
wished  to  ask  a  Question  of  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Petitions  (Sir 
Charles  Forster).  On  the  2drd  of  June 
the  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  (Baron 
Henry  de  Worms)  asked  a  Question  of 
his  hon.  Friend  whether  a  Petition  pre- 
sented in  this  form  was  one  which  could 
be  aoc^ted  by  the  House.  The  Petition 
referred  to  the  Bradlaugh  case,  and  it 
was  worded  thus : — 


*^  Tour  Petitionen  thereforo  way  that  your 
honourable  House  'wUl  cause  the  law  to  be 
obeyed  and  justice  to  be  done,  and  forth witii 
aUow  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  take  his  seat  on  making 
a  solemn  AfiirmatLon." 

His  hon.  Friend  replied  that  it  was  true 
that  a  Petition  in  which  those  words  were 
contained  had  been  submitted  totheOom« 
mittee  on  Petitions,  and  that  the  ma* 
jority  of  the  Committee  had  determined 
that  those  words  were  not  disrespectfiil 
to  the  House.  And  in  answer  to  a  Qnee* 
tion  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  put  to  the  Speaker  in  the 
same  discussion,  the  Speaker  said — 

"  That  with  regard  to  whether  it  would  bt 
right  that  Petitions  of  that  character  ahould  be 
in  future  received  by  the  House,  it  was  a  quae* 
tion  for  the  decision  of  the  House  rather  than 
for  him  to  decide." 

Two  or  three  days  ago  he  (Sir  Wilfiod 
Lawson)  was  asked  to  present  a  numbes 
of  Petitions  with  regard  to  the  Brad- 
laugh  case,  and  the  following  were  the 
words  of  those  Petitions  : — 


'*  That  no  one  of  the  Estates  of  the 
can,  or  may,  by  itself  alter  or  override  tfat 
statute  law  of  the  Realm ;  that  the  BeaolntigB 
of  your  honourable  House  of  the  27th  of  April 
and  10th  of  May  last  are  respectively  in  direoft 
conflict  with  the  statute  law ;  and  your  PetU 
tioners  therefore  pray  that  your  hononnUs 
House  will  immediately  rescind  the  said  illegsl 
Resolutions." 

He  presented  those  Petitions,  and  he 
subsequently  received  this  intimation 
from  the  Clerk  of  the  Committee  on  Peti- 
tions :  — 

**The  accompanying  Petitions  presented  h^ 
you  are  informal,  as  they  contain  lang^iiage  die* 
respectful  to  the  House  of  Commona.  TImv 
will  not,  therefore,  bo  submitted  to  the  Seleok 
Committee  on  Public  Petitions.*' 

NoW;  the  question  he  wished  to  ask  hia 
hon.  Friend  was  this — that,  as  the  Honee 
had  certainly  not  taken  any  cogniaanoe 
of  those  Petitions,  whether  the  Oom- 
mittee  on  Petitions  had  had  Petitions  of 
that  nature  before  them,  and  had  de- 
cided upon  them  in  the  same  way  as  th^~ 
decided  the  Petitions  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  when  he 
asked  his  Question  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  FORSTER,  in  reply» 
said,  he  was  very  glad  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle  had 
asked  this  Question,  because  he  fdfand 
that  many  Petitions  of  a  Bind}ar  oha* 
racter  had  been  sent  back  to  hem.  Hem-i 
bers.  His  hon.  Friend  had  ooneot^jr 
stated  the  answer  which  he  gave  in 
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Aranoe  to  {he  Qnestion  put  to  him  by 
Aehon.  Member  for  Chreenwich  (Baron 
Henzyde'WofnnB).  He  then  stated  tliat 
AeOominittee,  in  considering  Petitions, 
rae  anxione  to  place  the  most  liberal 
coMtniction  upon  their  languaffe,  and 
ti»BTe  whatever  doubt  there  might  be 
hftvonr  of  the  Petitioners.    Therefore, 
vith  rMnrd  to  the  Petitions  then  alluded 
to^  the  Committee  thought  that  in  asking 
fle  House   to   do  what  was  just  and 
ariity   if  it    were   disrespectful  to  the 
Hoiue,  it  was  merely  an  implied  dis* 
n^Mct,  and   the  majority  of  the  Com- 
■ittee  passed  these  Petitions.    But  the 
Batitioas  to  which  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Ibmber  for  Carlisle  now  referred  went 
a  step  taxOterj  and,  in  direct  and  dis- 
liset  terms,  stated  that  the  Besolutions 
of  the  House  were  illegal,  and  the  Com- 
as the  delegates  of  the  House, 
that  they  could  not  receive  Peti- 

of  the  kind;  and  he  might  say,  as 

kaarinKon  the  question  of  the  conduct 
wi  theClerk  of  the  Conmuttee,  that  they 
iatennined  that  after  that  no  Petitions 
in  similar  terms  could  be  brought 
tliem.  With  the  objectionable 
nrased  the  Committee  would  not 
hs  vawillinR  to  receive  the  Petition. 

THOBOLD  BOGEBS  asked  the 
of  the  Committee  on  Public 
FititiTrnr  whether  the  decision  of  the 
Oommittee  was  based  on  the  absurdity 
tf  the  word  '*  illegal "  in  relation  to  the 
snUnn  of  the  House,  or  of  its  being  a 
fistiDot  affiront  to  the  House  ?  He  said 
dMRirditj,  because  it  was  quite  dear 
no  act  of  the  House  could  be 
He  should  also  like  to  ask  whe- 
it  was  permissible  for  the  phrase 
**uicon8titutional"  to  be  applied  in  re- 
hfioa  to  the  action  of  the  House  on  the 
IMi  of  May.  The  question  involved  was 
lot  one  of  mere  words,  but  one  of  very 
coanderable  significance.  [^Crua  of 
"Older!"] 

Mb.  speaker  :   The  hon.  Gentle- 
MB  is  now  entering  into  debate. 

Hjl  THOBOLD  BOOEBS  said,  he 
Impd  pardon,  he  only  wished  to  know 
what  were  the  reasons  which  induced 
As  Committee  to  reject  these  Petitions  ? 
Sib  OHABUBS  FOBSTEB,  in  reply, 
ind,  that  it  was  quite  sufficient  for  the 
^Vwnittftfr  to  determine  each  case  as  it 
•■i  ba&ve  them,  and  they  were  clearly 
if  flpBion  that  the  use  of  the  word 
'^jDmbI"  waa  deoidedly  disrespectful  to 
tpSrase. 


ORDER     OF    THE    DAT. 

SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair.'' 

XAVY— PROMOTION  —LIEUTENANTS. 

0BUERYATI0N8. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  said,  he  had  giveu 
Notice  that  he  would  call  attention  to 
the  want  of  a  sufficient  number  of  Iron- 
clads for  the  National  defence  and  of 
cruising  vessels  for  training  seamen.  He 
would  not,  however,  occupy  the  time  of 
the  House  then,  as  the  duicussion  of  the 
subject  might  be  taken  on  the  Building 
Vote.     But  with  regard  to  Vote  15,  he 
desired  to  say — and  it  was  more  con- 
venient to  say  it  with  the  Speaker  in  the 
Chair — that  he  looked  with  great  alarm 
and  regret  on  the  stagpiiation  of  promo- 
tion in  the  Eoyal  Navy.     The  arrange- 
ments could  g^ve  content  to  compara- 
tively but  a  small  number  of  officers  on 
the  war  list ;  and  he  was  quite  sure  that 
the  numbers  of  captains  and  commanders 
required  re-adjustment  in  order  to  give 
lieutenants  a  fair  chance  of  rising  accord- 
ing to  merit,  and  not  by  seniority.     He 
could  give  names  familiar  enough  in  the 
Service  as  instances.     One  officer  of  con- 
siderable distinction  and  standing,  who 
had  been  mentioned  in  despatehes  for 
distinguished  services,  he  could  name, 
who,  in  consequence  of  the  limited  num- 
ber of  commanders,  had  never  obtained 
that  position  which  throughout  the  Ser- 
vice ne  was  known  to  deserve.     There 
was  really  no  inducement,  no  stimulus 
to  men,  except  so  far  as  to  perform  their 
duty,  to  exert  themselves,  where  promo- 
tion, which,  of  all  things  the  naval  officer 
most  desired,  was  barred  by  the  limited 
numbers  on  the  upper  list.     He  would 
not  trespass  further  upon  the  time  of 
the  House ;  but  he  thought  it  right,  on 
behalf  of  the  Navy,  to  place  on  record 
his  opinion  in  regard  to  the  subject,  and 
to  request  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
to  bring  this  matter  to  the  notice  of  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  during  the  Recess, 
and  the  strong  desire  that  existed  in  the 
Navy  with  regard  to  the  re-adjustment 
of  the  lists  of  captains  and  commanders, 
so  as  to  give  more  encouragement  and 
more  rapid  promotion  through  that  list 
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to  lieutenants,  who,  after  all,  were  the 
backbone  of  the  Navy. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— THE  MAGIS- 
TRACY— MR.  CLIFFORD  LLOYD,  R.M. 

RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  HEALY,  in  rising  to  move — 

*'That  this  House  condemns  the  refusal  of 
the  Government  to  g^nt  an  investigation  into 
the  conduct  of  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd,  R.M.,  and 
their  refusal  to  notice  the  threats  alleged  to 
have  been  used  by  him  in  dispersing  without 
proclamation  a  peaceful  meeting  in  Drogheda  on 
the  1st  day  of  January',** 

said,  he  was  obliged  to  draw  attention 
to  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Clifford  Uovd 
owing  to  the  unsatisfactory  answer  he 
had  received  on  the  subject  on  Thursday 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land. A  Correspondence  had  taken 
place  on  the  subject,  and  was  published 
in  the  Irish  papers,  and  two  witnesses 
had  stated  that  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  had 
threatened  to  shoot  down  the  people  as- 
sembled at  public  meetings.  Mr.  Clif- 
ford Lloyd  then  came  forward  with  a 
denial  of  the  language  attributed  to  him  ; 
and  the  Question  he  (Mr.  Healy)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  on 
Thursday  was  whether,  in  consequence 
of  the  rumours  concerning  the  conduct 
of  this  gentleman,  the  Government 
thought  it  desirable,  for  the  purpose  of 
maintaining  something  like  confidence 
in  the  administration  of  justice,  to  grant 
an  inquiry  into  the  matter,  and  he  got 
a  very  curt  answer  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  the  Government  did  not  think  it 
necessary  to  grant  an  inquiry  into  the 
facts  of  the  case.  He  at  once  rose  and 
gave  Notice  that  on  going  into  Commit- 
tee of  Supply  to-day  he  would  call  at- 
tention to  the  subject ;  and,  therefore,  he 
was  somewhat  astonished  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  not  thought  it  desirable 
to  be  in  his  place.  Briefly,  the  circum- 
stances were  as  follows :  —  A  Land 
League  meeting  had  been  fixed  to  be 
held  in  Drogheda  on  the  2nd  of  January ; 
and  the  Government,  with  an  acuteness 
that  did  them  not  too  much  credit,  pro- 
claimed the  meeting,  on  the  plea  that  it 
waslikely  tolead  to  a  breach  of  the  peace, 
and  there  were  always  bailiffs  and  others 
ever  ready  to  give  the  required  informa- 
tion. It  happened  that  the  2nd  of  Janu- 
axy  was  a  Sunday,  and  on  the  Satur- 
daj  preceding  a  meetisg  was  appointed 
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to  be  held  at  Dundalk.     Travelling  by 
rail  to  the  latter  place,  he  (Mr.  Healy) 
was  met  at  Drogheda  station  by  a  nam- 
ber  of  people,  who  suggested  that  as  the 
meeting  for  Sunday  at  Drogheda  wbm 
prohibited  for  that  day,  it  would  be  a 
good  thing  to  hold  on  Saturday.     Ha 
acceded  to  this,  and  an  impromptu  meet- 
ing was  held,  therefore,  in  the  Droghedft 
Market  Place.   It  was  market  d  ay ;  it  was 
also  a  Catholic  holiday,  and  thousands  of 
people  assembled.  The  Government,  how- 
ever, were  not  to  be  baulked.  Teleg^rams 
were  despatched  to  Dublin  for  a  troop 
of  dragoons,  and  to  Dundalk  for  the  200 
police  who  had  been  sent  there  to  safe- 
guard law  and  order  during  the  expected 
meeting.    Lo  and  behold,  then,  a  spe- 
cial train  was  got  out  from  Dublin  al 
the  expense  of  the  taxpayers,  into  thia 
the  police  were  crammed,  and  in  the'  n 
middle  of  his  address  to  the  people  al  T 
Drogheda  these  200  police  were  seen  ad*    ' 
vancing  at  the  double.     So  great  mH 
the  haste  of  these  gallant  de&nders  of  V 
law  and  order  that  great  coats,  knap*'  |: 
sacks,   and    blankets — what  the  latter, 
were  carried  for  it  was  difficult  to  say-^ 
were  flung  in  the  mud  outside  the  raiK 
way  station,  and,  with  bayonets  fixed,' 
the  force  came  on  at  the  double,  a  pio-- 
turesque  military  sight.     Not  the  slight-: 
est  word  had  been  said  at  the  meetinff 
likely  to  provoke  a  breach  of  law  aal.;^ 
order ;  the  whole  proceedings  were  con*  \  ^ 
ducted  with  that  calmness  and  dignity 
which  usually  accompanied  Irish  meet* 
ings.     The  meeting  was  presided  orer. 
by  the  parish  priest,  and  other  Oatholi^/ 
clergymen  were  in  the  break  that  served' 
for  a  platform.     There  were  at   leasl^ 
half  a-score  of  the  clergy,  and  these  at].'- 
all  times  had  been  the  best  preservers  of 
law  and  order  and  peace  in  Ireland* 
Thus  engaged  at  this  harmless  meeting,*  ij 
the  200  police  appeared,  headed  by  lu»* 
Clifford  Lloyd,  and  whatever  preeenoa 
of  mind  a  man  addressing  a  meetinff 
might  have,  the  sudden  advance  of  SOO 
men  with  swords  drawn  must  have  ^ 
disquieting  effect  upon  a  meeting.    IX- 
viding  into  two  bodies,  the  armed  fbna 
hemmed  in  the  crowd,  and  there  was  no«*^-. 
thing  to  do  but  surrender.     Mr.  Cliffoid  .j 
Lloyd,  then  addressing  the  conveners  of' 
the  meeting,  said  the  gathering  was  il»  ^i 
legal,  and  he  hoped  the  chairman  woidd'-r 
not  put  him  to  the  necessity  of  dispem*' ' 
ing  it ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  herenisad 
to  show  any  authority  for  doing  so.    Or 


■J 
I 


ins 


SUU  •f  Ir§Umi^         {  August  6,  1 88 1  ] 


The  MagMracy.        1114 


with  the  fixed  bsjonets  around, 
the  meeting  dispened.  Let  those  who 
enjojed  the  right  of  public  meeting  in 
I^ftfrlgar  Square  or  euewhere,  and  had 
t»  do  with  InapeotoT  Denninff  and  the 
psMeftil  hdUnu  of  the  London  police, 
fBalirn  the  position — ^the  dispersal  of  a 
Mrfeotly  legal  meeting  by  an  armed 
ione,  headed  by  a  gentleman  not  in 
VBifSoonn,  who  remaed  to  show  his  autho- 
Btf.  ^e  meeting  dispersed  quietly; 
mj  had  no  weapons,  but  if  they  had, 
ke  would  certainly  not  have  been  op- 

th( 
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posed    to   trying  conclusions  with 
pdiee,    for   the  people  had  as  good  a 

alt  there  as  the  police.  He  was  not  a 
erer  in  the  "  not  a  single  drop  of 
Ibod"  doctrine;  if  the  people  had 
^gfats  they  should  be  prepared  to  en- 
ie  them.  But  the  people,  being  un- 
ked,  dispersed,  and  the  break  with  the 
rman  and  others  passed  on  through 
Ae  files  of  police  who  enfiladed  the 
streets — ^it  was  necessary  to  use  military 
ftvms  in  dealing  with  the  operations  of 
Ae  Irish  police — and  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd, 
ftr  about  the  tenth  time,  declared  that  if 
Asj  aasembled  again,  he  would  disperse 
Ae  meeting  by  force,  and  then  he  read 
As  Biot  Act.  This  was  done  when  there 
no  more  necessity  for  it  than  for  the 
cer  to  g^  up  and  read  the  Riot  Act 
if  the  House ;  and  then  Mr.  Clifford 
Uoydy  in  the  hearing  of  Father  Ander- 
,  of  himself,  and  others  in  the  break, 
I — ''  If  you  assemble  asain  I  will  fire 
joo."  It  was  this  particular  aUega- 
ihat  he  asked  the  Government  to 
the  subject  of  inquiry.  It  was 
_  brought  forward  in  a  question  by 
hon.  Member  for  Drogheda,  an  Eng- 
lih  Gtoitleman,  whose  name  was  well 
Iwrna.  with  that  of  his  brother  (Mr. 
VUtworth),  who  formerly  sat  as  Mem- 
W  for  Newry.  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  had 
kim  transferred  to  Kilmallock  —  per- 
ksfs  because  of  the  vigour  he  had  dis- 
rimd  at  Drogheda,  and  his  conduct  at 
Uinalloek  had  been  very  much  called 
b  question ;  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ihoi^ieda  warned  the  Government  that 
tfbe  was  not  withdrawn  there  might  be 
'■nder.  He  supposed  the  people  of 
ga-^n^W  knew  that  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd 
chain  armour,  and  always  walked 
with  a  bodyguard  of  over  a  dozen 
A  Scotch  gentleman,  a  former 
of  the  House,  Mr.  Boyd  Kin- 
vav,  wrote  to  Th§IhiiyNewg  respecting 
As  fonAv^  ot  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd,  and 


then  the  whole  affair  of  Drogheda  was 
brought  up  again,  and  Mr.  Clifford 
Lloyd's  regime  was  described  as  equally 
bad  as  that  of  the  Bussian  ''  Third  Sec- 
tion." In  consequence  of  Mr.  Clifford 
Lloyd's  conduct  in  Kilmallock,  he  (Mr. 
Healy)  put  a  question  as  to  whether  he 
was  the  same  gentleman  whose  conduct 
at  Drogheda  he  had  described,  and,  in 
doing  so,  he  stated  what  was  within  his 
personal  knowledge,  that  Mr.  Lloyd  had 
threatened  that  if  the  meeting  re-as- 
sembled he  would  fire  on  the  people. 
This  statement  Mr.  Lloyd  denied  in  a 
letter  which  appeared  in  The  Freeman^ e 
Journal,  and  this  letter  was  followed  by 
testimony  in  support  of  the  allegation 
that  he  did  use  the  threat  in  the  shape 
of  successive  letters  from  the  Rev.  Mr. 
Kearney,  the  Rev.  Mr.  MoKee,  and  Mr. 
Francis  Vallery,  a  town  councillor,  who 
all  heard  the  language  used.  Mr.  Lloyd 
mot  these  with  another  denial,  and  as- 
serted that,  addressing  Mr.  Dillon  and 
Mr.  Healy,  he  had  said — "  If  you  ad- 
dress another  meeting  here,  I  shall  be 
forced  to  arrest  you."  It  should  be 
mentioned  that  at  the  time  Mr.  Lloyd  so 
acted  he  was  not  a  magistrate  of  the 
town,  though  The  Gazette  gave  an  ex  post 
facto  legalization  of  his  conduct,  and  he 
was  actually  overriding  the  authority  of 
the  mayor  and  other  magistrates  of 
Drogheda,  who  had  passed  a  resolution 
that  there  was  no  necessity  to  interfere 
with  the  meeting.  This  foreign  Orange- 
man came  from  Monaghan,  or  wherever 
he  carried  on  his  functions,  with  his  200 
armed  men,  to  disperse  a  legal  meeting 
by  force.  The  Government  wanted  to 
get  out  of  the  matter  and  to  hush  it  up, 
and  that  was  the  reason  why  they  re- 
fused to  grant  the  sworn  inquiry  asked 
for.  There  could  be  no  doubt  as  to  the 
language  used  by  Mr.  Lloyd,  who  had 
spoken  as  loudly  and  as  distinctly  as 
though  he  had  been  an  Egyptian  or  a 
Turkish  Pasha.  He  should  have  thought 
that  the  Government  would  have  been 
only  too  anxious  to  have  granted  this 
inquiry  in  order  to  clear  the  character  of 
this  Governmental  paragon,  who  was  one 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  s  pets.  If  Mr. 
Lloyd  was  satisfied  that  ho  was  in  the 
right  in  the  matter,  he  would  look  upon 
such  an  inquiry  as  a  boon.  The  Go- 
vernment, however,  shrank  from  any 
investigation  of  the  facts  of  the  case, 
cast  round  Mr.  Lloyd  the  veil  of  (hi^ 
vernmental  silence  and  mystery,  and  re« 
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fused  to  permit  any  inquiry  to  be  held 
into  the  brutal  conduct  of  this  man.  He 
would  have  supposed  that  in  the  dis- 
turbed state  of  Ireland  the  Government 
would  have  been  glad  to  probe  to  the 
bottom  every  particular  source  of  griev- 
ance ;  but  by  their  refusal  they  had  vir- 
tually admitted  the  entire  case  of  the 
dissentients.  The  Government  could  not 
expect  the  people  of  Kilmallock  to  sub- 
mit to  the  coercion  rigimej  or  to  have 
much  respect  for  Mr.  Cliflbrd  Lloyd, 
after  refusing  this  inquiry,  or  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  would  expect  justice 
would  ever  be  done  until  a  magistrate 
was  appointed  who  would  act  impartially 
before  all  classes,  and  whose  conduct, 
when  impugned,  could  be  inquired 
into.  In  the  circumstances,  no  other 
course  was  left  open  to  the  Irish  Bepre- 
sentatives  than  to  come  to  that  House 
and  ask  it  to  condemn  the  course  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  pursued 
in  this  matter.  In  conclusion,  he  begged 
to  move  the  Resolution  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  this  House  condemns  the  refusal  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  grant  an  investigation  into  the 
conduct  of  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd,  R.M.,  and  their 
refusal  to  notice  the  threats  alleged  to  have  been 
used  by  him  in  dispersing  without  proclamation 
a  peaceful  meeting  at  Drogheda  on  the  1st  day 
of  January," — (Mr.  Healy^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 

Sroposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
tuestion.'' 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
he  should  not  have  risen  so  early  in  the 
debate  but  for  the  natural  observation 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  that  he 
had  expected  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land would  have  been  present.  He  (the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland)  had  been 
requested  to  offer  an  apology  to  the  House 
for  the  Chief  Secretary's  absence,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  being  obliged  to  at- 
tend a  Cabinet  meeting,  and,  therefore, 
unable  to  put  before  the  House  his  own 
views  on  the  matter.  No  one  could 
blame  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
for  bringing  forward  this  Motion  with  the 
object  of  clearing  up  what  had  become 
a  point  of  newspaper  oontroversy — a  con- 
troversy, he  was  sotty  to  say,  which  had 
kept  alive  matters,  but  which  had  better 
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have  been  allowed  to  die  out  of  mind- 
The  question  was  not  as  to  Mr.  Lloyd's 
conduct  in  Kilmallock,  but  as  to  a  trans* 
action  which  occurred  seven  months  aso, 
and  the  principal  allegation  was  that  tho 
magistrate  lost  his  temper  on  that  ocoa« 
sion,  and  used  language  of  a  violent  oha^ 
racter.  Already  the  question  had  been 
dealt  with  in  that  House.  So  far  back 
as  the  24th  of  January  a  Question  was 
asked  by  one  of  the  hon.  Members  fbr 
Louth,  and  since  then  the  matter  had 
been  closed,  until  it  was  now  revived. 
It  was  a  gentleman  named  Boyd  TCiiinflar 
who  revived  the  controversy,  and  there 
had  been  a  general  rush  into  the  news- 
papers. Everybody  who  was  familiar 
with  the  practical  events  of  life  knew 
that  nothmfi^  was  so  difficult  as  to  re- 
member with  perfect  accuracy,  even  on 
the  moment,  the  substance,  much  lees  ths  ^^^ 
particulars,  of  what  occurred,  or  to  idea-  j),^ 
tify  the  exact  words  used,  or  even  tbe  i^^ 
persons  who  used  them.  A  remarkable  ^^ 
instance  of  this  occurred  in  the  House  ^^ 
of  Commons  only  yesterday.  The  him.  <.: 
Member  for  the  City  of  London  {lb.  il' 
R.  N.  Fowler)  possessed  a  voice  and  Ai| 
mode  of  expression  that  would  be  reoog^  |^ 
nized  by  anybody  who  ever  heard  hioL  v . 
Yet  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampfeo4ir* 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh),  who  was  not  now  iit'^*' 
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the  House,  but  who  sat  in  it  for  a  ooi^ 


iu 


siderable  time,  and  must  have  besB^. 
familiar  with  the  voice  of  the  hon.  Mem-  >}^ 
ber  for  the  City  of  London,  wrote  a  letlsr  "v^^ 
to  his  Colleague  in  the  representation  of  ^ 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  stating  %^ 
distinctly  that  he  heard  the  hon.  MenH4^ 
ber  for  the  City  of  London  use  tlM  ?_ 
words  *'  Kick  him  out,"  which  he  ooa*  ~ 
sidered  so  much  a  breach  of  Privilegi 
as  to  ask  the  intervention  of  the  Hoosi 
■concerning  it,  alid  he  added  that  if  tkft 
House  did  not  take  the  matter  np  hi' 
would  proceed  by  summons  against  flMt 
Member  for  the  City  of  London  for  ift*  \ 
citing  to  a  breach  of  the  peace.  Whil 
was  the  reply  of  the  hon.  Member  tdki 
the  City  ?  He  said—''  I  did  not  use  tbi  ' 
languafi^e  at  all."  This  was  a  case  tt. 
which  the  hon.  Member  forNortham^ 
who  did  not  sit  in  the  House,  but  w 
word  would  be  trusted  equally  as 
as  that  of  any  other  hon.  Member, 
what  he  believed  to  be  the  fact,  that  oei^ 
tain  words  were  used  by  a  person  wheil^ 
voice  it  was  hardly  possible  for  anyoall 
to  mistake ;  yet  here  they  had  an  mittM 
tration  of  the  difficulty  which  0Oifl#> 


Uir       atm^Mmi—        {kmvn 

IhMS  ATOM  of  dsimiiiiiiiig  what  ao- 
ImOj  had  teken  plao*  whan  difl^rent 
|KMBs  rame  to  |^t«  their  TflnioiiB 
if  ft  particalar  oooomnce.  The  oon- 
feomraj,  therefoM,  reeolTed  itself  into 
Ut — Mr.  Uojd  stated  distinctl;  that  he 
W  not  ase  the  lan^age  imputed  to 
Ud^    and    highly  nspeotable  Catholic 

ilajljiiii n  lliiif  hn  dill  linn  it    There 

Aa  coDtrovera;  mnained  at  preeent. 
Bure  WB8  BO  one  in  Ireland,  ntnch  less 
>  m^istrate,  who  waa  abore  the  law. 
Ba  iJaw  was  open  to  everybody  to 
^■Ml  to.  [''Oh!"].  Of  course,  he 
tB  not  expect  hon.   Oentlemen  oppo- 

■  to  a^iiM  with  him,  eapeoiBllT  in 
Batter  of  this  kind.  Nerertheteas, 
voold  repeat  it  waa  his  opinion,  at 

erento,  that  nobody  waa  abore  the 
It  was  open  to  anybody,  when 
I^^Htrste  acted  illeguly — and  Mr. 
""■  1  lAojA  would  hare  acted  illegally 
t  the  hon.  Uember  fol  Wexford 
i  ateted  were  true — of  challennng 
ieondnot  through  the  ordinary  chan- 
'  I  of   the   law.     The    hon.    Member 

~  — tliough  he  (the  Solioitor  Oeneral 

bitefatnd)  did  not  think  he  meant  the 
M*  to  follow  him  out  to  the  fall — 
I  if  die  Uoremment  did  not  grant 
b  iaqidxT  no  remedy  waa  open  to  any- 
~''  who  waa  illegally  treated.  He 
iaane  at  onoe  on  that.  No  one 
r  batter  than  the  hon.  Member  that 

■  kw  wna  open  to  all.  Therefore,  the 
~k.]C«mber  was  not  oorreot  when  he 

i  Aat  if  this  inqniir  waa  not  granted 
'  LToatigation  nould  take  place.  To 
k  the  inquiry  aaked  for  would  be 
t  and  exceptional,  and  that  was 
ing  to  DO  disconjaged.  He 
I  ao  heaitatioD  in  arowing  that  he 
[  anything  ontmde  the  ordinary 
J  of  the  law.  [^Ironical  eke»r»r\ 
•waa  (me  and  only  one  tribunal  be- 
vUA  aoobareniee  of  law  or  fact 
%  b«  properly  adjndicatad  npon,  and 
!«•■  a  Ooort  of  Law,  presided  over 
^  k,  Judge,  who  was  acquainted  with 
to  iav  and  who  vaa  nnawayed  by  pre- 
'  JM^iee.  He  did  not  mistake  the  good- 
'  aatared  cheer  from  below  the  Gang- 
way. But  tbey  would  have  been 
Udlog  their  heads  in  the  sand  if  they 
)»d  not  Tocogmiad,  aa  the  House  had 
teeognized,  that  exceptional  legislation, 
In  which  that  ebeer  referred,  was 
nMe«sac7  to  me«t  exceptional  oircum- 
That,  howerer,  made  it  more 
dejait  as  litde  as  pos- 
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aible  from  the  ordinary  law  in  ordinary 
cases.  But  what  had  ooourred  F — and 
about  this  there  was  no  controversy. 
Sworn  information  was  laid  before  his 
Ezoellenoy  tlie  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land tbat  Ihe  meeting  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  "Wexford  had  re- 
ferred, and  which  was  contemplated  to 
be  held  on  the  2nd  of  January,  had 
been  convened  for  the  purpose  of  de- 
nouncing an  individual  wnosc  life  would 
not  have  been  safe  if  that  meeting  were 
allowed  to  take  place.  Such  was  the 
evidence  upon  which  the  Oovernment 
aoted.  He  (the  Solicitor  Qeneral  for 
Ireland)  would  ask  hon.  Members, 
when  evidence  of  that  kind  was  laid 
before  the  Government,  affirmed  by 
oompetent  persons,  and  when  care- 
ful inquiries  showed  there  was  rea- 
son to  apprehend  these  anticipations 
were  well  founded,  could  the  Govern- 
ment have  acted  otherwise  than  they 
had  done  ?  Suppose  an  information  of 
that  kind  was  laid  before  the  Qo- 
vemment,  and  that  the  Government 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  proba- 
bility was  well  founded,  but  did  not  in- 
terfere ;  and  let  it  farther  be  supposed 
that  violent  scenes  took  place,  would 
anyone  venture  to  exculpate  the  Go- 
vernment from  the  charge  that  they  had 
disregarded  the  peace  of  the  country  f 
When  large  bodies  of  men  assembled, 
even  for  the  most  lawful  purposes,  it 
was  sometimes  difficult,  nay,  even  im- 
possible, to  keep  them  within  the  bounds 
of  peace  and  omer. 

Mb.  HEALY  :  Has  there  ever  been 
a  riot  in  Ireland  after  a  public  meet- 
ing? 

Thk  solicitor  general  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnsom): 
There  had  not,  for  this  reason — that  the 
Government  had  never  interfered — 
[Ironical  chefrt] — he  would  feel  obliged 
if  hon.  Members  would  allow  him  to 
finish  his  sentence — the  Government  had 
not  interfered  except  in  those  cases  where 
such  information  as  tliat  which  he  had 
mentioned  had  been  laid  before  them. 
The  Government  did  not  interfere  with 
meetings  unless  they  had  evidence  be- 
fore them  that  the  meeting  would  be  at- 
tended with  disturbance.  On  this  par- 
ticular occasion,  as  he  had  said,  sworn 
information  was  laid  before  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  as  to  the  nature  and  object 
of  the  meeting.  Upon  that  sworn  evi- 
denoe  the  Iiord  lieutenant  issued  his 
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Proclamation,  upon  the  face  of  whicli 
was  sbown  the  reason  of  the  Govern- 
ment interference,  and  the  effect  of  which 
was  not  to  make  the  meeting  legal  or 
illegal,  but  to  caution  the  people  that  if 
they  took  part  in  a  meeting  of  that  kind 
they  would  render  themselves  .subject  to 
the  consequences  of  the  law.  That  Pro- 
clamation was  accordingly  widely  pub- 
lished. He  thought ,  as  well  as  he  could 
recollect,  that  it  was  torn  down  in  many 
places  in  Drogheda;  but  that  was  be- 
side the  matter.  Representations  were 
made  by  those  supposed  to  have  in- 
fluence in  Drogheda,  to  the  magistrates, 
that  the  meeting  would  not  take  place. 
Another  meeting  was  about  to  take  place 
near  Dundalk,  which  was  only  a  few 
miles  distance,  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  was  goin^* 
and  which  was  not  proclaimed  at  all. 
That  was  an  instance  of  how  carefully 
the  Government  drew  the  line  of  dis- 
tinc:tion  with  regard  to  such  meetings. 
In  consequence  of  the  representations  to 
which  he  had  referred,  that  nothing 
would  take  place  at  Droffheda  of  a  dis- 
turbing character,  he  beheved  nearly  all 
the  police  and  magistrates  were  removed 
from  the  town.  The  hon.  Member  was 
goinff  down  on  Saturday,  and  the 
meeting  was  to  have  taken  place  in 
Drogheda  on  Sunday.  Saturday  was 
market  day  in  Drogheda.  The  town  was 
full  with  people ;  there  were  no  police 
there,  and  suddenly  a  large  meeting  was 
convened  in  the  very  town  and  in  the 
very  place  in  which  the  meeting  was  an- 
nounced to  be  held  on  the  following  day. 
It  was  not  going  too  far  to  say  that  any- 
body would  reasonably  suppose  that  that 
was  the  meeting  of  the  following  day 
called  by  anticipation.  It  was  not  a 
casual  meeting  at  all  of  a  fortuitous 
concourse  of  people.  It  was  convened 
by  posters  sent  out,  and  by  bellmen  sent 
round  to  announce  it.  In  that  state  of 
things  a  large  number  of  people  were 
convened  on  the  spot  where  the  meeting 
which  was  to  have  been  held  the  follow- 
ing day  had  been  prohibited,  in  the 
very  neighbourhood  where  danger  was 
apprehended,  and  under  circumstcmces 
precisely  similar  to  those  under  which 
the  meeting  to  be  held  on  the  following 
day  had  been  prohibited.  Now,  it  must 
be  remembered  that  the  position  of  a 
magistrate  in  Ireland  at  all  times,  and 
especially  in  these  times,  was  a  most 
peculiar  and  a  most  responsible  one.    A 
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man  filling  that  office  must  poaaesa  great 
courage  combined  with  tact,  judgmenti 
and  temper — he  must  act  not  as  though 
he  was  the  master  of  the  people,  whieh 
he  was  not,  but  as  the  servant  of  Uio 
law,  which  he  was,  and  he  must  have 
nerve  enough  and  knowledge  enough  to 
act  upon  the  spur  of  the  moment  and 
upon  his   own  responsibility.     In   the 
present  case,   it  was    fortunate,   as  it 
appeared,  that  the  hon.  Member  wlio 
had    brought    this   matter    under  the 
notice  of  the  House  was  present  at  the 
meeting  in  question,  because  he  had 
advised  the  people  to  disperse  qoietiji 
and  they  had  followed  his  advice.    £La 
had  heard  with  regret  the  hon.  Memp 
her  say  that  if   the  people  had  had 
weapons  in  their  hands  he  should  ham 
advised  them  to  use  them.  He  thougliti 
however,  that  the  hon.  Member  did  himi- 
self  an  injustice  in  making  that  slats* 
ment,  and  that  he  misjudged  his  owm 
disposition,  because  he  was  satisfied  that 
the  hon.  Member  would  have  thoogiif': 
twice  before  he  gave  the  people  soflb; 
disastrous  advice.    The  hon.   MembsT: 
was,  perhaps,  a  little  over-anxious  tS; 
show  that  he  had  the  couraee  of  hift^ 
opinions;  but  he  did  not  beueve 
he  would  really  have  incited  the  _ 
to  bloodshed.    It  happened,  howevsilj 
fortunately,  that  no  collision  oocuxredi 
between  the  people  and  the  police,  and: 
that  everything  passed  off  quietly,  w~ 
the  legitimate  object  of  the  meeting 
attained  when  it  was  adjourned  to  fhf  j 
hotel,  where  no  ill  consequences  oouU- 
result  from  holding  it.     It  was  aveqf^j 
different  thing  to  hold  a  meeting  in  %? 
building  and  to  hold  one  out-of-do(n%\ 
where  no  control  could  be  exercised 
the   passions    of   the    multitude.    Mr.- 
Lloyd,  believing  that  this  out-of-di 
meeting  was  a  mere  anticipation  of  thai'' 
which  had  been  prohibited,  and  that  itoj 
objects  were  the  same,  and  were 
lated  to  endanger  personal  safety,  hid; 
taken  upon  himself  the  responsibility  of. 
putting  an  end  to  it ;  and  he  must 
fess  that,  had  he  been  in  Mr.  IAajif%\ 
place  on  the  occasion,  acting  on  his  n^'l 
sponsibility  as  a  conservator  of  the  piib*< 
lie  safety,  he  should  have  felt  it  to  *^  '^ 
his  duty  to  have  required  that  mi       _ 
to  disperse.  Everything  had,  fortunatslll^; 
terminated  peaceably,  and  nothing  mi»|^f 
would  have  been  heard  of  it  had  it  ttoif 
become  a  subject  of  nevrspaper  oo&fr^' 
versy.  The  witty  Canon  (Sdnej  Smtti 
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kd  Mid  that  fhare  were  three  things 
lAiflh  every  man  thought  he  ooold  do-— 
ftnn  a  amall  quantity  of  land,  drive  a 

eg,  and  write  a  letter  to  a  newspaper. 
D&rtonately,  Mr.  Lloyd  had  thought 
Aafc  he  could  do  the  last,  and  he  accord- 
in^y  addressed  a  letter  to  a  newspaper, 
mdi  he  had  much  better  have  put  into 
As  fire,  as  it  had  immediately  challenged 
sontvoTersy.  It  was  said  that  Mr.  Lloyd's 
statement  was  contradicted  by  the  state- 
Msnts  of   hi^dy  respectable  Catholic 
dsfgyiuen.     flveryone  who  knew  any- 
Amg^  about    the    matter  or  had  any 
haowledge  of  Lreland  must  admit  the 
■mieiiae  and  important  influence  which 
fte  Oatholio  clergy  in  Lreland  exercised 
and   often    exercised — in   the   inte- 
BBSfts  of  peace  and  order ;  and  most  cer- 
ftsinly  it  would  have  been  very  wronff, 
the  part  of  Mr.  Lloyd  or  of  anybody 
to  have  said  to  a  Catholic  dergy- 
or  to  any  other  of  Her  Majesty's 
■Aiecta — "  If  you   do  not  disperse  I 
will  shoot  yon  down."    He  was  elad  to 
he  able  to  state  that  Mr.  Lloyd  most 
smnhatioally  denied  that  he  had  used 
mbL  laaffoage.    The  hon.  Member  said 
ftat  he  nad  heard  Mr.  Lloyd  use  lan- 
to  that  effect ;  but  even  he  could 
mself  to  remember  the  exact 
while  two  Catholic  clergymen 
to  give  what   they    stated 
l9  be  the  identical  words.    Cler^men, 
however,   were  not  more  infaUible  in 
|Bfait  of  memory  than  anybody  else,  and 
Aanst  be  remembered  that  all  parties 
we  speaking  of  what  occurred  seven 
■snths  ago,  at  a  moment  when  great 
■aitement  prevailed  on  all  sides.  Under 
sB  tibeee  droumstances,  he  would  ask  the 
Isa.  Member  not  to  press  his  Motion ; 
■d  he  aaked  the  House  not  to  weaken 
Ae  action  of  justice  and  the  arm  of  the 
Ibv  in  Ireland  under  trying    circum- 
rtsaoesof  extreme  difiiculty  by  unneces- 
wSsj  casting  censure  upon  those  who 
wns  called  upon  to  administer  justice 
ftsM.    If  any  wrong  had  been  done  to 
Mividoalsy  the  ordinary  remedies  which 
Aa  law  afforded  to  everyone  were  open 


CSULLIVAN    said,    that   for 

gaasons  than  one  he  supported  the 

of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 

AvWesfixrd.    He  agreed  with  the  So- 

Gheneral  for  &land  that  nearly 

months  had   elapsed  since    the 

in  Drogheda;  but  how 

since  had  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd 
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attempted  to  tyrannize  over  the  people 
of  Limerick  County  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.M.  Johnson)  rose  to 
Order.  He  wished  to  know  if  the  hon. 
Member  should  not  confine  himself  to 
the  terms  oi  the  Motion  before  the 
House,  which  had  only  relation  to  the 
occurrence  at  Drogheda. 

Ma.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
is  in  Order. 

Mr.  0' SULLIVAN,  continuing, 
thought  he  was  quite  right  in  alluding 
to  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Lloyd,  as  this  was 
a  Motion  asking  for  an  investigation 
into  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Lloyd  as  a  Go- 
vernment official.  Was  is  not  a  fact 
that  this  gentleman  attempted  to  tjrran- 
nize  over  the  people  of  the  County  Lime- 
rick on  several  occasions  ?  Anyone  who 
was  acquainted  with  the  history  of  1798 
must  be  aware  that  it  was  the  action  of 
such  men  as  Mr.  Lloyd  that  drove  the 
people  into  revolt ;  and  he  had  no  doubt 
that  if  there  were  ten  or  a  dozen  such 
men  scattered  over  Ireland  they  would 
be  able  to  drive  the  people  into  revolt 
and  desperation.  In  ICilmallock  he  had 
given  both  offence  and  annoyance  to  the 
people  of  that  district.  On  one  occa- 
sion he  had  directed  the  police  to  sum- 
mon four  respectable  ladies  who  were 
standing  in  the  street  waiting  for  a  lady 
friend,  because,  as  he  said,  they  had 
used  impertinent  language  to  the  police  ; 
and  the  policeman  who  prosecuted  stated 
that  the  only  impertinent  language  they 
had  used  was  that  they  called  him 
**  Lloyd's  Pet."  Of  course,  the  sum- 
mons was  dismissed.  Very  shortly  after 
that,  Mr.  Lloyd  summoned  a  delicate  old 
woman  about  70  years  of  age,  and  sen- 
tenced her  to  six  months'  imprisonment, 
or  to  give  substantial  bail,  lor  abusing 
another  woman.  When  two  respectable 
and  substantial  bailsmen  came  before 
him  he  refused  to  accept  them ;  but  he 
accepted  them  afterwards,  after  keeping 
that  imfortunate  woman  a  fortnight  in 
gaol.  Again,  when  he  saw  three  or 
four  respectable  farmers  or  shopkeepers 
standing  together  in  the  street  he  sent 
his  police  to  disperse  them,  or  to  take 
down  their  names,  as  though  he  were 
lord  and  master  of  the  place  for  the 
time  being.  He  asked  the  Govern- 
ment were  they  going  to  withhold  an 
inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  a  gentleman 

uiity  of  such  conduct  as  that?  He 
Mr.  0' Sullivan)  had  seen  on  one  occa- 
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sion  prisoners  taken  to  the  private 
residence  of  Mr.  Lloyd,  and  sent  to 
prison  after  tlie  investigation  made  there. 
Though  anyone  might  be  mistaken  as  to 
words  used,  he  could  hardly  be  mis- 
taken as  to  an  actual  fact  like  that. 
Why,  then,  had  Mr.  Lloyd  put  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  in  a  false 
position  by  allowing  him  to  deny  that 
he  had  ever  convicted  men  at  his  private 
residence  ?  Again,  in  the  case  of  the 
poor  woman  Coleman,  it  was  at  first 
said  that  she  was  only  one  night  in 
prison ;  but  it  was  afterwards  admitted 
that  she  was  in  gaol  for  16  nights.  In 
point  of  fact,  he  (Mr.  O'SuUivan)  knew 
that  three  of  the  replies  that  had  been 
made  in  that  House  on  behalf  of,  and 
on  the  information  of,  Mr.  Lloyd,  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  were 
not  in  accordance  with  the  facts.  He 
also  knew,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  he 
used  the  Coercion  Act  for  the  purpose  of 
personal  vindictiveness.  He  challenged 
the  Solicitor  General  to  show  any  charge 
against  two  men  arrested  in  Kilfinane 
under  the  Coercion  Act  named  Daniel 
Beardon  and  Francis  Allen,  except 
simply  and  solely  that  they  had  refused 
to  supply  cars  to  Mr.  Lloyd  and  the 
police.  He  challenged  him  to  show 
any  charge  against  Andrew  Mortel  and 
Edward  O'Neill,  who  had  also  been  ar- 
rested, except  that  they  collected  money 
to  pay  a  fine  of  £3  and  costs  which  Mr. 
Lloyd  had  imposed  upon  two  men  and  a 
married  woman  in  his  private  residence. 
O'Neill  and  Mortel  collected  money  for 
the  purpose  from  the  shopkeepers  of  the 
town,   and   went  to  the  barracks  and 

Said  the  fine  and  costs ;  and  in  three 
ays  afterwards  a  warrant  was  down 
from  the  Lord  Lieutenant  for  the  arrest 
of  these  two  men.  It  was  alleged  that 
they  had  coerced  people  to  subscribe  the 
money;  but  he  (Mr.  O'Sullivan)  was 
prepared  to  prove  by  the  statement  of 
the  shopkeers  who  subscribed  the  money 
that  they  had  given  their  subscriptions 
voluntanly.  Ho  got  a  declaration  to 
that  effect  from  all  the  subscribers, 
which  he  sent  to  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Irel^d  to  show  that  the  sub- 
scribers were  not  coerced  in  any  sense  of 
the^  word.  He  said  that  the  tyrannical 
action  of  Mr.  Lloyd  was  indulged  in  to 
gratify  his  own  private  vindictiveness, 
and  not  to  defend  or  uphold  the  law. 
He  thouffht  it  a  very  fJEdse  position  for 
a  Liberal  Oovemment  to  oooupy  if  they 

ifi*.  ffSMivm 


withheld  an  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of 
a  man  who  haa  brought  .such  discredit 
upon  the  administration  of  justice  in 

Ireland.  

Mb.  J.  OOWEN  said,  he  was  not 
aware  that  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Clifford 
Lloyd  was  to  be  called  in  question  that 
day,  or  he  would  have  provided  himself 
with  information  respecting  theprooeed- 
ing^  of  that  gentleman,  which  might 
have  helped  the  House  to  a  decision  on 
the  subject.  But  let  them  look  at  the 
matter  as  it  was  put  before  them  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy). 
What  was  the  pith  of  the  charge  ?  Here 
was  a  legal  meeting  being  held  in  a 
peaceable  town  for  a  peaceable  purpose, 
and  in  quite  a  constitutional  way.  The 
gentleman  was  not  a  magistrate  of  the 
town,  nor,  he  believed,  of  the  county ; 
but  he  dispersed  the  gathering  by  a 
body  of  armed  men,  and  in  dispersing  it 
used  language  that  was  calculated  to 
rouse  ang^  passions,  if  not  to  excite  to 
a  breach  of  the  peace.  There  was  no 
question  as  to  the  facts.  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  in  his  very  tempe- 
rate statement,  had  substantially  ad- 
mitted the  accusation,  and  he  had  given 
it  as  his  opionion  that  the  languaM 
used  was  'objectionable.  Now,  he  (lu. 
J.  Cowen)  wished  to  ask  hon.  Gentle- 
men near  him  how  they  would  have 
acted  and  what  they  would  have  said  if 
a  meeting  held  for  a  like  purpose  under 
like  conditions  had  been  forcibly  dis- 
persed in  any  English  town  ?  He  knew 
it  was  useless  appealing  to  the  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  the  Irish  Executive  in  that 
House ;  and  he  knew,  too,  that  am>eals  to 
the  ordinary  followers  of  the  MinistiT 
would  be  equally  futile.  But  there  stiU 
must  be— and  he  knew  there  were-* 
some  who  had  not  altogether  forsotten 
the  Radical  principles  they  prorossed, 
and  upon  which  they  had  been  returned 
to  that  House.  He  asked  them  to  make 
the  case  their  own  and  conceive— if  in 
any  of  their  constituencies  such  aetion 
had  been  taken  by  a  magistrate— what 
would  have  been  their  attitude  to  the 
governing  authorities.  He  had  an  in- 
stinctive dislike  of  personal  qtianrda^ 
and  he  reg^tted  that  this  question 
should  have  to  hinge  in  any  way  npaa 
the  character  of  an  official.  He  dwed 
say  that  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  was  a  tbtj 
honourable  man,  that  according  to  hu 
lights  he  was  conscientious,  and,  Uke  Ilia 
most  of  them,  well-meaning.    But  hi$ 
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liad  been  a  soldiery  and  he  earned  the 
pnustioea  of  the  barrabk-yard  into  poli- 
tiee.    He  was  a  strict  and  unbending 
martinet.    He  ordered  the  people  about 
in  eremi  sharper  terms  than  he  would 
hare  spoken  to  soldiers  upon  parade. 
And  wnen  they  fkuled  to  comply  with 
Ida  orders  he  cQd  not  hesitate  to  strain 
file  law  to  punish  them.    The  Solicitor 
Genaral  for  Ireland  had  said  that  men 
in  authority  should  use  their  powers 
witii  tact    and  judgment.     He   quite 
agreed  with  that  statement ;  and  it  was 
beeanae  Mr.  Lloyd   did   not   use  his 
powers  with  tact  and  judgment  that 
■uc2l  incessant  oomplaints  were  made 
■gunst  him.  Irelana  was  in  a  disturbed 
and  excited  state.  The  Oovemment  had 
narer  ceased  to  proclaim  this  all  the 
flnsrrinn    The  veriest  tyro  in  administra- 
licm  knew  that  in  ruling  a  people  in 
audi   a   temper   reasonable    allowance 
rfMMil^  be  made.    The  law,  it  was  true, 
had  to  be  enforced.     If  there  was  no 
law  there  would  be  tyranny.   But  there 
were  different  means  of  enforcing  the 
law.    Sonaetimes  it  was  enforced  in  such 
a  way  as  to  bring  it  into  contempt.    At 
ofher  times  its  enforcement  earned  for 
tfie  law  and  the  lawmakers  respect.    In 
tte  Novtti  of  England,  during  a  period 
eC  ezoiteinent  quite  as  great  as  now  ex- 
iated  in  Ireland  Sir  Charles  Napier  was 
m  command  of  the  military  forces,  and 
he  had  under  him,  as  his  chief  officer, 
fte  late  Ixnrd  Clyde.    Notwithstanding 
flie  diatorbed  condition  of  the  populace, 
fliere   was — through  the  wisdom  and 
sonaideration  of  &ese  judicious  com- 
to  collision  with  the  authori- 
Thia  was  set  out  with  great  minute- 
in  the  lives  of  these  two  distin- 
gnished  officers,  and  might  be  studied 
with  adTantage  by  those  charged  with 
fte  government  oi  Ireland  at  this  mo- 
■ont.    The  tact  and  judgment  of  the 
two  men  he  had  mentioned  saved  Eng- 
hmd  fiom  bloodshed  and  serious  dis- 
ariar.    There  were  three  qualities  re- 
mired  in  dealing  with  the  Ijish  people. 
Buee  were  finnness,  justice,  and  sym- 
psfliy.    The  law  shomd  be  firmly  as- 
sated,  joatioe  should  be  impartially  ad- 
ainistered,  and  there  should  be,  on  the 
psrfc  of  ito  administrators,  reasonable 
aq[Kd  ibr  the  troubles  and  distress  of 
Aa  people.     Ur.  Clifford  Lloyd  had  not 
Aown  £eae  qualities,  and  other  magis- 
taites  in  Ireland  had  been  equally  do- 
loisBt    Hence  the  state  of  chronic  irri- 


tation that  was  kept  up.  He  had  a 
strong  objection  to  make  anyone  a  vic- 
tim— even  so  unattractive  a  person  as 
Mr.  Lloyd — and  he  knew  it  was  easy  to 
make  a  set  at  a  man  when  popular  feel- 
ing was  against  him.  But  he  was  bound 
to  say  this — that  he  had  been  in  Ireland 
sundry  times  recently,  and  had  had 
some  opportunity  of  learning  the  opinion 
entertained  of  Mr.  Lloyd's  administra- 
tion. He  was  stating  the  simple  fact 
when  he  said  that  men  of  all  classes  in 
the  districts  over  which  that  magistrate 
ruled  regarded  him  as  a  source  of  dis- 
like and  an  incitement  to  discontent. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Drogheda  (Mr. 
Whitworth) — who  certainly  had  little 
in  common  with  Gentlemen  opposite — 
knew  Mr.  Lloyd,  and  declared  that  he  was 
nothing  short  of  a  firebrand.  And  yet 
he  was  not  only  now  in  office,  but  he 
was  held  up  as  a  pattern  by  the  Irish 
Secretary.  It  was  just  this  sort  of  ad- 
ministration that  created  Irish  troubles. 
Measures  devised  in  that  House  with  the 
best  intentions  and  conceived  with  the 
most  beneficent  purpose  were  intrusted 
for  their  execution  to  unsympathetic 
officials.  And  these  officials  fought 
against  them  and  defeated  them.  The 
designs  of  Parliament  were  thus  ren- 
dered inoperative.  It  was  well  to  recog- 
nize the  ract  that  in  England  there  were 
political  and  social  opinions  that  per- 
meated all  classes — the  aristocratic,  the 
trading,  and  the  industrial.  If  you  cut 
a  line  through  English  society  you  would 
find  opinions  mingling  freely  amongst 
all  these  social  layers.  In  Ireland  it 
was  different.  The  ruling  caste  which 
constituted  the  upper  strata  held  certain 
political,  social,  or  religious  opinions. 
The  ordinary  people  held  entirely  oppo- 
site views.  There  was  no  intermingling 
of  classes,  and  it  ought  to  be  the  duty 
of  a  wise  Government  to  bring  the  two 
sections  into  harmony.  It  was  men  like 
Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  who  prevented  that 
end  bein^  attained.  He  did  not  wish  to 
do  Mr.  Lloyd  or  anyone  else  any  injury ; 
but  if  the  Ministry  could  give  him  an- 
other office  under  more  congenial  con- 
ditions, he  felt  sure  the  wheels  of 
Irish  administration  would  revolve  more 
smoothly. 

Mk.  LEAMT  said,  the  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  had  admitted  that  if  Mr. 
Lloyd  had  used  the  language  attributed 
to  him  at  Drogheda  ho  would  have  acted 
in  a  most  illegal  and  improper  manner, 
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and  that  tbe  parties  aggprieved  could  have 
gone  to  the  ordinary  tribunals  for  a  re- 
medy. But  if  the  Goyemment  were  not 
satisfied  with  ordinary  tribunals,  why 
should  the  people  have  to  go  to  ordinary 
tribunals  when  the  ordinary  law  was  sus- 
pended, when  the  liberties  of  the  people 
were  taken  away  by  informers,  and  the 
affairs  of  the  people  were  put  into  the 
hands  of  magistrates  in  whom  they  had 
no  confidence  ?  Now,  Mr.  Lloyd  was  not 
above  suspicion.  On  the  contrary,  there 
was  a  direct  charge  against  him  that  he 
had  used  language  which,  as  the  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland  had  said,  no 
Serson  should  have  used.  Why,  then, 
id  not  the  Government  institute  an  in- 
quiry whether  that  language  had  been 
used  ?  If  Mr.  Lloyd  did  use  that  lan- 
guage he  was  unfit  to  be  a  magistrate. 
Ho  was  lately  sent  into  a  district  where 
he  could  have  no  sympathy  with  the 
people,  and  it  was  manifest  that  he  had 
created  the  feeling  of  irritation  which 
prevailed  in  that  locality  at  present.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Limerick 
(Mr.  0' Sullivan)  properly  observed  that 
a  dozen  Clifford  Lloyds  would  produce 
a  revolt  in  Ireland.  He  should  have  no 
objection  to  see  a  dozen  Clifford  Lloyds 
in  Ireland,  because  it  would  open  the 
eyes  of  the  Irish  people  to  the  character 
of  the  men  placea  over  them,  and  show 
them  that  the  worst  enemy  to  Irish  free- 
dom was  a  Whig  Government  which 
pretended  to  be  Liberal. 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  he  hoped  the 
debate  would  not  be  continued,  as  the 
House  had  met  on  an  imusual  day  for 
the  purpose  of  making  progress  with 
the  Estimates.  He  did  not  think  that 
anyone  could  have  given  a  more  con- 
ciliatory answer  than  that  given  by  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  and  he 
thought  it  would  have  been  a  very 
graceful  act  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  if  he 
had  said  he  did  not  wish  to  press  the 
matter  further.  The  debate  would  be 
duly  reported  in  the  Irish  papers,  and 
that  was  one  reason  why  the  Home 
Itule  Members  wished  to  continue  it. 
The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  a 
short  time  ago  took  objection  to  the 
Amendment  on  a  point  of  Order;  but 
the  right  hon.  GenUeman  in  the  Chair 
ruled  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford was  not  technically  out  of  Order. 
At  first  sight,  the  Amendment  appeared 
to  be  directed  only  to  what  took  place  on 


the  1st  of  January;  but  a  careful  read- 
ing of  the  Amendment  would  show  that 
it  asked  for  an  inquiry  into  the  general 
conduct  of  Mr.  Lloyd.  With  regard  to 
what  had  been  said  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Cowen)  about 
firmness,  justice,  and  sjrmpathy,  he 
would  only  say,  while  agreeing  in  the 
necessity  for  firmness  and  justice,  how 
on  earth  could  Mr.  Lloyd  have  sympathy 
with  a  people  who  were  excited  against 
him  as  the  people  of  his  district  seemed 
to  have  been  ? 

Sir  WILFEID  LAWSON  said,  he 
thought  it  was  unfair  to  insinuate  that 
Irish  Members  brought  forward  this 
question  solely  to  get  their  speeches  re- 
ported in  the  newspapers,  f Mr.  War- 
ton:  I  did  not  say  solely.]  It  was  a 
fundamental  rule  in  that  House  that 
Grievance  should  come  before  Supply. 
As  long  as  they  had  their  Irish  Friends 
in  the  House,  it  was  natural  that  they 
should  bring  forward  the  grievances  of 
Ireland.  He  thought  in  this  instance 
what  was  at  least  a  very  strong  case  for 
inquiry  had  been  made  out.  They  had, 
first  of  all,  had  the  statements  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick  (]£r. 
O'Sullivan).  In  addition  to  them,  thej 
had  the  corroborative  and  independent 
testimony  of  the  hon.  Member  for  New* 
castle  (Mr.  J.  Cowen).  It  was  a  serioiu 
thing  that  these  charges  should  be 
brought  against  a  man  in  a  responsible 
position,  and  it  seemed  to  him  that  they 
ought  to  be  inquired  into.  They  had 
spent  a  great  part  of  the  Session  in  the 
endeavour  to  send  a  message  of  peace 
to  Ireland ;  but  there  could  be  no  mes- 
sage of  peace  that  was  not  one  of  jus- 
tice— that  was  the  only  foundation  of 
peace'in  any  community — and  there  were, 
in  his  opinion,  good  grounds  for  asking 
whether  or  not  justice  had  been  done  in 
this  case.  He  should  be  glad  to  see  the 
discussion  brought  to  a  close,  so  that  the 
House  might  g^t  into  Committee  ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  he  hoped  the  Gh)veni- 
ment  would  agree,  even  at  the  last  mo- 
ment, to  order  an  inquiry  into  the  sab- 
j  ect  now  before  the  House.  There  could 
be  no  harm  in  inquiry. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  he  happened  to 
be  connected  with  the  district  referred 
to  in  the  Amendment,  and  he  was  sorry 
to  say  that  the  observation  of  the  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland  that  any  state- 
ment made  seven  months  after  die  dat9 
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rofctred  to  oould  not  be  yexy  reliable 

wftB  more  diBingenuoas  than  nsnal.    The 

hon.   and  learned  Gentleman   did  not 

mention  that  the  letter  of  the  Oatholio 

dergyman  was  written  the  next  day, 

when  there  ooold  be  no  such  defect  of 

memory  as  he  suggested.      He    (Mr. 

Gallan)  had  interriewedthe  magistrates, 

and  he  was  assured  by  them  that  the 

description    of  the   hon.   Member  for 

Brogheda  (Mr.  Whitworth)  of  Mr.  Olif- 

Card  Lloyd  was  correct — that  he  was  "a 

poUtioal  firebrand."    It  was,  therefore, 

a  great  mistake  to  send  this  firebrand 

farther  South  amonff  inflammable  ma- 

tsriaL      It  was    said   that  Mr.  Lloyd 

denied  using  the  language    but  several 

magistrates  and  two  Catholic  clergymen 

aftrmed  that  he  had  used  the  words. 

Why  should   there   not  be    a    sworn 

iaquizy?    If  Mr.   Lloyd  escaped,    the 

dBtgjmen   and  magistrates  would  be 

eorered  with  confusion.     He  thought 

die  qnestion  would  be  best  raised  on  the 

Vote  for  the  Chief  Secretary's  salary, 

smd  he  hoped  the  Motion  would  not  now 

be  pressed. 

Mb.  BEDMOND  said,  they  had  do 
geaaon  to  regret  the  absence  of  the  Chief 
Seeretaiy,  because  nothing  could  be  in 
beMer  taste  than  the  speecn  of  the  Soli- 
citor Oeneral  for  Ireland,  which  was  in 
contrast  with  that  they  usually 
firom  the  Chief  Secretary ; 
hnity  at  the  same  time,  he  did  not  concur 
ia  the  hon.   and  learned  Gentleman's 
■rgumenta.     He  thought,  however,  if 
speeehes  were  deliyered  in  a  similar  tone 
im  Xrieh  questions,  there  would  be  fewer 
tesnea  in  that  House.    He  must  also 
expioae  his  gratification  at  seeing  the 
Motion  receive  the  support  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ctolisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Law- 
mq)  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
nUr.  J.  Oowen).     As  to  Mr.  Clifford 
Uovd,  he  asked  English  Members  simply 
Is  look  at  the  performances  of   that 

Em  in  KilmaUook  and  decide  whe- 
or  not  he  was  a  firebrand.  He  be- 
Esved  the  Coercion  Act  had  been  passed 
Oder  fUsepretences. 
^  lb.  8FEAKEB:  The  hon.  Member 
istaTalling  beyond  the  Question  before 
4e  House. 

Mb.  BEDMOND  said,  he  desired  to 
•Dade  to  the  Coercion  Act  because  Mr. 
OKflnd  Lloyd  was  engaged  in  adminis- 
Wng  a,  and  he  thought  he  was  entitled 
tD  Mar  to  the  exceptional  state  of  things 
lUflh  eaated  in  Ireland  under  the  Act. 


Hon.  Members  opposite,  he  was  of  opi- 
nion, were  induced  to  support  the  Go- 
vernment in  passing  the  Coercion  Act 
by  the  belief  that  it  would  be  worked  in 
a  careful,  impartial,  and  just  spirit.  If 
Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  was  allowed  to  ad- 
minister that  Act,  there  was  no  question 
that  injustice  would  be  perpetrated  in 
Ireland  such  as  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
voted  in  favour  of  the  Act  never  antici- 

Eated.  The  Radical  Members  who 
rought  into  existence  this  state  of 
affairs  by  the  support  they  gave  to  the 
Government  were  responsible  for  the 
administration  of  the  Act,  and  therefore 
they  should  insist  upon  the  Gt)vemment 
seeing  that  the  reins  of  power  were  not 
placed  in  the  hands  of  men  against  whom 
the  people  had,  rightly  or  wrongly, 
formed  tne  opinion  that  they  were  partial 
and  unjust.  If  the  Goverument  believed 
the  men  they  had  appointed  to  work  the 
Act  were  impartial  and  honest,  let  them  g^ 
into  the  charges  which  had  been  made, 
and  prove  them  to  be  baseless.  With  re- 
gard to  the  message  of  peace  to  Ireland, 
ne  thought  it  was  utterly  absurd  for  hon. 
Members  to  talk  and  delude  the  Go- 
vernment by  making  them  believe  that 
the  Land  Bill  would  be  a  message  of 
peace  to  Ireland  so  long  as  conduct  of 
this  kind  was  allowed  to  proceed.  If 
this  conduct  continued,  it  must  be  by 
men  like  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd,  who  created 
disturbances  instead  of  quelling  them. 
The  first  thing  the  Government  ought  to 
do  was  to  establish  the  principle  of  jus- 
tice in  Ireland,  and  re-establish  the 
principle  of  liberty  ;  and  until  that  was 
done,  it  was  entirely  absurd  to  think 
that  anything  in  the  shape  of  a  messaee 
of  peace  womd  be  seen  in  the  Land  Bill, 
or  any  other  measure  the  House  might 
pass. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  remarked,  that  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  recom- 
mended the  people  to  appeal  to  the  law 
if  they  felt  aggrieved.  He  had  some 
experience  of  appealing  to  the  law  in  a 
case  similar  to  this.  But  ho  found 
that,  instead  of  having  to  deal  with  a 
magistrate  upon  a  plain  and  simple 
issue,  he  had  to  face  the  British  Go- 
vernment. He  had  in  his  hand  the  de- 
fence filed  in  the  action  he  instituted 
against  Mr.  Harvey,  B.M.,  for  assaidt, 
and  he  found  it  was  prepared  by  Mr. 
Anderson,  the  Crown  Solicitor,  and 
printed  at  the  expense  of  the  British 
taxpayer.     Instead  of  replying  to  the 
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Bimple  question  Ids  action  raised,  the 
document  contained  a  long  political  in- 
dictment, which,  in  fact,  was  substan- 
tially the  same  as  that  preferred  against 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Famell)  and  others  at  the  State 
trials  in  Dublin.  It  was,  therefore,  ab- 
surd to  talk  of  appealing  to  the  law 
when  they  had  to  fight  the  British  Go- 
vernment. The  hon.  Member  was  pro- 
ceeding to  refer  to  a  meeting  at  wnich 
some  Orangemen  appeared,  when 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  fail  to  see  the 
connection  between  the  matter  now 
being  discussed  and  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
Lloyd,  which  is  the  subject  of  the 
Amendment  before  the  House. 

Mb.  O'EELLT  said,  he  thought  he 
was  within  his  right  and  within  Order 
in  repljring  to  the  statement  of  the  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland  that  the  Go- 
vernment never  interfered  with  these 
meetings  except  upon  sworn  informa- 
tion. Of  course,  if  he  was  passing  be- 
yond his  right — ■ — 

Mb.  speaker  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
is  replying  to  some  observations  of  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  I  have  no 
wish  to  interfere. 

Mb.  O'KELLT  said,  it  was,  no  doubt, 
true  that  the  Government  never  inter- 
fered with  a  meeting  except  on  sworn 
information ;  but  that  statement,  if 
accepted  literally,  would  convey  a  very 
wrong  impression  to  the  House.  The 
great  point  was,  what  steps  would  the 
Government  take  to  examine  into  the 
validity  of  the  sworn  informations  ? 
There  was  a  meeting  to  have  been  held 
in  County  Fermanagh  a  short  time  sincQi 
and,  upon  its  becoming  known,  the  ma- 
gistrates of  the  district  in  which  the 
meeting  was  to  be  held,  who  were  also 
landlords  and  land  agents,  got  two  or 
three  of  their  understrappers  to  get  a 
bill  printed  to  the  Orangemen  of  the 
county,  and  the  meeting  was  conse- 
quently stopped.  The  Orangemen  had 
no  intention  of  interfering  with  the  meet- 
ing at  the  time  of  the  issuing  of  the  bill 
by  the  men  who  appealed  to  Dublin 
Castle  to  suppress  the  meeting.  The 
magistrates  who  appealed  to  Dublin 
Castle  to  suppress  the  meeting  he  had 
referred  to  were  aware  of  the  origin  of 
the  placard  issued  to  the  Orangemen. 
They  knew  the  men  who  had  caused 
this  placard  to  be  posted,  and  they  were 
perfeotlv  well  aware  that  there  was  not 
the  slightest  intention  on  the  part  of  the 

Mr.  ffKeUy 


Orangemen  to  oome  into  collision  with 
the  people  who  attended  the  meeting ; 
yet  they  walked  down  and  absolutely 
dispersed  the  meeting  by  force,  without 
the  slightest  justification.  There  was  not 
the  slightest  cause  to  apprehend  any 
disturbance.  Now,  that  was  one  of  tha 
difficulties  they  had  to  deal  with  in  Ire- 
land. If  the  House  did  not  interfere  to 
prevent  the  Gt>vemment  acting  upon 
these  sworn  informations  until  they  had 
ascertained  the  accuracy  of  them,  the 
right  of  public  meeting  in  Ireland  would 
be  gone.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
assent  to  the  reasonable  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford,  for  he  could 
not  imagine  a  doubt  existing  in  the  mind 
of  anyone  that  Mr.  Uoyd  was  a  dan- 
gerous, violent,  and  excitable  mao, 
whose  presence  in  the  South  was  certain 
to  lead  to  mischief.  As  to  Mr.  Harvey, 
he  was,  perhaps,  worse  than  Mr.  Lloyd. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnsok)  wished 
to  mention  that  Mr.  Harvey  was  defend- 
ing himself  in  an  action  for  assault  by 
the  hon.  Member  at  his  own  expense  and 
through  his  own  solicitors. 

Mb.  BYRNE  was  of  opinion  that,  in- 
asmuch as  these  charges  against  Mr. 
Lloyd  had  been  made  and  supported, 
the  Government,  if  they  were  jeialoas  of 
their  reputation  and  the  honour  of  their 
officials,  should  be  fair  and  straight- 
forward, and  allow  the  investigation 
asked  for  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  to  take  place.  The 
hon.  Member's  proposal  was  a  vexr  rea- 
sonable one.  Tids  was  not  a  small  mat- 
ter, but  a  very  serious  affair,  for  Mr. 
Lloyd  had  the  lives  and  liberties  of  a 
laree  number  of  people  under  his  oon- 
trol. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  if  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  really 
meant  to  refuse  the  assurance  desLred 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson)  and  other  hon.  (Gen- 
tlemen ?  

The  solicitor  GENERAL  sob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Jomrsoir)  said, 
it  was  not  in  his  power  to  give  such  an 
assurance;  but  he  had  distinctly  pointed 
out  the  course  open  to  hon.  Gentle- 
men. 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided 
18  :  Majority  57.  - 
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the  attention  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Admiralty,  whose  courtesy 
he  was  glad  to  say  none  of  them  could 
complain  of,  to  it.  He  would  also  ask 
his  hon.  Friend  a  question  with  regard 
to  the  warrant  officers.  They  suffered 
under  a  gprievance  which  had  been  re- 
cognized, he  thought,  but  not  remedied. 
There  was  a  clause  in  the  Admiralty  Regu- 
lations called  the  ''  other  ships  "  clause, 
the  effect  of  which  was  that  while  other 
officers  in  the  Navy  received  the  same 
pay  whether  they  were  at  sea  or  on  shore, 
the  warrant  officers  were  mulcted  of  £27 
a- year  when.they  were  in  harbour.  Those 
officers  had  assured  him  that  it  was  quite 
as  expensive  to  live  in  places  like  Forts* 
mouth  and  Plymouth  as  when  they  were 
at  sea.  He  thought  that  matter  ought 
to  be  brought  before  the  House  and  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  in  a  manner 
as  detailed  as  possible,  because  he  be- 
lieved that  the  increase  that  would  be 
involved  in  the  Estimates  if  those  officers 
received  the  same  treatment  as  others  in 
Her  Majesty's  Service  would  be  very 
small  indeed,  and  it  would  render  a 
very  deserving  set  of  men  much  more 
contented  than  they  at  present  were. 
He  should  have  said  something  with  re- 
gard to  the  Boyal  Naval  Engineers ;  but 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ply- 
mouth had  applied  his  mind  to  that 
question,  and  was  about  to  bring  it  for- 
ward in  Supply,  when,  perhaps,  he  might 
have  the  opportunity  of  saying  a  few 
words.  He  had  no  wish  to  detain  the 
House,  and  had  brought  forward  that 
question  very  reluctantly,  only  because 
of  the  manner  in  which  he  had  been 
received  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty. 

Me.  PULESTON  thought  this  was 
hardly  the  occasion  to  discuss  this  sub- 
ject, because  it  seemed  to  him  it  could 
be  better  brought  forward  when  the 
Naval  Estimates  were  under  discussion. 
He  joined  with  the  last  speaker  in  de- 
precating in  the  strongest  manner  the 
unusual  course  taken  by  Lord  North- 
brook  in  refusing  to  receive  a  deputa- 
tion of  Members  representing  Dockyard 
constituencies.  A  number  of  Members 
united  together,  and  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr.  Macliver), 
who  happened  to  be  the  spokesman 
on  that  occasion,  respectfully  asked  for 
an  interview  with  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  in  order  to  lay  before 
him  what  they  considered   to  be  mat* 


HAVT— (BTATT  AND  DOCKYABD 
OFFXCnSBa^OBSEBVATIOKS. 

Sir  H.  DBITMHOND  WOLFF  said, 
flimk^  though  he  did  not  wish  to  detain 
dw  Hoiifle»  he  was  mifortanately  com- 
pelled to  bring  some  grievances  oon- 
aectod  with  the  Navy  before  the  House 
in  that  manner  in  oonsequenoe  of  the 
eiiraofdinary  oonduot  of  tne  First  Lord 
of  the  Admixeltf .  That  noble  Lord  had 
had  tiie  unlimited  pretension  to  refuse 
to  receive  Members  of  Parliament  on 
BtttterB  connected  with  their  constitu- 
enciee.     When  a  body  of  Members  oon- 
aectod  with  Dockyard  constituencies  had 
wished  to  see  him  he  had  refused  to  re- 
esive  them,  and  had  therefore  thrust 
won  them  the  necessity  of  appealing  to 
Oksir  Constitutional  privileges.    He  had 
no  wish,  nor  had  the  Dockyard  officials 
anj  wish,  to  obstruct  the  proceedings  of 
tiie  Honse  by  brinpinff  forward  their 
grievances,  and  he  shomd  not  have  done 
wo  but  for  the  attitude  taken  by  Lord 
If  osthbrook  towards  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment.   It  might  do  vety  well  in  India, 
bat  it  was  not  at  all  consistent  with  the 
dntiee  of  a  Cabinet  Minister  towards  the 
Bepreeentatives  of  the  people.  The  case 
he  wished  to  bring  before  the  House 
was  that  of  the  old  navigating  officers. 
The  old  officers  now  found  themselves 
eompletely  edipsed  by  a  younger  class 
oC  men,  so  that  their  position  was  be« 
^«— *^«g  ahnost  untenable,  and  many  a 
nod  appointment  to  which  they  had 
hitherto  looked  had  been  taken  away 
ftom  them.    Navigating  lieutenants  and 
staff  oommanders  were  constantly  placed 
under  the  orders  of  officers  junior  to 
flwrnselves,  while  their  pay  and  pension 
were  inferior  to  those  of  the  newer  class. 
Now,  a  commander  of  the  new  class  and 
a  Eentenant    detailed   for    navigating 
dntiee,  after  21  years'  service,  were  en- 
tiUed  to  a  pension  of  £400  per  annum, 
while  staff  commanders  and  navigating 
Heotenants  were  onl^  entitled  to  £290. 
It  was  perfectly  plain  that  if  they  had 
die  power  of  addressing  the  Minister 
pnvatelj  at  his  residence  on  these  ques- 
tioos  the  House  would  be  saved  the 
tnmhle  of   listening  to  details  which 
eonld  be  much  better  discussed  in  pri- 
nts ftj^n  in  pnblic[;  and  when  Ministers 
weie  open  to  that  mode  of  access  it  con- 
dnoed  very  greatly  to  the  quicker  dis- 
dbsige  of  the  Business  of  the  House. 
Ha  msntionad  the  matter  now  to  call 
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ters  very  material  to  the  publio  interest, 
and  desirable  that  he  should  know.  He, 
however,  received  a  reply  couched  in 
the  most  curt  language.  The  Prede- 
cessor of  the  present  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre),  reply- 
ing to  a  request  of  some  officials  and 
others  employed  in  the  Dockyards, 
said  he  could  not  entertain  any  state- 
ment of  the  grievances  of  the  officers 
at  the  Admiralty,  but  that  a  fair  and 
full  opportunity  would  be  given  to  all 
parties  employed  in  the  Dockyards  to 
ventilate  their  grievances  on  the  occa- 
sion of  the  annual  visit  of  the  Lords  of 
the  Admiralty.  This  was  perfectly  satis- 
factory to  aU;  but  when  the  Lords' 
annual  visitation  came  round  these  pro- 
mises were  set  aside  at  once  with  a  very 
curt  reply,  and  the  officials  were  not 
allowed  to  go  near  them,  or  to  represent 
to  them  in  any  way  their  grievances, 
except  through  their  superior  officers. 
That  course  was  naturally  attended  with 
extreme  inconvenience,  and  must  result 
in  the  discontent  of  men  who  should  be 
encouraged  in  every  proper  and  reason- 
able way. 

Mr.  MACLIVEE  said,  he  was  very 
unwilling  to  say  anything  which  would 
seem  discourteous  to  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty ;  but  ho  must  join  in  the 
expressions  employed  as  to  the  refusal  of 
the  noble  Lord  to  receive  the  deputation. 
The  Members  who  composed  that  depu- 
tation had  substantial  grounds  for  ap- 
plying for  an  interview,  and  he  thought 
the  refusal  to  receive  them  was  exceed- 
ingly unwise  and  exceedingly  discour- 
teous to  the  House.  He  hoped  at  any 
future  time,  when  a  similar  application 
was  made  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, it  would  be  met  in  a  different 
spirit.  At  all  events,  they  would  not  be 
deterred  by  such  a  refusal  in  again 
pressing  the  grievances  and  complaints 
of  men  in  the  Service  who  were  entitled 
to  be  heard,  and  whose  case  called  for  a 
remedy. 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN  said,  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff)  had  not  given 
him  Notice  of  his  intention  to  bring  this 
matter  forward,  and  he  could  not  answer 
the  points  raised  in  such  detail  as  he 
would  like.  He  could  quite  understand 
exception  being  taken  to  Lord  North- 
brooK's  ship-building  policy,  and  the 
manner  in  which  he  distributed  ships 
among  the  squadrons,  for  those  squad- 

Jfr.  JPuhtton 


rons  were  all  over  the  world;  but  he 
was  extremely  suiprised  to  hear  his  per- 
sonal courtesy  called  in  question.  He 
should  have  said  that  there  was  no  First 
Lord  who,  at  greater  personal  inoon- 
venience  to  himself,  had,  in  the  discharge 
of  his  duties,  given  ereater  satisfaction 
to  hon.  Members.  He  wished  in  some 
respects  there  were  a  larger  House  pre- 
sent, for  he  was  sure  that  many  more 
hon.  Members  would  bear  testimony  to 
what  he  said.  He  should  have  liked  to 
hear  Lord  Northbrook's  account  of  the 
circumstances  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  referred;  but  he  thought,  so 
far  as  he  could  gather  £rom  the  con- 
versation, that  there  was  an  explanation 
to  be  made.  He  believed  that  the  hon. 
Members  referred  to  a  deputation  that 
proposed  to  wait  upon  the  First  Lord  to 
represent  the  grievances  of  the  Naval 
Engineers.  He  thought  there  was  a 
very  great  deal  to  be  said  as  to  whether 
the  grievances  of  the  Engineers  were  a 
proper  subject  for  a  deputation  of  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament.  As  the  matter  had 
appeared  in  some  newspapers,  it  was  a 
more  serious  thing.  It  was  there  called 
a  deputation  of  the  Eoyal  Naval  En- 
gineers. Hon.  Members  must  remem- 
ber what  these  Engineers  were,  and 
what  they  claimed  to  be.  They  were 
commissioned  officers  of  the  Navy  like 
post  captains  and  commanders,  and  they 
claimed  that  they  were  not  sufficiently 
treated  as  commissioned  officers.  Ajb 
long  as  he  was  at  the  Admiralty,  he 
would  take  care  that  that  claim  snould 
diminish  until  it  ceased  to  exist.  He 
would  ask  hon.  Members  what  thej 
would  think  if  deputations  of  lieutenanta 
and  captains  in  the  Navy  came  up  to 
London  to  interview  Members  of  I^ar- 
liamont,  and  if,  upon  hearing  them,  the 
Members  went  straight  to  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  ?  If  the  same  system 
was  carried  on  in  the  Army,  he  would 
like  to  ask  hon.  Members  what  effect  it 
would  produce  on  the  discipline  of  the 
Army  r  He  was  quite  sure  that  when 
the  naval  officers  began  to  appreciate 
the  difference  in  their  treatment  now 
from  what  it  had  been  they  would 
almost  be  surprised  that  so  late  as  1881 
they  took  such  a  course  as  to  lay  their 
grievances  before  the  Admiralty.  As  to 
the  warrant  officers,  the  hon.  Member 
must  remember  that  the  grievances  of 
this  dasB  of  officers  was  a  recent  one, 
and  was  caused  by  the  removal  of  pre- 
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fioofl  grievanoes.  The  old  grievance  was 

ftit  these  offloers  got  no  more  money  by 

ningto  sea  than  by  remaining  on  shore. 

Ob  aooonnt  of  that  they  were  divided 

olotwo  daasea,  one  being  sent  to  sea 

vUb  the  other  remained  on  shore,  and 

As  eonseqaenoe  was  that  those  on  shore 

keame  diseatisfied.     It  was,  however,  a 

BStter  which  affected  the  public  purse, 

Sid  that  moflt  be  taken  into  considera- 

tioB  in  dealing^  with  it.    As  to  the  navi- 

gitiiig  offioerBy  he  sympathized  with  them 

nij  much,  because  they  were  a  class 

npdly  beoominc^  extinct;  but  be  did 

■ot  believe  practical  grievances  existed 

SBODg  them.     The  percentage  of  navi- 

pting  officers  who  were  employed  now 

vas  veiT  decidedly  larger  than  that  em- 

|layed  in  recent  years.  As  to  their  being 

2  under  tbe  orders  of  junior  officers, 
hon.  Member  was,  no  doubt,  well 
■ware  that  it  was  always  so.  Masters 
we  always  in  a  dififerent  position,  on 
Aore  eepecdally  and  elsewhere,  to  what 
w«e  called  the  executive  officers  of  the 
lh?y ;  but  these  grievances  had  ap- 
foaiod  owin^  to  the  absorption  of  a 
amaber  of  officers  of  the  navigating 
Innch  in  the  executive  branch.  It  was, 
kwrever,  extremely  important  as  far  as 
able  that  t^ese  senior  officers  should 
kept  to  their  own  line,  and  should 
;  find  themselves  placed  behind  their 
janiors.  The  condusion  at  which  the 
Aiadxmltf  bad  arrived  on  the  whole  was, 
fliat  it  was  impossible  to  deal  with  this 
fjBflslicm  otherwise  than  by  dealing  with 
sad&  case  sepaxatelv.  Beyond  that  which 
ha  had  mentioned,  oe  did  not  believe  the 
■Bfigafting  officers  had  any  grievance 
wlAu  they  had  10  or  15  years  ago,  ez- 
'  that  nievance  of  the  disappear- 
of  their  special  line. 

ABTHUB  O'CONNOR  wished 
lo  eaU  attention  to  the  objectionable  sys- 
tna  adopted  by  the  Admiralty  with  re- 
iswoe  to  the  pensions  ffiven  to  widows 
if  naval  officers.    In  ozder  to  check  the 
it  of  the  private  incomes  of  those 
they  were  required  to  make  a  de- 
ion,  and  the  facts  so  stated  were 
b  the  subject  of  offensive  inquiries. 
Us  Oomirtbrouer  and  Auditor  General,  no 
Mrt^  had  pointed  out  that  widows  in 
(■tosse  hadan  income  of  £550,  and  in 
tto  or  three  other  cases  of  £200  or  £250 
•fair  of  their  own.    But  these  were 
^1118  oaseSf  BB^  ^^  seemed  unbecom- 
^  ttift  the   OomptroUer  and  Auditor 
Ottaal  fhm?^  hnmy  himself  about  such 
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matters.  He  would,  therefore,  ask  whe- 
ther  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  could  not  cause  a  dis- 
continuance of  this  inquisitorial  system, 
which  was  felt  to  be  a  peculiarly  painful 
thing  to  many  persons  r 

Mb.  TEEYELTAN  stated  that  he 
would  answer  the  hon.  Member  when 
the  House  was  in  Committee. 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— NAVY  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — comidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  £877,890,  Half-Pay,  Reserved 
Half-Fay,  and  Eotired  Fay  to  Officers 
of  the  Navy  and  Marines. 

Mr.  PULESTON  said,  it  would  be 
convenient  if  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty would  redeem  the  pledge  he  had 
given  that  he  would  lay  before  the  Com- 
mittee a  statement  as  to  the  changes  to 
be  made  in  the  Marine  Corps.  He  did 
not  know  whether  the  scheme  had  been 
prepared  ;  but  the  promise  to  which  he 
referred  was  made  m  July  last. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
if  anything  had  been  done  with  regard 
to  pensions  to  the  widows  of  seamen 
and  marines  ?  The  question  was  one  of 
vital  importance,  and  it  had  been  more 
than  once  promised  that  it  should  be 
looked  into.  Admiral  Gambior  had 
several  times  submitted  to  the  Admiralty 
schemes  for  creating  these  pensions,  and 
had  pointed  out  that  there  were  several 
sources  out  of  which  they  could  be 
granted  without  adding  to  the  burdens 
of  the  country — for  instance,  the  pro- 
ceeds of  seamens'  effects,  unclaimed  pay, 
and  prize  money,  and  other  matters. 
Under  these  heads,  without  doubt,  money 
could  be  obtained  from  which  the  un- 
happy widows  might  be  granted  annuities. 
When  anything  happened  like  the  acci- 
dents to  the  Atalanta  and  Eur y dice  the 
public  came  forward  as  soon  as  its  atten- 
tion was  drawn  to  the  circumstance, 
and  did  a  great  deal  to  support  the 
widows  of  the  men  who  were  lost ;  but 
nothing  was  ever  done  by  the  State  for 
the  widows  of  men  who  died  in  the  ful- 
filment of  their  duty.  He  had  been  told 
of  a  case  at  Portsmouth,  in  which  the 
widows  of  two  men  who  were  drowned 
in  rendering  assistcmce  to  a  vessel  that 
was  lost  got  nothing  whatever,  while 
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the  widows  of  the  men  belongine  to  that 
ship,  owing  to  the  amount  oi  public 
sympathy  that  was  excited,  obtained  by 
subscription  a  considerable  amount  of 
money.  

Mk.  MAOLIYEE  said,  he  wished  to 
call  attention  to  the  position  of  the 
Naval  Engineers,  whose  pay,  instead 
of  being  raised  in  accordance  with  the 
representations  made  to  the  Admiralty, 
had,  in  some  cases,  been  reduced. 

The  chairman  pointed  out  that 
the  subject  upon  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  speaking  was  not  relevant  to 
the  Yote  before  the  Committee,  which 
related  to  half-pay  and  retired  pay  to 
officers  of  the  Navy  and  Marines. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  thought  the  pay  of  Naval  Engineers 
entered  into  the  question  before  the  Com- 
mittee. 

The  CHAIEMAN  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Plymouth  (Mr.  Macliver)  could, 
of  course,  speak  upon  the  question  of 
half-pay  to  these  officers,  but  not  upon 
the  full  pay. 

Mr.  PULESTON  suggested  that  the 
hon.  Member  should  defer  his  remarks 
until  the  Yote  for  Pay  of  the  Navy  was 
reached,  when  there  would  be  an  oppor- 
tunity of  fully  raising  the  question. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  hoped 
the  question  would  not  be  postponed. 

The  chairman  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Plymouth  would  be  perfectly 
right  in  raising  the  question  upon  the 
regular  Yote;  but  to  do  so  now  was 
entirely  out  of  Order. 

Yote  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £847,035,  Military  Pensions  and 
Allowances. 

Mr.  TEEYELYAN  said,  perhaps  he 
might  be  allowed  to  say  a  few  woras  in 
reply  to  his  hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor)  on  the  subject  of  pen- 
sions to  the  widows  of  seamen  and  ma- 
rines. In  the  first  place,  there  were 
different  methods  in  almost  every  De- 
partment of  the  State  of  dealing  with 
the  widows  of  public  servants.  In  the 
Civil  Service  no  pensions  whatever  were 
given ;  there  were  certain  pensions  in 
the  Military  Service,  but  none  in  the 
Naval  Service.  In  that  respect  the  Navy 
was  80  far  worse  off  than  the  Army ;  but 
it  was  immeasurably  better  off  than  the 
ffreat  mass  of  Civil  servants.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff)  had  brought  forward  the 

Sir  M.  Lrummond  Wolff 


question  of  pensions  to  the  widows  of 
seamen  and  marines.  With  regard  to 
that  question,  he  begged  to  point  out 
that  the  Admiralty  would  have  been 
most  willing  to  move  in  the  direotioa 
indicated  haid  they  felt  justified  in  calling 
upon  the  House  of  Commons  to  provide 
the  enormous  sum  which  would  be  neces- 
sary to  provide  the  pensions  in  question. 
But  they  had  not  felt  so  justified,  partioa- 
larly  as  the  seamen  were  the  best  paid 
class  of  all  the  fighting  Services  of  ^ 
country.  The  Admiralty,  however,  would 
have  been  glad  to  establish  a  provident 
fund  for  the  relief  of  the  widows  of  sea- 
men ;  but  when  the  men  were  ques- 
tioned on  the  subject,  it  turned  out  that 
only  about  3  per  cent  of  them  were 
willing  to  contribute  the  amount  out  of 
their  pay  which  would  have  been  neces- 
sary to  provide  that  fund. 

Mm.  MACFAELANE  asked  whether 
it  was  3  per  cent  of  the  married  men 
who  objected  ? 

Mb.  TEEYELYAN  said,  it  was  not: 
but  3  per  cent  of  all  the  men  who  had 
been  canvassed.  With  regard  to  tha 
widows  of  officers,  if  it  was  found  that  a 
very  small  number  of  them  gave  up  their 
pensions,  it  would  be  a  matter  for  con- 
sideration whether  the  inquiry  into  their 
private  means  should  not  be  given  up. 
But  if  a  considerable  number  did  g^va 
up  their  pensions,  or  did  not  come  for- 
ward to  claim  them  at  all  because  their 
incomes  were  large,  then  he  thought  tha 
Admiralty  woula  not  be  justified  in 
making  any  change. 

Sm  JOHN  HAT  said,  he  believed 
that  this  inquisition  into  the  means  of 
the  widows  of  naval  officers  did  not  sava 
very  much  money  to  the  State.  Ha 
was  rather  surprised  at  the  statement 
made  by  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
with  regard  to  the  9  per  cent  only  of 
seamen  of  the  Navy  who  had  expressed 
their  willingness  to  contribute  firom  their 
pay  the  sum  necessary  to  establish  a 
provident  fund.  Having  read  the  Eetum 
moved  for  by  Mr.  Egerton  Hubbard  (lata 
Member  for  Buckingham),  he  thooght 
the  percentage  must  refer  only  to  tha 
number  of  men  who  were  willing  to  oon- 
tribute  a  proportion  of  their  payveij 
much  in  excess  of  what  was  supposed 
to  be  necessary,  having  regard  to  tha 
various  sources  indicated  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Dram* 
mond  WolfiP).  Of  oourse^  if  a  large  sum 
of  money  was  proposed  to  be  dednotsd 
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ftom  their  pay,  both  married  and  un- 
mairied  men  were  rery  likely  to  object; 
bat  he  beliered  that  a  contribution  was 
poniaed  by  a  majority  of  those  olasses, 
^iohy  taken  with  the  money  derivable 
ftom  the  flources  named  by  his  hon. 
Iriend,   would  have  produced  the  de- 
■nd  Denaions  for  their  widows,  without 
■ny  aodition  to  the  taxation  of  the  ooun- 
tiy.    Withont  refireehing  his  memory 
from  the  Betum  of  the  late  hon.  Member 
ftr  Buckingham,  he  should  be  sorry  to 
rtate  categorically  his  opinion  as  to  that 
sdneet ;    but  he  thought  the  Secretary 
to  ue  Admiralty  wouldfind  that  the  per- 
Mntage  to  which  he  had  alluded  did  not 
apply  to  what  he  would  call  the  more 
reaaonable  proposals  made  in  behalf  of 
tte  widows  of  the  seamen  of  the  Navy. 
Mb.  PITLESTON  said,  that  the  small 
pooentage  of  the  men  alluded  to  by  the 
Beflretazy   to  the  Admiralty  was  pro- 
bably due  to  the  fact  that  no  matured 
Hfaeme  had  been  laid  before  them  on 
Ab  part  of  the  Admiralty.    The  general 
.nmreaaion  of  the  Service  had  been  that 
if  the  Admiralty  matured  a  scheme  suffi- 
deot   money  would  be  available  from 
Ae  aoiucee  mentioned  by  Admiral  Gam- 
tiar  to  provide  pensions,  without  call- 
ing upon  the  men  to  make  any  oontribu- 
licm  at  ally  though  an  approved  scheme 
would,  lie  believed,  have  the  support  of 
nD  in    the   Service.      One  very  strong 
tar  doing  justice  to  the  Nayv  in 
xoapect  was  diat  it  would  contribute 
e  than  anything  else  to  make  the 
attractive,  while,   at  the  same 
I,  dismissal  would  be  regarded  as  the 
possible  punishment    It  would 
cxmtribute  to  putting  a  stop    to 
lion.    Therefore,  it  was  his  opinion 
from    a   purely   selfish   national 
standpoint  alone  the  Admiralty  could 
wsH  afford  to  make  this  concession,  and 
tet  it  would  be  money  well  invested. 
In  reference  to  the  marines,  he  would 
the  Seeretazy  to  the  Admiralty  whe- 
he  would  let  hon.  Members  see  the 
adbsnie  promised  on  a  former  occasion, 
'Mm  the  Committee  met  again  upon 
^  As  Naval  Estimates.    In  adopting  that 
;imie  he  b€lieved  the  convenience  of 
^'jfts  Oonunittee  would  be  very  much  con- 


fta  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF 
"^mUf  he  beliered  timt  no  clear  scheme 
vitt  ngaid  to  pensions  for  the  widows 
'if  — mffli  mid  marines  had  ever  been 
lip  jfy  the  Navy.    An  attempt 


was  made  to  do  this  at  one  time,  but  it 
was  dropped,  owing  to  difficulties  which 
were  foimd  to  exist.  But,  as  he  had 
already  pointed  out,  Admiral  Gtimbier 
had  stated  that  the  different  stoppages 
and  savings  would  be  sufficient  for 
the  purpose  of  founding  annuities,  with- 
out lurtner  contribution.  He,  therefore, 
hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  look 
into  this  matter,  and  see  whether  upon 
thorough  re-examination  somethingcould 
not  be  done.  It  was  perfectly  plain  that 
seamen  were  not  in  the  same  position  as 
civilians  or  soldiers,  because  they  were 
constantly  exposed  to  danger.  With  re- 
gard to  the  question  of  pensions  to  the 
widows  of  officers,  he  thought  the  pre- 
sent practice  of  calling  upon  these  ladies 
to  make  a  return  of  their  private  means 
was  not  fair.  He  did  not  see  why  a 
distinction  should  be  drawn  between 
the  poorer  widows  and  those  who  were 
bettor  off;  and  if  the  practice  were  dis- 
continued he  believed  that  a  very  un- 
pleasant grievance  would  be  removed. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
hoped  this  practice  would  be  discon- 
tinued. His  attention  had  been  drawn 
to  the  case  of  a  widow  of  a  naval  officer 
in  very  difficult  circumstances,  and  one 
of  her  great  troubles  was  the  battle  she 
had  with  herself  every  year  as  to  how 
she  should  bring  herself  to  sig^  the 
declaration  required  of  her.  This  lady 
had  dependent  upon  her  two  female 
relatives,  and  she  stinted  herself  very 
much  in  order  to  enable  them  to  live, 
and  she  would  not  be  able  to  do  this 
but  for  the  pension  she  received  on  ac- 
count of  her  husband's  services.  It  was 
clear  from  this  that  the  practice  of 
requiring  a  declaration  pressed  very 
heavily  on  the  minds  of  deserving 
ladies,  although  there  might  be  some 
whose  consciences  were  not  so  tender  as 
that  of  the  ladv  to  whom  he  had  alluded. 
Then,  he  had  been  informed  of  the  case 
of  another  lady,  whose  pension  had 
been  discontinued  simply  because,  after 
some  years,  she  had  had  an  increase  in 
her  means.  It  was  perfectly  inconceiv- 
able to  him  that  the  widow  of  a  naval 
officer  should  be  dealt  with  in  such  a 
manner.  He  trusted  that  this  system  of 
confidential  investigation,  which  pressed 
very  heavily  upon  the  ladies  in  ques- 
tion, and  was  by  no  means  useful  to  the 
Service,  would  be  done  away  with. 

Vote  a^r^id  to. 
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(3.)  £337,991,  Civil  Pensions  and 
Allowances,  agreed  to, 

CIVIL  SERVICES. 

CiAss  V. — Foreign  and  Colonial 
Sbbvioes. 

(4.)  £93,670,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Diplomatic  Services. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  wished 
for  some  explanation  with  regard  to  the 
item  of  £10,000  on  account  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Mission  to  Persia.  There  was 
nothing  estimated  for  lastyear,  and  the 
amount  on  the  earlier  ifstimates  was 
£12,000. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  nothing  was  included  in  the 
Estimates  of  last  year,  because  there  had 
been  a  long-pending  dispute  as  to  the 
quota  to  be  paid  by  India  in  respect  of 
this  Mission. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  could  not  understand  why  the  rent  of 
the  Minister's  house  at  Brussels  did  not 
appear  on  the  Estimates. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  this  matter  was  in  the  hands 
of  the  Board  of  Works. 

Mr.  lee  said,  there  appeared  to  be  a 
great  want  of  regularity  m  regard  to  the 
appointments  of  chaplams.  For  his  own 
part,  he  did  not  think  they  were  required 
at  all. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
during  the  last  Parliament  a  Committee 
sat  to  consider  this  question,  and  reported 
in  favour  of  the  re-creation  of  these  Con- 
sular chaplaincies. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  pointed  out  that 
a  Committee  had  also  recommended  that 
at  the  age  of  70,  Ministers  should  be 
called  upon  to  retire.  He  believed  the 
object  of  this  was  to  increase  the  chances 
of  promotion ;  but  it  seemed  to  him  a 
foolish  suggestion,  and  he  was  sorry  that 
the  Foreign  Office  had  acted  upon  it. 
It  seemed  to  proceed  on  the  assumption 
that  at  the  a^e  of  70  a  man  must  neces- 
sarily have  broken  down,  while  it  was 
perfectly  well  known  that  at  the  a^e  in 
question  our  Ministers  had  shown  mem- 
selves  able  to  do  excellent  service.  The 
result  of  this  hard-and-fast  line  being 
drawn  would  very  likely  be  that  persons 
would  be  put  into  positions  in  which 
they  would  not  do  tne  work  as  well  as 
their  predecessors. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said, 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 


Affairs  might,  if  he  chose,  disregard  the 
rule  in  exceptional  cases. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
what  had  been  done  under  the  rule  insti« 
tuted  by  Earl  Oranville  with  regard  to 
the  changing  of  Ministers  at  the  end  of 
five  years  ?  He  remembered  that  Baron 
Beust  was  removed  because  his  Oovezn* 
ment  said  he  had  resided  so  long  in  Eng* 
land  that  he  had  become  more  Englidi 
than  German,  and  he  also  knew  of  cases 
where  British  subjects  abroad  could  get 
nothing  done  for  them,  because  uie 
Minister  wished  to  make  himself  accept- 
able to  the  Power  to  which  he  was  ac- 
credited rather  than  to  his  own  Gh)veni- 
ment.  He  hoped  that  something  wooIA 
be  done  in  the  matter  of  changing  Minis- 
ters who  had  been  a  long  time  at  their 
posts. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
changes  had  been  more  frequent  sinoe 
Earl  Granville  came  into  Office.  The 
principle  was,  no  doubt,  a  ffood  one, 
though  the  long  and  valuable  servioei 
of  Lord  Lyons  at  Paris  and  Lcvd 
Ampthill  at  Berlin  formed  important 
exceptions  to  the  general  rule. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  why 
India  was  called  upon  to  pay  £15,000 
a-year  towards  the  expenses  of  the  Em- 
bassy in  China  ?  He  could  not  see  that 
India  had  any  direct  concern  with  our 
relations  with  China,  which  were  impor- 
tant  only  to  the  general  interest  of  tha 
Empire.  Surely  the  taxpayers  of  Eng- 
land were  far  better  able  to  pay  for  this 
Embassy  than  the  poor  people  of  India» 
who,  as  far  as  he  could  understand,  were 
in  no  way  benefited  by  it.  In  looking 
over  the  list  of  Embassies  he  was  asto- 
nished to  find  the  magnitude  of  ihs 
salaries  paid  to  Ministers  abroad— for  in* 
stance,  to  the  Ambassador  at  Constanti- 
nople, £8,000;  St.  Petersburg,  £7,800; 
Brussels,  £4,000 ;  Paris,  £10,000: 
Japan,  £4,000;  Spain,  £5,000;  and 
Sweden,  £3,000.  He  might  live  to  see  the 
day  when  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Charlei 
W.  Dilke)  was  Leader  of  that  Houae^ 
and  he  felt  sure  he  would  then  make  a 
regular  crusade  against  this  portion  of 
the  Estimates.  He  could  not  bat  feel 
that  the  salaries  paid  to  Ministers  abroad 
were  far  beyond  the  resources  of  tha 
country  to  afford.  Moreover,  in  maiiT 
cases,  there  had  never  been  much  ad- 
vantage in  having  the  offices  at  alL 
except,  perhaps,  when  the  doctrine  of 
Oivis  Eomanue  §um  gave  to  the  Englbdi- 
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nan  abroad  fhe  pnTilege  of  making 
Umsdf  a  nniaaaoe  whezerer  he  went. 
He  thought  that  we  had  now  arrived 
at  a  muoh  healthier  position  in  respect 
Id  fixraign  afCaira,  and  that  we  ought,  in 
amseqneiice  of  the  change  that  had 
ftikaii  plaoe,  to  get  rid  of  some  of  the 
nluiea  and  charges  which  were  created 
at  a  time  wlien  onr  foreign  policy  was 
ainte  different. 

Sot  CHABLES  W.  DILEE  said,  he 

Aooght  that  the  oontrihution  of  India 

Id  the  cost  of  the  Legation  in  China  was 

jaslified    by  the   circumstances.     The 

iiMsmi  why  the  charge  appeared  in  its 

Mosont  form  was  because  India  had  very 

nmortantand  delicate  interests  in  Persia, 

while  the  amount  paid  by  India  in  con- 

■addoii  with  the  Legation  in  Ohina  was 

iitimated  in  relation  to  the  share  of 

ladiaa  commerce    with    that   country. 

With  regard  to  the  salaries  of  Ambas- 

aidorSy  he  feared  he  could  not  hold  out 

any  hope  of  their  being  reduced.    The 

heat  way  of  arriving  at  a  conclusion  as 

to  whether  they  were  too  high  was  to 

eoBupare  them  with  the  salaries  paid  to 

flieBepreeentatiYeBof  other  great  JPowers. 

It  had  been  supposed  that  the  salaries 

nnd  to   "Ryiglian  Ministers  were  greater 

an  thooe  paid  by  other  Powers ;  but 

■abeequent  examination  had  shown  that 

ftis  waa  not  the  case.    His  hon.  Friend 

flia  Member  for  Galway  had  instanced 

8L  Peterabiirgy  Paris,   and  Constcmti- 

■ople,   aa  places  at  which  the  salaries 

VCBO  nnneceasarily  larffe ;  but  he  could 

avnzo  the  Gbnmiittee  uiat  it  was  impos- 

■fale  fbr  the  Ambassadors  in  those  cities 

Ib  eare   any  money  on  their  present 

He  was,  however,  not  in  a 
to  say  that  our  Ministers  at 
of  less  importance  would  not  be 
aUe  to  do  ao ;  but,  as  a  rule,  he  believed 
Aafc  our  Ambassadors  were  generally 
eat  of  pocket.  Under  the  circumstances, 
he  waa  not  able  to  hold  out  any  expec- 
tiSon  of  redaction  under  this  head. 

Km.  LABOTJOHEBE  said,  as  a  mat- 
te of  fact,  Oonatantinople  was  the  only 
a^  in  which  our  Ambassadors  could 
■ra  any  mon0y9  because  he  believed 
ftit  theie  eveiything  was  paid  for  them. 
Bit  Ae  objection  was  not  to  the  salaries 
itttalaigecitieSy  but  to  those  at  places 
iCttuuxr  importance — to  small  Courts 
tbftat  ot  Darmstadt,  where  the  gentle- 
Ma  who  lesided  there  had  absolutely 
aotthy  to  do,  except  to  give  a  dinner 
Miaoaally  to  tb®  '^^  English  living 


there.  Economy  was  not  to  be  secured 
by  reducing  the  salaries  at  the  large 
places ;  but  by  domg  away  with  them  at 
these  small  Courts,  where  a  Minister 
was  unnecessary. 

Sin  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  pointed 
out  that  since  1870  several  Missions  had 
been  altogether  suppressed. 

Me.  LYULPH  STANLEY  remarked, 
that  anyone  looking  at  the  Estimates 
would  observe  that  we  were  represented 
at  Dresden  by  a  Legation,  at  £750 
a-year ;  whereas  at  Darmstadt,  a  place 
of  less  importance,  we  paid  £1,050 
a-year.  He  was  quite  aware  that  at  one 
time  there  were  reasons  why  we  should 
be  specially  represented  at  the  latter 
place ;  but  they  existed  no  longer.  He 
thought  this  was  one  of  those  little  irre- 
gularities which  might  be  corrected 
when  a  vacancy  occurred  at  the  post. 
.  Mr.  ARTHUR  G^CGNNOR  said,  he 
wished  for  information  from  the  hon. 
Baronet  with  regard  to  the  ransom  of 
Colonel  Synge  in  Turkey.  That  gentle- 
man, whilst  travelling  on  his  own  ac- 
count, had  very  foolishly  placed  himself 
in  a  position  in  which  he  ought  never  to 
have  been.  He  was  seized  by  brigands, 
and  the  Foreign  Gffice  were  saddled 
with  a  charge  of  £12,000  to  get  him  set 
free.  Consul  Blunt  had  been  obliged  to 
go  in  an  undignified  way  to  make  terms 
with  the  brigands  —  purchasing  rifles 
and  watches  for  them,  and  handing  them 
a  draft  on  the  bank  at  Saloniea.  The 
Foreign  Office  had  demurred  to  this  pay- 
ment ;  but  it  was  finally  charged  upon 
the  Estimates,  and  it  was  proposed  to 
treat  it  as  an  advance.  He  believed  the 
amount  was  still  outstanding.  The 
Turkish  Government  were  presumed  to 
be  liable  to  pay  this  money  back,  but 
it  was  doubtful  whether  they  could  do 
so ;  and  he  should,  therefore,  be  glad  to 
know  what  steps  it  was  proposed  to  take 
in  this  matter.  Did  the  Government 
intend  to  allow  Colonel  Synge  to  get  off 
without  paying  anything ;  did  they  in- 
tend to  press  the  claim  on  the  Turkish 
Government,  or  did  they  mean  to  wipe 
off  the  amount  as  irrecoverable  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
in  the  last  resort  they  held  the  Turkish 
Government  responsible  for  the  repay- 
ment of  the  money  ;  and  he  failed  to  see 
any  reason  why  a  part  of  the  money  in 
hand  belonging  to  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment should  not  be  kept  back  until  the 
ransom  was  paid. 


1147 


Supply — 


(OOMMONS) 


CivU  8§rv%€e$. 


1148 


Mb.  AETHUE  0'CX)NN0R  sug- 
gested, in  that  case,  tliat  steps  should  be 
token  to  make  the  Foreign  Office  secure. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(5.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £142,387,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Ex. 
penso  of  the  Consular  Establishments  Abroad, 
and  for  other  Expenditure  chargeable  on  the 
Consular  Vote." 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  wished 
to  move  to  reduce  the  Vote  by  £  1 ,  600,  the 
amount  paid  to  Mr.  Lascelles,  as  Oonsul 
and  Diplomatic  Agent— our  Hepresen- 
tative — in  Bulgaria.  He  did  not  wish  to 
enter  into  a  long  discussion  on  the  ques- 
tion, on  a  side  issue  like  this ;  but  he 
must  say  one  word  as  to  our  position  in 
Bulgaria,  because  one  of  the  grounds  of 
his  objecting  to  the  Vote  was  the  con- 
duct of  the  Prince  of  Bulgaria,  and  the 
opinion  that  was  entertained  in  many 
quarters  that  it  was  improper  for  us  to 
hold  any  diplomatic  relations  with  him. 
After  the  war  between  Turkey  and  Rus- 
sia there  had  been  a  persistent  effort 
made  by  the  English  Gbvemment  then 
in  power  to  get  the  province  of  Bul- 
garia divided  between  Bulgaria  East 
and  Boumania.  That  division  did  take 
place,  and  Bulgaria  was  left,  to  all 
intents  and  purposes,  not  the  large  Bul- 

faria  that  was  hoped  for  by  the  present 
'rime  Minister,  but  consisting  of  the 
Northern  part  of  the  original  Province. 
By  the  Treaty  of  Berlin  it  was  laid  down 
that  a  Constitution  should  be  elaborated 
for  Bulgaria.  That  Constitution  he  had 
seen  reflected  on  in  the  newspapers  as  a 
bad  Constitution.  He  had  made  him- 
self familiar  with  that  Constitution,  and 
he  must  say  he  regretted  that,  in  almost 
every  instajice,  the  Constitution  of  this 
country  was  not  the  same  as  that  of 
Bulgaria.  He  had  never  heard  of  or 
seen  a  more  sound  and  excelfent  Demo- 
cratic Constitution  than  that  which  was 
given  to  Bulgaria. 

The  CH a£kMAN  :  The  hon.  Member 
cannot  discuss  the  question  of  the  Con- 
stitution of  Bulgaria  on  this  Vote.  He 
can  only  discuss  any  transaction  in 
which  Mr.  Lascelles  took  part. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEHE  said,  he  should 
approach  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Lascelles 
directly ;  but  it  was  neceasaiy  for  him  to 


describe  the  Gironmstanoes  in  which  the 
conduct  he  complained  of  took  place. 
The  Prince  of  Bulgaria  was  eTected 
under  this  Constitution.  There  was  a 
Chamber,  and  the  Prince  was  under  it— 
the  sound  principle  adopted  in  the  Con- 
stitution being  tnat  the  Prince  reigned 
and  did  not  rule.  One  Ministry  after 
another  was  formed,  and  the  Prince  be- 
came  surrounded  by  foreign  adventoreze. 
The  Prince  was  anxious  that  the  Oovem- 
ment  should  fall  into  the  hands  of  theee 
adventurers.  At  the  commencement  of 
the  summer  the  Prince  resolved  to 
make  a  coup  d*Stat  He  announced  that 
a  pUheseite  would  be  taken,  by  whioih 
autocratic  power  was  to  be  given  to  him 
for  five  years.  He  went  through  the 
form  of  gathering  together  a  Gband 
National  Assembly,  which  was  to  vote 
him  this  supreme  power.  It  was  one  of 
the  grossest  farces  ever  perpetrated. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  (Gentle- 
man is  still  discussing  the  question  of  the 
Constitution  of  Bulgaria.  I  must  again 
inform  him  that  he  is  bound  to  confine 
himself  to  the  question  of  the  conduct 
of  Mr.  Lascelles. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  You  will  see 
how  I  come  to  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  MeniP 
ber  must  come  to  it,  and  not  go  into  fhe 
whole  question  of  the  Government  of 
Bulgaria. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  was 
just  coming  to  Mr.  Lascelles.  This  Ghrand 
National  Assembly  was  called  together 
— ['*  Order  ! "]  He  thought  he  wai 
strictly  in  Order,  as  he  was  introducing 
the  speech  delivered  by  the  Germm 
Consul  General,  as  doyen  of  the  Ctrpi 
Diplomatique,  of  whom  Mr.  Lascelles  wai 
one.  It  would  be  seen  directly  that  he 
had  been  obliged  to  make  these  pr^ 
liminary  remarks.  The  Grand  National 
Assembly  was  called  together  at  Sistovn. 
It  was  surrounded  by  troops,  in  order  to 
prevent  the  outraged  people  from  torn. 
mg  the  Prince  out.  The  Vcrpi  JHpih 
matique  met  together  for  the  purpose  of 
addressing  the  Prince,  and,  under  these 
circumstances,  the  doyen,  or  the  gentle- 
man who  had  been  lonffeet  in  the  C9tp$ 
Diplomatique,waA  in  thehabit  of  speaJdny 
in  the  name  of  all  the  members  of  the 
Diplomatic  Body.  He  (Mr.  LabouohsBe)  - 
mifi^ht  presume  that  the  doy§n*9  Addxesi 
had  been  read  over  to  Mr.  LaaceUes,  and 
that  his  opinion  was  taken  on  the  sab* 
ject.    At  any  rate,  as  Mr.  Lascelleswii : 
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il  iha  meeting,  he  was  reponrible  for 
vhat  took  place.  What  did  take  place 
was  this.  The  ioym^f  speaking  in  the 
anne  of  Mr.  LasoeUes  and  the  others, 
Mid— 

*^  The  C9rp9 IHphmmtifUf  iahappy  to  greet  your 
TTT^liiinM.  thxons^  me  aa  intermediary,  on  your 
snval  in  tfiia  town. 

"  The  BepreeentativeB  of  Europe,  on  the  eve  of 
Aa  meeting  of  the  Qreat  National  Aaaembly, 
farm  the  nncereet  wiah  that  the  onion  between 
yvar  Higfaneaa  and  the  country  may  be  indis- 
■IbMv  maintained.  Your  Highneaa,  by  the 
h|^  flfitfiniftif  whidi  have  devcuved  upon  you, 
auuitittttea,  in  the  eyes  of  Europe,  a  guarantee 
■f  Older  and  tranqnillity,  and  the  pledge  of  a 
derelopment  of  Bulgaria  in  the  path  of 

9f 


B  must  be  remembered  that  this  lan- 
guage was  addressed  to  the  Prince,  after 
vbat  he  ahould  be  prepared  to  show — 
had  he  the  opportunify  of  making  his 
speech  in  the  House  instead  of  the  Com- 
mittee—was  one  of  the  most  outrageous 
and  nefarious  attacks  upon  public  liberty 
•far  perpetrated.  The  Prince  replisd  to 
the  ^irp%  Diplowuitique  as  follows : — 

*'  MeanenrB  lea  Agents, 
"  I  am  happy  to  see  yon  in  this  town  under 
gOLxe  circumstances  which  have  brought  me 

yon  aay,  M.  1' Agent,  on  the  part  of  your 
^  tea,  heuag  in  the  eyes  of  Europe  the  re- 
AfttlTe  and  depoaitajry  of  the  destinies  of 

90 


« 


^why  he  aaid  so,  he  (Mr.  Labouohere) 
fid  not  know;  but  iheCarpt  Diplomatique^ 
Ijaacellea  amongst  the  number, 
to 


^wintitL  has  been  confided  to  me,  I  do  not 

ibi  far  an  instant  that  my  country,  marching 

the  jpatlis   of  progress  opened  to   it,  will 

M  able  to  justify  the  syxnpathies  of  the 

and  the  oonfidenice  whidi  Europe  evinces 

tas^. 

«I  am  also  happy  that  you,  MM.  les  Agents, 
in  the  oonntey,  have  already  been  able 
r«a  to  realise  what  is  the  will  of  the 
nided  hv  I)ivine  Providence,  in  the 
imMnplishnifmt  of  its  destinies. 

MJ  am  also  happy  that  you,  MM.  les  Agents, 
lor  the  HtoIt  intorast  of  which  you  have  given 
■i  yntd  auimg  this  crisis,  so  vital  for  the 
naof  the  Boi^azian  nation." 


Bo  ^»^*  the  Prince  accepted  the  words 
if  the  ifayMi  as  a  statement  of  the  opi- 
lioBt  not  only  of  the  Corps  Diplomatique^ 
kt  of  the  I^iiwers  of  Europe,  England 
trindod.  The  Prince,  in  reply  to  an 
AUnh  piese&ted  to  him  by  tne  Eepre- 
mtU&fB  of  England,  said  he  would  be 
sUs  io  jnatify  the  sympathies  of  the 
VttU,  yiil  the  oonfidenoe  which  Eng- 
Ittderinood  in  hixn.    Then  the  Prince 


said  the  Corpe  Diplomatique  had  been 
able  to  realize  what  was  the  will  of  the 
*'  guided  by  Divine  Providence." 


people 
Why.  1 


hy,  that  was  rank  blasphemy.  Then, 
with  Mr.  Lascelles  standing  by,  the 
Prince  thanked  him  for  the  lively  interest 
he  had  taken  in  him  during  what  he  (the 
Prince)  was  pleased  to  call  ''this  crisis 
so  vital  for  the  future  of  the  Bulgarian 
nation."  The  Prime  Minister  of  Eng- 
land had,  when  this  took  place,  already 
received  the  telegram  from  the  three 
Ministers  who  had  been  ejected  from  the 
country— one  of  whom,  he  had  read  the 
other  day,  was  sent  to  prison,  released, 
and  again  incarcerated — and  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Ordinary  National  Assembly. 
He  would  call  attention  to  the  words  of 
the  telegram.     They  were  as  follows  : — 

"  In  the  hardest  times  for  oar  nation  we  find 
ourselves  obliged  to  have  recourse  to  the  gene- 
rosity of  the  English  nation,  and  personally  to 
you,  and  most  humbly  to  pray  you  io  deliver 
the  order  by  legality  [/.«.,  legal  order!  and 
liberty  (for  which  every  Engliahman  has  always 
been  the  true  guardian)  of  our  countr>'  from 
a  foreign  imrostrainod  and  imposed  militarism. 

*'  You  know,  Sir,  better  than  everybody  else, 
that  elections  for  the  just  and  true  expression 
of  the  national  will,  when  taking  place  under 
the  pressure  of  whips,  bayonets,  and  guns — 
as  is  the  case  with  us  at  present — are  simple 
mocker)'  of  the  national  wiU,  and  a  most 
flagrant  delation  of  liberty. 

''(Signed)  Ex-Minister  Kauayeloff. 
Ex-Minister  Zancofp. 
Ex-Ministcr  Slavelikoff. 
President  of  the  Ordinary  National 
Assembly,  Souenaroff." 

The  opinion  he  had  expressed,  therefore, 
was  not  only  his  own  opinion  derived 
from  the  correspondence,  but  it  was 
the  clear  and  distinct  statement  of  the 
gentlemen  who,  up  to  the  time  of  the 
coup  d*6tat  took  place  were  supposed, 
and,  ho  presumed,  supposed  rightly,  to 
represent  the  views  of  the  Bulgarian 
nation.  A  vote  was  taken  in  the  Great 
National  Assembly — and  a  unanimous 
vote,  under  the  guns  of  the  soldiery  was, 
he  believed,  given  in  favour  of  the 
Prince.  The  doyen  of  the  Corps  Diplo- 
matique,  subsequently,  in  the  presence  of 
his  colleagues,  congratulated  the  Prince 
of  Bulgaria  upon  the  vote  of  the  As- 
sembly.    He  said — 

"  The  Corps  Diplomatique  hastens  by  my  voice 
to  present  to  your  Highness  their  respectful 
congratulations  on  the  occasion  of  the  solemn 
vote  of  the  Great  National  Assembly. 

**  My  colleagues  and  1  are  glad  to  note  that 
the  Bulgarian  nation,  under  the  present  drcum- 
Btances,  has  pronounced  its  opinion  with  the 
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tame  unanimity  as  when  it  made  choice  of  your 
Highness  as  the  depositary  of  its  destinies.  This 
fresh  expression  of  the  will  of  the  Bulgarian 
people  IS  a  striking  proof  of  their  feelings  of 
confidence  in  and  fidelity  towards  your  High- 
ness, and  of  their  resolution  to  follow  you  in  the 
path  in  which  you  will  lead  them  to  ensure  the 
progress,  welfare,  and  prosperity  of  Bulgaria.'* 

In  his  reply,  his  Highness  thanked  the 
Corpi  Dtplofnatique  for  their  congratula- 
tions, and  requested  them  to  convey  to 
their  respective  Governments  the  expres- 
sion of  his  gratitude  for  the  sympathy 
which  had  been  shown  him  during  the 
crisis.  The  other  day,  when  the  Under 
Secretaiy  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
was  asked  whether  any  communication 
had  been  received  from  Foreign  Govern- 
ments, asking  that  a  united  action  should 
be  taken  to  endorse,  on  the  part  of  all 
Signatories  of  the  Berlin  Treaty,  the 
action  of  the  Prince  of  Bulgaria,  the 
hon.  Baronet  had  replied  that  such  a 
communication  had  been  received,  but 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had  de- 
clined to  do  so.  He  understood  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  not 
prepared  to  adopt  the  course  of  armed 
intervention.  It  was  desirable  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  should  maintain, 
as  far  as  possible,  the  European  Concert ; 
but  it  must  be  remembered  that  Hussia 
had  never  lost  an  opportunity  of  sup- 
porting the  Prince.     ["  Order ! "] 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  discussing  the  question  of  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  Bulgaria  in  a  Committee 
devoted  entirely  to  Supply.  He  would 
have  been  in  Order  in  doing  so  before 
the  Speaker  left  the  Chair,  but  he  is  not 
in  Order  now. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  the  Com- 
mittee would  see  the  difficulty  he  was 
in.  He  was  endeavouring,  in  every  way 
he  could,  to  avoid  an  infringement  of  the 
Bules.  However,  he  would  merely  say 
this,  that  Mr.  Lascelles  had  thoroughly 
misconducted  himself.  There  was  no 
reason  why  we  should  have  anyltepresen- 
tative  in  Bulgaria ;  but,  at  any  rate,  if 
we  were  to  have  one,  it  should  not  be  a 
gentleman  who  had  recognized  an  out- 
rageous and  nefarious  attack  upon  public 
liberty,  and  pledged  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  support  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £140,787,  he 
granted  to  Her  Maiesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  tho  Charffe  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  tiie  year  ending  on 
the  Slit  day  of  March  1882,  lor  the  Expense  of 

Mr,  Z0hu9k0r$ 


the  Consular  Establiahmente  Abroad,  aad  for 
other  Expenditure  chargeable  on  the  Contolir 
Vote."— (3fr.  Labouchere.) 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKB  said,  his 
hon.  Friend  had  concluded  his  remarks 
by  saying  that  we  ought  not  to  have  any 
Eepresentative  in  BiUgariaat  all.  But  a 
Eepresentative  in  a  countiy  was  not  in- 
tended entirely,  or  even  chiefly,  to  do 
honour  to  the  country  to  which  he  was 
sent ;  but  he  was  sent  principally  for  the 
protection  of  our  own  people  and  our 
own  trade,  and  in  order  to  give  us  infor- 
mation as  to  what  was  passing  in  a  cer- 
tain portion  of  the  world.  But  he  did 
not  suppose  that  his  hon.  Friend  ee- 
riously  intended  to  leave  us  without  a 
Eepresentative  In  Bulgaria.  Departing 
from  that  ground,  it  was  difficult  to  dis- 
cuss this  matter,  because  the  House  was 
not  yet  in  possession  of  the  Papers  which 
he  himself  had  only  received  within  the 
last  few  hours.  He  had  laid  them  on 
the  Table  last  night,  and  they  would  be 
shortly  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members. 
He  had  only  just  received  the  assents  of 
the  Governments  interested  in  the  publi- 
cation of  the  documents,  and  therefore 
the  Papers  were  only  presented  yester- 
day. They  were,  technically,  before 
the  House ;  therefore,  he  could  refer  to 
them.  It  appeared  that  Mr.  Lascelles 
had  succeeded  in  considerably  modify- 
ing the  form  of  the  Declaration  which 
was  made  to  the  Prince  of  Bulgaria  by 
the  CorpB  Diplomatique,  Mr.  fascelles 
wrote  to  Earl  Granville  on  tho  15th  July 
—having  telegraphed  the  substance  of 
the  despatch — as  follows : — 

'*  A  proposal  had  heen  originally  made  that 
the  CorpH  Diplomatique  should  express  the  hope 
that  the  Great  National  Assemhly  would  ratil^ 
the  choice  of  the  nation,  which  had  heen  clearly 
expressed  by  the  recent  plebiscite;  but  I  objected 
strongly  to  this,  on  tho  ground  that  I  could  not 
join  in  what  appeared  to  me  to  be  a  direct  inter- 
ference in  the  internal  affairs  of  tho  country, 
and  an  attempt  on  the  part  of  tho  foreign  Re- 
nrcscntatives  to  influence  the  vote  of  the  QttetX 
National  Assembly.  My  opinion  was  shared  by 
the  French  and  Italian  Agents,  and  it  was 
finally  decided  that  the  sentence  to  which  I  ob- 
jected should  be  omitted  from  the  speech." 

The  speech  was  considerably  modified 
at  Mr.  Lascelles'  suggestion,  and  the 
most  objectionable  matter  was  taken 
from  it.  With  regard  to  what  did  appear 
in  the  speech,  Mr.  Lascelles  wrote  wX 
considerable  length.  He  said,  writing 
from  Sistova — 

"  On  my  arrival  here  on  the  10th  instant,  I 
found  your  Lordship's  telegram  of  the  8th  &!• 
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4nt  OB  the  mMeot  of  tlia  DedaniUm  which  it 
wm  propoeed  that  tlia  HepreMntatives  of  the 
GfBK  Fowen  in  Bnljsaria  Bhoald  make  on  the 
imn  of  the  meeting  of  the  Great  National 
wMVf  and  inatnioung  me  only  to  join  in 
DeJaratlofn  if  it  ihould  be  worded  ae  was 
it  &rt  poropoeed. 

"The  G^erman  Agent,  who  has  been  to  Varna 
lor  the  pnrpoee  of  oonsnlting  his  Russian  and 
AxHfarian  ooAeegiieaaa  to  the  beat  means  of  carry- 
kr  out  their  iiutmotiona,  has  informed  me  that, 
M  it  eeema  certain  that  the  Great  National  As- 
■Bhlj  win  aeoept  the  Prince's  conditions  with- 
oet  oppoaitiop,  toer  have  decided  not  to  make 
the  iferleratfon  nnleas  a  change  in  the  disposi- 
tioB  of  the  Depatiea  shoold  indicate  a  possibi- 
B^  of  the  Prinoe'a  conditions  being  rejected,  in 
vuflh  oeae  they  wcwld  address  a  fttrong  Decla- 
ntion  to  the  Aaaembl^.  They  thought,  how- 
tffir,  that  at  the  reception  which  the  rrince  of 
Belniia  was  about  to  hold  of  the  CiMrpi  Diplo- 
mmjgtu  on  his  airiTal  at  Bistova,  it  would  be 
adfiaahia  for  IL  de  Thielaii,  as  doj^en  of  the 
Aiyf  y  to  make  a  speech,  which  would,  to  a  cer- 
taa  extent,  rei^ace  the  declaration. 

"M.  de  Thielaii  read  to  me  the  draft  of  the 
Mseh  which  he  had  drawn  up  with  the  a^pro^-al 
of  M.  Hitroyo  and  M.  de  Burian,  in  which  the 
expressed  that  the  Great  National 
lUy  would  ratify  the  decision  of  the 
L  aa  expressed  by  the  recent  plebiteitt. 
ne  apeech  continued  by  assuring  His  High- 
MM  tnai  the  foreign  BepresentatiTes,  on  the 
•ve  of  the  meeting  of  the  Great  National  As- 
HMUyv  formed  the  most  sincere  wii^es  for  the 
ilefiatice  of  the  Union  between  His  High- 
and  tiie  country,  and  that  His  Highness 
titiited  in  the  eyes  of  Europe  a  guarantee 
if  oador  and  tranquilli^,  and  a  pledge  of  the 
development  of  Bulgaria  in  the  path  of  pro- 


'*  I  told  M.  de  ThielaCL  that  it  appeared  to  mo 
fhe  first  part  of  the  speech  was  a  direct  in- 
in  the  internal  affairs  of  the  Prin- 
^r,  in  which  I  could  not  join.  Your  Lord- 
lim'a  mafcrnctions  were  precise  upon  that  point, 
mmi  although  there  waiL  no  doubt,  some  differ- 
OBoe  hetween  a  f onnal  declaration  and  a  speech 
■idreeeed  to  the  Prince  by  the  doyen  of  the 
Om]W  J^ipiowuUigug,  the  speoch  would  evidently 
he  pnUiidied,  and  would  be  looked  upon  as  an 
attompt  on  the  part  of  the  Agents  to  influence 
fte  TOte  of  the  Assembly.  I  had  no  objections 
to  nafce  to  Uie  concluding  portions  of  the 
peachy  althongh  I  should  hare  preferred  to 
iHifc  all  mention  of  the  Great  National  As- 
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meeting  of  the  Agents  and  Consuls- 
at  which  all  the  Representatives  of 
fts  Gteat  Powers  were  present,  with  the  ox- 
OBlioBi  of  the  RnsBian  Ajgent,  M.  de  Thiolaii 
uatod  oat  that,  aa  he  and  his  Russian  and 
iHlio-Hnngaxian  colleagues  had  received  in- 
itmetioiia  to  give  a  verr'  strong  support  to  the 
IttMOb  they  £ad  Uiought  that  it  would  bo  ad. 
vUde  to  take  advantage  of  the  reception  of 
ftt  OtrpM  Diphmatiqtis  to  give  His  Highness  a 
|RMf  of  that   support.      He  added  that  the 

rdi  had  heen  prepared  with  the  consent  of 
Stmro^  and  had  been  approved  by  the 
Miea^  and  that,  aa  His  Highness  intended  to 
— ive  na  immediately  after  his  arrival,  there 
be  no  time  to  eabmit  to  him  any  altera- 
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tions  in  it.  He  suggested  that  he  might  make 
those  portions  of  the  speech  to  which  I  had  no 
objection  in  the  name  of  all  his  colleagaes,  and 
then  add  that  the  Representatives  of  the  three 
Empires  had  been  instructed  to  express  the  hope 
that  the  Great  National  Assembly  would  accept 
His  Highness's  conditions. 

"My  French  and  Italian  colleagues  joined  mo 
in  objecting  to  this  course,  which  Would  have 
the  effect  of  proving  that  a  difference  of  opinion 
existed  among  the  Great  Powers.  It  was  most 
undesirablo  from  every  point  of  view  that  this 
should  bo  done,  and  groat  encouragemont  would 
be  g^vcn  to  the  Prince's  opponents  if  it  became 
known  that  the  Great  Powers  were  not  agreed 
upon  the  Bulgarian  Question. 

*'  M.  do  Thiolaii  then  proposed  that  he  and 
M.  Hitrovo  and  ^I.  de  Burian,  after  the  recep- 
tion of  the  Corps  Diplomatiquef  should  ask  for 
an  interview  with  the  Prince,  in  order  to  com- 
municate their  instnictions  to  His  Highness. 

"  I  observed  that  this  course  would  equally 
indicate  a  difference  of  opinion  among  tho 
Powers,  and  it  was  iinallv  decided  that  M.  de 
Thielaii  should  consult  tne  Prince  and  AI.  <le 
Hitrovo  on  their  arrival,  and,  if  they  should 
agree  to  the  omission  of  the  paragr.iph  to  which 
I  had  objected,  he  should  make  a  speech  in  the 
name  of  all  the  Powers.*' 

He  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  need  only 
quote  two  other  despatches.  In  a  fur- 
ther despatch,  on  the  18th  July,  from 
Varna,  Mr.  Lascelles  said — 

"  I  told  M.  Hitrovo  that  I  was  sorry  to  havo 
been  obliged  to  object  to  the  spoocli.  Your 
Lordship's  instructions  were,  however,  so  pre- 
cise that  it  would  havo  been  imiMjssiblo  for  me 
to  have  done  otherwise.  Even  as  it  was,  there 
wero  parts  of  tlie  speech  which  had  actually 
been  delivered  which  1  would  gladly  have*  seen 
altered ;  but,  as  all  direct  interference  in  the  in- 
ternal affairs  of  the  country  had  been  avoided,  I 
thought  myself  justified  in  not  separating  my- 
self from  my  colleagiioH,  as  it  appeared  to  mo 
most  important  that  we  should  act  together,  and 
thus  avoid  all  appearance  of  any  divergence  of 
opinion  among  tho  Great  Powers  on  tho  Bul- 
garian Question,  and  I  recognised  tho  difficulty 
of  making  any  further  change  in  a  speech  which 
had  been  already  submitted  to  the  Prince,  and 
to  which  His  Highness  had  prepared  a  reply." 

Lord  Granville,  in  his  reply  to  this  de- 
spatch, used  the  following  words — and 
with  these  he  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
would  conclude : — 

"As  regards  the  speech  of  congratulation 
made  by  the  doytn  on  behalf  of  the  Diplomatic 

:  Body  to  the  Prince  of  Bulgaria,  after  the  vote 

'  of  the  Assembly,  of  which  a  copy  is  enclosed  in 
your  further  Despatch,  No.  114  of  the  13th 
mst.  (which  luw  likewise  been  laid  b»ffore  Her 
Majesty),  I  havo  to  state  to  you  that  this  speech 

■  goes  further  in  some  of  its  expressions  tlian  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  themselves  have 
desired  :  but  they  can  understand  tJie  difficulty 
you  would  have  had  in  separating  yourself  from 
your  colleagues  on  such  an  occasion,  and  the 
more  so  as  the   Assembly   had    already   pro- 

I  nounced  itself  in  favour  of  the  Priniui's  pro- 
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poBals,  and  the  address  could  not,  therefore,  be 
considered  as  designed  to  influence  their  vote, 
or  as  having  the  samo  political  im^rtance  as 
the  one  deUvered  before  the  meeting  of  the 
Assembly." 

Mr.  J.  CO  WEN  said,  it  was  the  mis- 
fortune of  Members  that  they  had  had 
no  opportunity  this  Session  of  discuss- 
ing in  a  regular  way  such  subjects  as 
the  one  raised  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Normampton.    The  matter 
would  have  been   much  more  appro- 
priately considered  on  going  into  Sup- 
ply rather  than  in  Committee ;  but  the 
complete  control  that  the  Oovemment 
had  taken  of  all  the  time  of  the  House 
had  driven  Members  to  resort  to  Com- 
mittee discussions,  as  it  was  the  only 
chance  they  had  of  raising  points   of 
public  interest.     They  were  hampered 
by  the  Hules,  and  hence  matters  in  dis- 
pute could  not  be  fairly  stated.     They 
laboured  under  a  further  disadvantage, 
inasmuch  as  the  Papers  the  Government 
had  promised  them  had  not  yet  been 
published,  and  they  had  to  argue  the 
subject,  if  not  blindfold,  certainly  wiUi 
very  insufficient  data.     He  would  try  to 
keep  within  the  narrow  line  that  the 
Orders  of  the  House  prescribed.    But  it 
was  impossible,  even  faintly,  to  state 
the  case  without  some  reference  to  the 
general   position    of    Eastern    affairs. 
These  were  the  facts — The  people  in 
Bulgaria  complained,  and  witn  justice, 
that  they  had  no  direct  influence  on  the 
government  of  their  State  —  that  the 
Turkish  Pashas  treated  them  unjustly, 
sometimes    cruelly.      They    demanded 
their    freedom  from   that  domination. 
As  a  consequence  of  the  War  between 
Hussia  and  Turkey  this  desire  was  in  a 
sense  gratified.    The  European  States 
settled  a  Constitution  for  the  Bulgarians, 
and  a  Prince  was  appointed  to  ^ve 
effect  to  it.    The  idea  was  that  the  Bul- 
gars — within  the  lines  of  this  Constitu- 
tion and  under  the  rule  of  this  Prince — 
were  to  govern  themselves.     That  was 
the  intention  of  the  Great  Powers.  Cer- 
tainly it  was  the  intention  of  this  coun- 
try ;  for,  whatever  differences  of  opinion 
there  might  have  been  amongst  them 
at  the  preliminary  stage  of  the  dispute, 
they  were  all  agreed  as  to  the  sort  of 
government  that  was  to  obtain  as  the 
result  of  the  conflict.     What  had  been 
the  issue?    The  Prince  had  from  the 
first  oonspired  against  the  Constitution 
that  had  been  put  in  operation  at  the 

Sir  ChtwlH  W.  Dak$ 


commands  of  Europe.     He  had  now 
overturned  it,  and   established  a  des- 
potism.    The  Bulgarian  people  had  dis- 
covered that  they  did  not  get  independ- 
ence.   Instead  of  being  governed  by  a 
Turkish  Pasha  they  were  now  ruled  by 
a  Eussian  satrap.    The  Prince  was  not 
only  a  foreigner  and  an  adventurer  him- 
self, but  his  Ministers  were  foreigners 
and  adventurers  like  him.    The  English 
Eepresentative,  by  the   part  he  took, 
had  sanctioned  this  violation  of  the  Con- 
stitution and  this  breaking  of  his  oath 
by  the  Prince.     This  he  held  was  a  dis- 
tinct  interference  with    the     internal 
affairs  of  another  State,  and  was  con- 
trary to  the  settled  policy  of  this  coun* 
alt  was  quite  true  that  Mr.  Las- 
les  could  not  prevent  the  Prince's 
usurpation,  and  he  was  not  suggesting 
that  the  Government  should  have  taken 
steps  to  reverse  it.     But  what  he  did 
complain   of   was    that    our    Ministry 
should  have  been  in  such  haste  to  en- 
dorse those  high-handed  proceedings, 
and  thereby  give  countenance  to  them. 
Distinguished    men    had    suffered   for 
their  precipitancy   under   like  circum- 
stances.   ioT^  Eussell  went  so  far  as 
to  advise  the  dismissal  of  Lord  Palmer- 
ston,  who  was  then  Foreign  Minister, 
because  he  had — first  in  a  conversation 
with  a  French  Ambassador,  and  next 
in  a  despatch  to  Lord  Normanby — ex- 
pressed his  approval  of  the  usurpation 
effected   by   the    coup   d'Hat  of  Louis 
Bonaparte.     If  such  strong  measures 
could  be  taken  with  a  man  like  Lord 
Palmerston,  they  were  not  to  be  pre- 
vented from  censuring  the  course  that 
Mr.  Lascelles  had  taken  under  like  oon- 
ditions.     The  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  had  said  it  was  not 
customary  to  withdraw  Ministers.  There 
had    been    instances,   however,   where 
that  was  done.    It  would  be  within  the 
remembrance  of  some  present  that  our 
Minister  at  Naples  was  withdrawn  at 
the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Gladstone)  himself  when  the 
Neapolitan  Government  was  acting  in  a 
despotic  and  indefensible  way.     There 
was  the  occasion  of   our  withholding 
Ambassadorial  connection  with  Spain, 
and  there  were  numerous  instances  in 
South  America — amongst  them  the  cases 
of  Eosas,   of  Mexico,   and  of  Buenos 
Ayres.      There  was  precedent  enough 
for  withdrawing    a    Minister  from  a 
usurping  GK)vemment  when  we  disajH 
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pored  of  its  eonne.  It  was  said,  fhr- 
th«r,  thttt  our  Minister  had  succeeded 
in  MttiDg  the  Address  of  the  Consuls 
nooofiad.  But,  eren  admitting  this, 
the  modified  Address  was  objectionable. 
What  he  wished  to  know  from  the 
Qovemment  was— did  thej,  or  did  they 
■0l»  approre  of  the  modified  Address  ? 
Did  they,  or  did  they  not,  sanction  the 
eoviae  that  Mr.  Lasoelles  had  taken  ?  He 
was  astounded  at  the  indifference  with 
whioh  the  uneonstitutional  proceedings 
of  Prince  Alexander  had  been  yiewed  m 
Ada  oonntiy.  A  few  years  ago  the 
wanneefe  possible  interest  was  mani- 
iMtod  in  Bulgarian  a&irs.  The  cry  on 
all  hands  was  that  the  BuLrarians 
ihonld  be  pennitted  to  assert  and  estab- 
lish  their  independence  and  nationality. 
And  yet  here  was  a  Prince  who,  having 
been  charged  by  Europe  to  maintain 
that  independence  and  uphold  that 
aationalityy  had  overturned  the  one  and 
trampled  upon  the  other,  and  estab- 
lished in  his  own  name,  and,  he  (Mr. 
Obwen)  regretted  to  say,  with  the  ap- 

Cml  of  our  Minister,  what  was  litue 
than  a  Hnssian  GK)vemorship  in  this 
new  State. 

Sib  H.  DBTJMMOND  WOLFF  de- 
jNcnted  the  discussion  which  had  taken 
nlaoe«  and  declared  that  this  attack  upon 
Mr.  Iiaacelles  was  most  imfair.    What- 
Cffiar  this  gentleman  had  done  had  been 
condoned  by  Her  Majesty's  Gk>vemment. 
Th^  had  acquiesced  in  his  action,  and 
if  a  had  been  necessary  to  censure  any- 
flBc,    it   would  have  been  much  more 
pertinent  to  censure  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
ipsraineni.    Between  the  8th  of  May  and 
Ac  time  the  speech  of  the  doyen  was 
dnKTared,  Mr.  Jjasoelles  secured  an  im- 
portant alteration  in  it ;  and  there  could 
DC  no  doubt,  whatever  might  be   said 
aiboat  his  withdrawal,  that  it  would  be 
^4ll«iU  to  find  a  better  man  to  fill  the 
poafc  he  occupied.     Things  were  in  a 
aaagcnms  atate  in  Bulgaria,  and  Mr. 
TiasiTftllffft  was  most  acceptable,  not  only 
to  the  KincCy  but  also  to  the  people  of 
fta  country.    It  was  all  very  well  for 
fta  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Lsbonchere)  to  read   despatches,   and 
tilnriania,  and  letters  firom  ex-Ministers 
lAom  he  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff) 
Mteved  were  at  the  time  conspiring 
Iflilnai  the  Prince  of  Bulgaria,  and  who, 
■aee  they  had  had  the  administration 
(t  tti6  affilira  of  tide  country,  had  done 
tk  fnwilnnlaMn  amount  of  injury. 


Mb.  LABOUCHERE  rose  to  Order. 
He  wished  to  point  out  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  he  had  not  been  allowed  to 
go  into  questions  of  this  kind,  and  that 
he  would  not  be  allowed  to  reply  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman. 

The  CHAIEMAN:  I  mast  say  I 
think  the  hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth 
is  travelling  a  little  wide  of  the  Ques- 
tion. 

Sea  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  would  not  pursue  the  question.  He 
must  say  that  Mr.  Lascelles,  instead  of 
being  reprimanded  for  the  course  he 
had  taken,  ought  to  be  congratulated. 
He  had  done  that  which  was  advan- 
tageous to  all  parties  concerned ;  and  if 
anybody's  salary  ought  to  be  stopped 
it  would  be  that  of  some  Member  of 
the  Government,  and  not  that  of  Mr. 
liascelles. 

Mil.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  said,  that  unless 
hon.  Members  had  something  on  their 
minds  which  they  were  prevented  from 
bringing  before  the  Committee  he  was 
afraid  they  had  not  much  case.  What 
he  understood  the  hon.  Baronet  to  say 
was  this — that  the  leading  principle  on 
which  Mr.  Lascelles  was  required  to  act 
was  as  little  interference  as  possible 
with  the  internal  affairs  of  Bulgaria. 
Well,  in  spite  of  that,  he  abandoned 
the  principle  of  non -interference — but 
it  was  only  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
a  modification  of  the  original  Address  to 
the  Prince.  He  interfered  in  the  draft 
of  the  Address,  and  that  was  an  aban- 
donment of  the  principle  of  non-inter- 
ference altogether.  As  he  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  understood  it,  Mr.  Lascelles 
would  have  interfered  further  if  he  had 
thought  he  could  have  done  any  good. 
What  was  Mr.  Lascelles'  position  ?  He 
had  a  choice  of  two  things,  either  to 
sigpiify  his  disapproval  of  the  action  of 
the  Prince  and  his  colleagues,  by  having 
nothing  to  do  with  the  Address,  or  to 
make  the  best  of  a  bad  bargain,  and  not 
separate  himself  from  the  rest  of  his 
colleagues.  What  was  the  logical  con- 
clusion of  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  with  reference  to  Mr.  Lascelles  ? 
Why  this,  that  he  would  have  wished 
him  to  go  to  the  Prince,  saying — **  I  pro- 
test against  your  whole  proceedings, 
and  I  am  going  out  of  Bulgaria.''  The 
hon.  Member  would  have  had  Mr. 
Lascelles  go  to  the  Prince,  and  say — *'  I 
so  highly  disapprove  of  your  proceed- 
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iiiffs  that  I  leave  you  and  youn."  Well, 
if  ne  had  done  that,  the  Prince  of  Bul- 
garia might  have  replied — **  If  you  want 
to  leave  my  country,  you  are  at  perfect 
liberty  to  do  so^it  is  your  affair  and 
not  mine ;  but  I  object  that  you,  as  the 
Bepresentative  of  England,  should  sepa- 
ate  your  self  from  the  Diplomatic  Body." 
Suppose  Mr.  Lascelles  had  gone ;  would 
anybody  have  taken  his  place?  But 
suppose  Mr.  Lascelles  had  said  to  the 
Prince — *'  You  have  suspended  the  Con- 
stitution of  Bul^ria."  The  Prince 
would  have  rephed — "Not  at  all;  I 
have  only  brought  in  a  Peace  Preserva- 
tion Act."  Mr.  Lascelles  would  have 
said — ''You  have  arrested  a  certain 
number  of  honourable  gentlemen."  But 
the  reply  would  have  been — *'Not  at 
all ;  I  have  only  arrested  a  certain  num- 
ber of  dissolute  ruffians  and  village 
tyrants."  If  Mr.  Lascelles  had  adopted 
the  opinions  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere),  the 
Prince  would  have  been  perfectly  jus- 
tified in  saying — ''Those  who  live  in 
glass  houses  should  not  throw  stones." 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  should 
not  divide  the  Committee  on  the  ques- 
tion. They  had  had  an  opportunity 
of  discussing  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Las- 
celles, and  of  listening  to  the  very  mild 
defence  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs. 
He  thought  they  might  gather  from  the 
hon.  Baronet's  remarks  that  he  asrreed 
very  much  with  their  protest.  If  the 
Government  would  not  go  so  far  as  to 
withdraw  altogether  our  Kepresentative 
from  Bulgaria,  he  trusted  they  would 
consider  the  desirability  of  withdrawing 
Mr.  Lascelles,  and  of  sending  someone  to 
replace  him  who  had  not  compromised 
himself  in  this  extraordinary  way.  The 
hon.  Baronet  had  said  that  the  Address 
could  not  be  altered  when  Mr.  Lascelles 
counselled  an  alteration  of  it,  because 
the  Prince  would  not  have  an  opportu- 
nity of  saying  whether  he  permitted  it. 
If  that  was  a  specimen  of  the  freedom 
of  speech  in  Bulgaria,  he  could  only 
eay — "  Heaven  help  Bulgaria." 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  asked 
what  would  have  been  the  effect  of 
adopting  the  policy  recommended  by 
the  hon.  Member  ?  It  was  not  certain 
what  would  have  been  the  attitude  of 
France;  but  it  was  probable  that  at 
least  Austria,  Germany,  and  Russia 
would  have  agreed  to  a  strong  muaodi- 
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fied  declaration.  As  it  was,  Mr.  Las- 
celles detached  France  and  Italy  from 
their  colleagues,  the  Representatives  of 
Germany,  Austria,  and  Kussia,  and  in 
this  way  obtained  a  modification  of  the 
speech.  The  change  in  the  speech 
seemed  to  him  (Sir  Charles  W.  DHke) 
to  have  been  a  very  important  one.  He 
would  not  go  into  the  question  touched 
upon  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  J.  Cowen)  as  to  the  total  with- 
drawal of  our  Representative  from  Bul- 
garia. He  could  only  say  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  to  the  interests  of 
England  to  withdraw  our  Representa- 
tive from  such  a  country  as  Bulg^uda. 
The  hon.  Member  had  mentioned  some 
cases  where  it  had  been  necessary  to 
withdraw  the  British  Representatives; 
but  he  could  not  say  that  much  good 
was  done  by  those  withdrawals.  It  was 
desirable  in  our  own  interests  to  keep 
our  Representative  in  Bulgaria  to  look 
after  the  interests  of  our  own  people. 
In  the  case  referred  to,  Lord  ^almer- 
ston  had  ceased  to  hold  Office  because 
he  had  taken  important  action  in  the 
internal  affairs  of  a  foreign  State  with- 
out consulting  his  Colleagues.  The 
hon.  Member  had  asked  what  the  Gh> 
vemment  thought  of  the  action  of  Mr. 
Lascelles ;  and  he  (Sir  Charles  W.Dilke) 
could  only  repeat  that  the  opinion  of 
Lord  Granville  would  be  found  in  the 
last  despatch  in  the  Papers — the  de- 
spatch ^om  which  he  haii  quoted  the 
most  important  paragraph.  He  would 
repeat  some  lines  from  that  despatch. 
Lord  Granville  said — 

"  Hub  speech  goes  further  in  some  of  its  ex- 
pressions than  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  would 
themselves  have  desired :  but  they  can  understand 
the  difficulty  you  would  have  had  in  separating 
yourself  from  your  colleagues  on  such  an  occa- 
sion, and  the  more  so  as  the  Asembly  had 
already  pronounced  itself  in  favour  of  the 
Prince's  proposals ;  and  the  Address  could  not, 
therefore,  be  considered  as  designed  to  influence 
their  vote,  or  as  having  the  same  politioil  im- 
portance as  the  one  delivered  before  the  meet- 
ing of  the  Assembly." 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
whether  it  would  not  be  a  good  thinff 
to  appoint  local  merchants  to  iJie  post  (9 
Vice  Consul  in  small  unimportant  plaoea? 
These  men  would  have*  something  to 
live  on  already,  and  their  appointment 
might  lead  to  economy. 

Me.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  wished 
to  know  wbether  there  was,  practioalljfi 
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tB  paased  as  to  the  absence  from  his 
en  a  Ckmsnl  in  Egypt  for  18  months 


uj  limit  to  the  legal  absence  allowed 
to  Oonsols  ?  Hhe  reason  he  asked  this 
was,  beeanae  he  had  heard  many  com- 

BMOtB 

port 

or  two  years. 

8nt  CHABLES  W.  DILEE :  Why 
was  he  abeent  ? 

Kb.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOR  did  not 
know  why  this  gentleman  had  been 
abaent  so  long.  This,  he  knew,  was 
only  a  solitary  ease ;  but  it  was  an  in- 
stanoe  of  an  orer-generons  allowance  of 
leave.  It  seemed  to  him  that  if  this 
geotleman  oonld  be  spared  away  from 
Sis  post  for  so  lonff,  there  was  good 
gioimd  for  redndng  nis  salary. 

Sot  CHARLES  W.  DILEE  did  not 

know  who  the  hon.  Member  referred 

to ;  bnt  if  he  wonld  gpLve  him  ^Sir  Charles 

W.  Dilke)  private  information  on  the 

ponty  he  wonld  look  into  the  matter. 

The  Yiice  Consuls  in  Eprpt  did  not  hold 

important  offices.    With  regard  to  the 

question  put  to  him  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 

man  the  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H. 

Droinmond  Wolff)  as  to  the  small  Vice 

Oonsolatesy  there  was  no  absolute  rule 

in  the  Foreign  Office  as  to  whether  the 

psnons  aeleoted  should  be  persons  sent 

out  from  England  or  persons  on  the 

spot.     The  Department  encouraged  the 

imointments  of  persons  on  the  spot, 

md  a  great  many  of  the  less  important 

Ooasalships  were   held  by  local  mer- 

ehantB.    Ijiere  were  cases  where  foreign 

eomplications  had  arisen,  or  were  likely 

to  sriBe,  in  which  it  was  as  well  to  send 

oat  Consols  from  En^and. 

LABOITCHERE  said,  that  in 
instances  the  Established  Church 
ahaplaina  attached  to  the  Consulates 
WBte  paid  by  the  State.  There  was  no 
roMon  why  this  should  be,  and  he 
UMaaght  it  would  be  much  more  satis- 


vrw  if  the  chaplains  were  paid  by 
ibm  flabfloriptions  of  persons  living  in  the 


He  was  told  that  it  was  the 
rala  for  the  State  to  pay  the  chaplains  a 
■am  equal  to  that  subscribed ;  and  if 
that  sytem  existed,  he  hoped  his  hon. 
Ilaend  (Sir  Charles  W.  DUke)  would 
taka  mMUis  to  put  an  end  to  it.  He 
lii^MiM  let  it  be  known  at  the  Consu- 
lataa  that  if  they  wanted  chaplains  they 
iHwTiH  pay  for  them. 

Bok  Cables  w.  dilke  said, 

&•  practiee  of  appointing  paid  chap- 

^  ~  s  was  being  put  an  end  to  as  vacan- 

oeooned.  It  was,  however,  difficult 


to  abolish  paid  chaplaincies  that  had 
existed  in  the  past. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(6.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

''  That  a  sum,  not  ezccoding  £4,097,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3lBt  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Expenses 
of  the  Mixed  Commissions  established  under 
the  Treaties  withForeig^  Powers  for  suppressing 
the  Traffic  in  Slaves,  and  of  other  Establish- 
ments in  connection  with  that  object,  including 
the  Muscat  Subsidy." 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
proposed  to  move  the  reduction  of  this 
vote  by  the  amount  of  the  Muscat  Sub- 
sidy, which  he  considered  a  totally  un- 
necessary charge.  The  necessity  for  it 
had  passed.  Years  ago  it  was  consi- 
derea  only  temporary,  and  yet  from  time 
to  time  it  was  proposed,  and  yet  no 
ground  in  the  world  was  adduced  in 
support  of  it.  In,  however,  last  year,  one 
of  tne  Lords  of  the  Treasury,  in  a  letter 
written  by  him,  said— 

**  I  take  this  opportunity  of  recommending 
you  to  remind  Lord  Granville  that  no  payment 
should  be  made  of  the  Muscat  Subsidy  for  1 880-1 
without  the  express  sanction  of  Her  Mujosty*s 
Treasury." 

It  seemed  to  him  that  the  view  the  Trea- 
sury took  of  the  matter  was  correct,  and 
that  this  subsidy  should  be  no  longer 
granted.  It  amounted  to  £1,800  per 
annum. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

^^That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £2,297,  be 
granted  to  Ilcr  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessarj'  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  ol  March  1882,  for  the  Expenses 
of  the  Mixed  Commissions  established  under 
the  Treaties  with  Foreign  Powers  for  suppress- 
ing the  Traffic  in  Slaves,  and  of  other  Estab- 
lishments in  connection  with  that  object,  in- 
cluding the  Muscat  Subsidy." — [Mr,  Arthur 
0*  Connor.) 

Mr.  cropper  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther any  part  of  the  Muscat  Subsidy 
was  charged  to  the  revenues  of  India  ? 

LoED  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  payment  of  this  subsidy  had 
been  brought  about  by  a  series  of  com- 
plicated circumstances.  Some  years  ago 
the  Indian  Government  agreed  to  the 
subsidy ;  and,  subsequently,  when  Sir 
Bartle  Frere  went  on  his  mission  with 
the  object  of  suppressing  the  Slave  Trade, 
it  was  agreed  that  the  subsidy  should 
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be  continued  to  the  Sultan  of  Muscat — 
being  made  jointly  by  India  and  Eng- 
land. So  long  as  the  Sultan  of  Mus- 
cat, as  well  as  the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar, 
continued  to  fulfil  the  obligations  he 
had  undertaken,  it  would  be  incumbent 
on  the  GoTernment  to  pay  half  the  sub- 
sidy. The  subject  was  not  lost  sight  of  by 
the  Government,  and  when  the  first  op- 
portunity to  reduce  the  charge  occurred 
they  would  avail  themselves  of  it. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Lord  on  this  sub- 
ject was  distinguished  by  the  accuracy 
which  always  characterized  his  answers. 
He  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor),  however, 
was  sorry  he  had  not  been  able  to  gather 
from  the  noble  Lord  anything  to  explain 
the  departure  of  the  Treasury  from  the 
attitude  they  took  up  in  November,  1R80. 
If  this  letter  he  had  quoted  fW)m  was 
well  grounded — and  it  appeared  to  have 
been — the  answer  of  the  noble  Lord  was 
entirely  out  of  accord  with  it,  and  re- ' 
quired  some  explanation.  He  was  pre- 
pared to  withdraw  his  Motion  on  the 
understanding  that  the  Government  were 
considering  the  matter. 

Mb.  TTEALY  said,  that  before  the 
Motion  was  withdrawn,  he  wished  to 
deprecate  the  zeal  with  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  devoted  their  atten- 
tion to  putting  down  the  Slave  Trade  in 
other  countries,  without  turning  their 
attention  to  the  slave  trade  in  Ireland. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(7.)  £7,047,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Tonnage  Bounties,  &c.  and  Liberated 
African  Department. 

(8.)  £870,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the 
Suez  Canal  (British  Directors). 

Mb.  MONK  asked  the  Government  if 
they  thought  it  desirable  to  continue 
paying  £1,400  a-year  to  keep  Directors 
of  the  Suez  Canal  Company  in  Paris,  in 
order  to  attend  an  occasional  meeting, 
and  to  communicate  occasionally  with 
M.  de  Lesseps.  He  was  aware  that  the 
late  Government  had  fixed  the  remunera- 
tion ;  but  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
duties  of  these  gentlemen  were  such  as 
appertained  to  the  Embassy  at  Paris. 
He  wished  to  know  whether  the  matter 
had  been  considered  by  the  present  Gk>- 
yemment,  and  whether  they  thought  it 
desirable  that  three  Directors  should  be 
maintained  at  a  cost  of  £1,400  a-year? 

Lord  Fred$rick  Cavonduh 


He  wished  to  know,  also,  what  the  item 
in  the  Estimates  ''extra  receipts/'  which 
was  set  down  at  £800,  really  meant  ? 

LoBD  FBEDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  extra  receipts  were,  firstly,  feea 
paid  to  the  Directors  of  the  Suez  Canal 
Company;  and,  secondly,  the  interest 
on  the  shares  that  might  be  called 
''qualifying  shares,"  bought  by  this 
country  to  enable  the  Directors  to  sit  on 
the  Board.  This  matter  had  not  been 
now  for  the  first  time  brought  under  hia 
notice ;  and  he  believed  that  some  Goire- 
spondence  furnished  last  year  showed 
the  duties  of  the  Directors  to  be  import- 
ant, and  such  as  occupied  a  great  deal 
of  time. 

Mb.  monk  wisked  to  know  whether 
the  noble  Lord  would  give  an  assuranoe 
to  bring  this  subject  of  the  permanent 
resident  Directors,  who  were  not  con- 
nected with  the  Embassy,  before  the  Qo- 
vemment? 

LoED  FBEDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  should  be  most  happy  to  con- 
sider the  matter,  and  bring  it  under  the 
notice  of  the  Government. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(9.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

'*That  a  buxd,  not  ezceediog  £20,751,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3lBt  day  of  March  1882,  in  aid  of  Colonial 
Local  Revenue,  and  for  the  Salaries  and  AUofW* 
ances  of  Governors,  &c.,  and  for  other  Chargw 
connected  with  the  Colonies,  including  Expenses 
incuired  under  '  The  Pacific  Islanders  Irotec- 
tion  Act,  1876.' " 

Mr.  AETHUE  0;C0NN0R  said,  he 
ohjected  to  an  item  in  this  Vote  for  the 
Falkland  Islands.  Last  year  there  was 
a  Vote  for  £1,200  for  Gambia  in  aid  of 
the  Mail  Service ;  but  that  was  cut  out 
because  the  income  exceeded  the  ex- 
penditure ;  but  now  a  precisely  similar 
charge,  amounting  to  £1,000,  was  made 
in  aid  of  the  Mail  Seryice  to  the  Falk- 
land Islands.  Those  Islands  did  nol^ 
however,  require  this  aid,  and  it  was 
purely  a  gratuity.  They  were  progreaa- 
ing  very  remarkably,  and  the  popola- 
tion,  which  in  1861  was  566,  was  now 
1,600.  TheBevenuein  1867  was  £6,900; 
in  1876,  £9,150;  in  1878,  £11,576.  Tha 
imports  had  risen  from  £15,000,  inl865| 
to  £38,000,  in  1879;  and  the  exporia 
ftom  £17,000,  in  1865,  to  £71,840,  in 
1879.    He  doubted  if  there  was  aiqf 
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plaoe  IE  tbe  world  which  oould  show  the 
amw  inoreaae  in  populatioii,  exports, 
iapaKfa,  and  revenue.  Every  year  there 
was  a  aorpliia;  and  if  for  the  same 
leaion  the  grant  to  the  Gambia  was 
wikfadzawn,  i  fortiori  this  grant  ought 
abo  to  be  wiUidrawn.  He,  therefore, 
begged  to  move  the  reduction  of  the 
Tote  Vy  £1,000. 

Motion  madci  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  a  mm,  not  exceeding  £19,751,  be 
giaated  to  Her  M^estY,  to  complete  the  sum 
nwf  1^  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
M  eofone  of  payment  dnxing  the  year  ending  on 
thfl  ZUb  day  of  3faxGh  1882,  in  aid  of  Ck)lonial 
Locdl  Rerenue,  and  for  the  Salaries  and  Allow- 
aaeea  of  GoTemors,  &c,  and  for  other  Charges 
eonnected  with  the  Coloniea,  indnding  Expenses 
inemied  nndsr  '  The  Pacific  Islanders  Irotec- 
Act,  1875.'"— <Jfr.  Arthur  ffConmr.) 


LoBD  FBEDEBIGK  CAVENDISH 
■aid.  thaty  owing  to  oertain  oircum- 
■Caneesy  the  charges  for  this  Mail  Ser- 
vice had  been  increased,  and  the  whole 
cost  would  be  a  very  heavy  burden  upon 
i^MiMA  Islands. 

Mr.  COUBTNEY  explained  that  the 
breakdown  of  a  schooner,  which  had 
canded  on  part  of  the  service,  had  ne- 
cesaitated  arrangements  which  increased 
the  cost  from  £800  to  £1,800,  and  of 
thia  the  Islands  would  pay  £800. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  could 
not  regard  the  explanations  as  sufficient. 
He  had  shown,  m>m  official  statistics, 
flMt  there  was  no  necessity  whatever  for 
thia  grant,  seeing  that  the  Islands  had 
no  deota  and  had  an  annually  recurring 
■nzplns.  The  surplus  this  year  would 
be  considerably  more  than  the  proposed 
grant  in  aid.  However,  it  was  pretty 
plain  that  the  Committee  hardly  cared 
to  divide,  and  he  would  not  divide  upon 
flia  point. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Qdginal  Question  again  proposed. 

Ms.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
viflhed  to  draw  attention  to  the  item 
lor  Heligoland.  He  complained  of  the 
Yoto  not  being  limited  to  the  Gt)vemor's 
.  Mlas7r  as  had  been  decided  by  the 
Oolffnii^l  Office  and  the  Treasury.  He 
also  wished  to  ask  some  questions  re- 
ipeeting  Natal  and  the  Transvaal.  There 
waa  aa  over-draft  made  by  the  British 
ndiaritias  in  the  Transvaal,  some  time 

y^  on  the  Standard  Bank  to  the  extent 
£111,000.    That,  he  believed,  had 
|Nt  bean  sepeidy  and  he  did  not  know 


whether  any  steps  had  been  taken  to 
repay  it.  But  when  an  officer  of  the 
Treasury  was  asked  about  it  by  a  Select 
Committee,  he  said  that,  in  the  event  of 
the  Bank  calling  that  sum  in,  he  sup- 
posed it  would  be  necessary  to  apply 
immediately  to  Parliament  for  a  Vote 
in  aid.  Another  answer  would,  he 
thought,  cause  the  Boers  to  be  rather 
glad  of  the  Convention.  The  officer 
said  it  was  hoped  that  it  might  be  pos- 
sible to  impose  taxation  to  the  extent 
of  £50,000  or  £60,000  on  the  Natives, 
and  that  might  prevent  the  necessity  of 
applying  to  Parliament.  The  Boers 
had,  by  their  heroic  stand,  not  only 
saved  their  independence,  but  secured 
themselves  from  a  deliberate  plan  by 
the  British  Treasury  to  tax  them  in  order 
to  repay  the  expenses  which  the  British 
had  chosen  to  incur,  including  this  over- 
draft. He  was  glad  that  that  expecta- 
tion had  been  disappointed.  The  money 
would  have  to  be  paid  some  time  or 
other,  and  he  presumed  it  would  be 
necessary  to  ask  Parliament  for  a  Vote. 
Ho  wished  to  know  what  steps  had  been 
taken  with  regard  to  that  matter  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
replied,  that,  with  respect  to  the  Heli- 
goland Vote,  Heligoland  was  not  in  the 
same  position  as  the  Falkland  Islands, 
for  it  had  no  surplus.  With  regard  to 
the  other  matter,  in  consequence  of  the 
Convention  with  Boers^  it  would  be  ne- 
cessary for  the  Government,  this  Session, 
to  propose  a  Vote  in  aid,  and  then  the 
subject  of  this  over-draft  could  be  dis- 
cussed. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(10.)  £1,105,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Orange  River  Territory  and  St. 
Helena  (Non-Effective  Charges). 

(11.)  £17,300,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Subsidies  to  Telegraph  Companies. 

Class  VI. — ^Non-Effectivk  ^vnd  Chabi- 

TABLE   SeBYICES. 

(12.)  £209,980,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Superannuations  and  Retired  Allow- 
ances. 

(13.)  £19,550,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Merchant  Seamen's  Fund  Pensions, 
&c. 

(14.)  £  1 7, 900,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Relief  of  Distressed  British  Seamen 
Abroad. 
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Mb.  ARTHtTR  O'CONNOR  swd, 
noine  extraordinary  charges  upon  this 
Vote  had  been  allowed  by  the  IVeasury, 
There  vae  a  case  in  which  a  black  sea- 
man on  board  the  Dauy  committed  an 
assault  on  a  white  seaman.  The  man 
was  put  in  irons  and  ordered  home.  Be- 
fore the  arrival  of  the  ship  at  New  York, 
however,  he  was  brought  up  on  a  writ 
of  hahta*  corpu*  and  discharged,  and 
the  expenses  of  those  proceedings  were 
charged  to  the  public  funds  in  this 
Tote.  The  case  could  not,  however, 
under  any  circumstances,  come  under  the 
head  of  "  Distressed  Seamen  Abroad." 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  that 
was  an  exceptional  case,  and  would  not 
occur  again. 

Mb.  ARTHUE  O'CONNORwasafraid 
that  the  case  was  not  exceptional,  for 
there  were  two  other  cases  mentioned  on 
the  same  page.  Some  seaman  on  board 
the  Ocfan  Expreu  at  Rio  Janeiro  went  on 
shore  and  got  drunk.  He  was  locked 
up,  and  the  captain  of  the  vessel  made 
an  allegation  before  the  Vice  Consul 
that  the  man  had  deserted,  and  so  got 
an  endorsement  on  the  man's  articles, 
and  then  proceeded  to  weigh  anchor. 
But  before  he  got  away  the  Vice  Consul 
learned  that  the  man  was  locked  up, 
and  notified  that  to  the  captain.  The 
captain,  however,  went  away,  and  the 
seaman's  wages  now  appeared  on  this 
Vote.  The  authorities  ought  to  have 
looked  after  the  captain,  and  obtained 
the  man's  wagss  from  him.  Then  there 
was  a  third  case,  in  which  a  seaman  was 
described  as  a  desert«r,  but  whose  wages 
were  charged  on  this  Vote. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

{15.)  £423,000,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Pauper  Lunatics,  England. 

(16.)  £39,688, tocompletethesumfor 
Pauper  Lunatics,  Scotland. 

(17.)  £49,852,  Friendly  Societies  De- 
ficiency. 

(18.)  £2,021,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Miscellaneous  Oharitabls  and  other  Al- 
lowances, Great  Britain. 

Ma.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
why  a  sum  of  £680  was  paid  to  Polish 
refugees;  and  also  why  £1,300,  under 
the  head  "  Her  Majesty's  Charities  and 
Bounties  (ScaUand),"  should  be  voted  ? 
There  was,  he  added,  nothing  so  de- 
moralizing as  these  oharitable  £leB,  and 


be  did  not  anderstand  their  appearing 
in  a  Liberal  Qovemment's  Estimates. 

LoED  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
replied, that  the  grants  to  Polish  refugee! 
were  diminishing ;  and  the  charitable 
doles  in  Scotland  were  fixed  by  Act  of 
Parliament.      Therefore,    although   he 

red  that  they  were  worthy  of  ooa- 
"ation,  they  could  not  be  dealt  with. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  whether  the 
Polish  refugees  were  persons  who  had 
been  in  rebellion  against  their  Sove- 
reign?   

Loan  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  was  unable  to  inform  the  hon. 
Member ;  but  the  grants  were  fixed  in 
1864. 

Ma.  O'KELLY  inquired  whetherthese 

gsople  were  connected  with  the  Polish 
ommittee  in  London  ? 
Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  could  aa- 
sure  his  hon.  Friend  that  these  people 
were  not  connected  with  the  Polish  Com- 
mittee. They  were  the  historical  repr»- 
sentadves  of  the  Polish  cause  in  this 
country,  and  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  Nihilists.  Russia  had  no  more  right 
in  Poland  than  England  had  in  Ireland, 
and  he  should  support  the  grants  to 
these  refugees. 

Glass  VII.— Misoellaetbous. 
(19.)  £19,883,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Temporary  Commissions. 

(20.)  £3,927,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Miscellaneous  Expenses. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
wished  to  refer  to  an  item  of  £10  in  this 
Vote  for  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster.  He 
was  sorry  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duoh7 
of  Lancaster  (Mr.  John  Bright)  was  not 
present,  as  he  would  have  repeated  hia 
question  which  he  put  a  few  days  ago 
with  regard  to  the  property  of  uie 
Duchy  in  the  Savoy,  as  to  which  there 
was  some  unQnished  arrangement  be- 
tween the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  and  the 
Woods  and  Forests  Office.  Perhaps  the 
noble  Lord  could  answer  the  question. 

LoHD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  did  not  think  the  point  oould 
possibly  arise  upon  t^us  Vote. 

Vote  agratd  to. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  it 
appeared  a  little  unreasonable  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  Votes  of  the  Revenue  De- 
partment —  the  heaviest  Votes  in  the 
whole  Estimates — at  this  hoar  (5.S0), 
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md  wben  the  Honse  was  weary  with 
fl^r  week's  labours.  It  was  hardly 
bar  to  expect  Memben  to  enter  into  a 
ftrnwaon  on  sabh  l&rve  and  important 
Totea  now ;  and,  therefore,  he  hoped  the 
mUo  liord  wonld  ooneent  to  report  Pro- 


Uas>   FB^IDERIOK  CAYENDISH 

pointed  ont  that  due  notice  had  heen 

l^ran  of  theae  Votes.    It  must  be  borne 

m  mind  that  after  all  they  had  only  been 

•t  woik  with  the  Estimates  two  hours. 

Ma.  FUIiESTON  reminded  the  Com- 
vttee  that  many  Members  had  met  at 
grast  inconvenience  for  the  purpose  of 
taasacting  Business*;  and  he  hoped, 
ttccefore,  that  good  progress  wotdd  be 
■ade  with  the  Estimates. 

Ma.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOR  admitted 
Aat  there  was  good  reason  for  pressing 
Supply  forward ;  but  it  must  be  remem- 
b«d  that  the  rery  men  who  were  now 
la  attendance  were  the  yery  men  whose 
isboon  in  Parliament  had  been  the  most 
ksary,  and  the  very  men  who  were  most 
ia  need  of  the  Saturday  break.  Im- 
portant questions  were  inyolved  in  the 
Votea  of  tibe  Berenue  Department ;  for 
iBstaace,  there  were  the  questions  of 
Ae  out-door  officers  of  the  Customs,  the 
grierances  of  the  telegraph  clerks,  and, 
BO  doubty  much  discussion  would  be 
enited  upon  the  Post  Office  administra- 
tion. 

Mm.  CHILDERS  suggested  that  they 
should  take  the  Customs  and  Inland 
Berenue  Totes,  and  report  Progress 
they  came  to. the  Post  Office  Votes. 


BEVENUE  DEPARTMENTS. 

(81.)  £757,7379  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Customs. 

(29.)  £1,553,471,  to  complete  the  sum 
tag  the  Inland  Berenue. 

(Sd.)  £4079767,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Post  CMSoe  Packet  Service. 

BeacdntioiiB  to  be  reported  upon  Monday 


Oommittee  to  sit  again  upon  Monday 


House  a4j^™^^  ^^  ^  quarter  before 
Six  o'clock  till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  Sth  Juytut,  1881. 


MINUTE&]— Public  Billh— First  Headhig-^ 
Corrupt  Pmcticcs  (Suspension  of  Elections)  * 

!208) ;  Driiinage  (Ireland)  i'ro\'iBional Order* 
209). 

Second  Reading — Public  Works  Loans*  (196). 

Select  Committee  —  Report  —  Erne  Lough  and 
River*  (H9-20C). 

Committee — Report — Koyal  University  of  Ire- 
land* (194). 

"Report — Third  Reading — Land  Law  (Ireland) 
(204-207). 

Third  Reading — Removal  Terms  (Scotland),  itou) 
Removal  Terms  (Burghs)  (Scotland)  *  (184), 
and  patted, 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

{Tht  Lord  Privy  Seal.) 

(XOS.  187,  204.)      BEPOKT. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
order). 

TuE  Makquess  OF  SALISBURY  said, 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Dunsany),  who  was 
not  then  present,  had  an  Amendment 
on  the  Paper  to  the  effect  that — 

"  The  tenant  shall  not  on  his  holding,  without 
the  consent  of  his  landlord,  hreak  up  any  ancient 
pasture  or  meadow  land." 

He  wished  to  know  if  the  Government 
had  any  objection  to  accept  that  Amend- 
ment, because,  if  not,  he  wonld  move  it  ? 

Lord  CARLINGFOED  said,  the 
Amendment  was  quite  unnecessary,  as 
the  case  of  waste  committed  by  a  tenant 
was  fully  dealt  with  by  the  existing 
la\7 

The  Earl  of  COURTOWN  said,  he 
thought  the  subject  a  very  important 
one,  and  he  could  not  see  what  possible 
objection  the  Government  had  to  accept- 
ing the  Amendment. 

Lord  0' HAG  AN  said,  the  existing 
law  was  sufficient  to  meet  the  case. 
There  could  not  be  the  slightest  doubt 
that  an  injunction  would  be  adequate 

Protection  against  waste  being  committed 
y  a  tenant. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUEY  said, 
that  as  this  was  not  a  question  which 
would  be  decided  by  the  Commissioners 
he  would  not  press  the  Amendment. 

Lord  HAELEOH  could  not  see  why 
the  Government  should  object  to  the 
Amendment. 
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Tne  LOUD  CHANOELLOE  said,  the 
objection  of  tbe  OoTemment  waa  to 
putting  in  the  Bill  pFixticular  exceptionB 
when  general  words  answered  equally 
well. 

The  Earl  of  COUETOWN  aaid,  that 
he  had  drawn  up  an  Amendment  to  the 
clause,  foT  the  purpose  of  enabline  the 
landlord  to  exeroiee  his  rights  witE  re- 
gard to  wreck  and  seaweed,  &c.,  on  the 
Bcashore.  The  Qovemment  had  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  dealing  with 
the  same  subject;  but  be  thought  the 
Goremment  proposal  did  sot  go  far 
enough.  His  Amendment  was  to  insert 
the  words  "  exercising  rights  to  wrecks 
and  royalties,"  as  one  of  the  incidents 
of  tenancy  reserved  to  the  landlord. 

LoED  CAELINQFOED  said,  that  he 
was  going  to  add  words  to  his  Amend- 
ment which  he  hoped  would  satisfy  the 
noble  Earl. 

The  EiEL  of  COURTOWW  asked 
what  these  words  were.  He  did  not  like 
to  compromise  his  position  by  giving  up 
what  Ee  had  got  tor  what  he  did  not 
know. 

LoBD  CAELINQFOED  read  his 
Amendment,  which  reserved  to  the  land- 
lord the  right  of — 

"  Paadiig  and  lO-pauing  to  and  from  the  sea- 
ahoie  with  or  without  hones  and  cairioges  for 
exercinug:  an;  royal  f ranchiae  belonging  '    ' ' 
Undlard.'' 

The  point,  he  said,  had  been  carefuUy 
considered  by  the  Qovernment,  and  he 
thought  his  words  were  better  than  thoee 
of  the  noble  £arl.  He  also  intended  to 
improve  them  by  adding  the  words 
"  right  of  property  or." 

Lord  STAmEY  of  ALDEELEY 
said,  he  thought  the  words  of  the  Lord 
Privy  Seal  would  best  answer  the  pur- 
pose in  view.  This  Amendment  was 
very  necessary,  as  much  drift  timber  bad 
already  been  lost  through  the  ill-will  of 
the  tenants. 

The  Eahl  of  COUETOWN  said,  that 
he  would  not  press  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  (Lord  CarHitgford)  agrtei 
to. 

Clause  6  (Licidents  of  tenancy  sub- 
ject to  statutory  coaditioos). 

The  E*tit.  of  LIUERICK  moved,  in 
page  7,  line  21,  to  leave  out  the  words 


{IrtU»i)Sm.  117S 

Lord  OAELENQFOED  considered  the 
Amendment  unnecessary ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  saw  no  great  objection  to  it. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  B  (Determination  by  court  9f 
rent  of  present  tenancies). 

The  Eahl  of  PEUBBOILE   moved,     I 

page  11,  line  17,  to  leave  out  ("made  : 
payable,")  in  order  to  insert  the  wonl 
("  increased.")  He  said  he  had  moved  > 
this  Amendment  in  Committee,  parhape  | 
upon  very  short  notice,  and  he  had  been 
asked  to  bring  it  up  on  the  Bepcni.  ] 
The  abject  of  the  Amendment  waa  to   ; 

Erevent  the  tenant  from  being  mialad  , 
J  the  words  in  the  Bill  as  to  his  poaitiaD  ^ 
and  rights  under  it.  Alt  who  had  pn^ 
perty  knew  the  great  likelihood  u  a  j 
misleading  himself  as  to  the  valtM  , 
le  improvements  he  had  made  1^  , 
way  of  set-off  against  rent  or  arrears. 

Lord  CAELUJGFOBD  opposed  the  , 
Amendment.  He  said  it  was  conceivable,  I 
some  future  condition  of  things,  that  > 
though  the  rent  mig|ht  not  have  beiB  , 
increased  it  might  be  inequitable.  Tkii  ^ 
might  be  the  case  if,  quite  independent ; 
of  landlord  or  tenant,  there  were  A  t| 
change  in  the  value  of  property. 

The  EaaL  of  FEMBEOKE  said,  ka  ^ 

was  at  a  loss  to  oonoeive  how  the  Amend-  -r 

ment  would  oblige  the  Conunisuonen  ts  - 

maintain  an  inequitable  rent. 

Amendment  tugativtd.  ^ 

TuE  Duke  of  AEGYLL  asked  tbe 
Lord  Privy  Seal  whether  under  the  ^ 
clause  it  was  possible  to  make  an  agree-  I 
ment  such  aa  that  which  he  quoted  the  ? 
other  night,  by  which  the  proprietor  ol  ^ 
landed  properly  in  the  West  of  Irdaad  } 
might  make  an  improvement  lease  in  | 
which  the  rent  waa  increased  a  hm  \ 
shillings  every  year,  bo  that  the  rent  par  ! 
acre  would  eventusJly  increase  from  1«.  I 
an  acre  to  14i.  an  acre?  He  did  not  \ 
know  whether  it  was  the  intention  oi  ' 
the  Oovemment  to  prevent  such  leasee ;  i 
but  he  was  quite  sure  that  that  waa  Ifca 
effect  of  the  Bill. 

LoBD  GABUNOFOED  said,  he  VM 
not  able  to  answer  the  noble  Dnka'a 
question  off-hand.  He  could  not,  how- 
ever, himself  see  that  the  question  i^ 
plied  to  the  clause  at  all. 

The  Duze  of  AEOYLL  said,  he  wai 


was  Uwfully  entitled  to  out,"  and  suh-  { a&aid  that  tbe  clause  would  prevent  aaf 
itnte  the  worda  "  may  be  entitled  to  i  increase  of  rent  bein^  made  npon  a  ten- 
- "  '  ant  in  respect  of  any  unprorenwnt  nada 
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^aa&ag  the  15  y^an*  tflrm.  In  the  case 
he  quoted  the  other  day,  a  few  shiUings 
increese  was  znade  by  agreement  in  five 
ersix  years.  Such  oaaee  as  this  were 
vniTeiaially  Teoognixed  in  Ireland,  and 

were  extremely  beneficial  to  both  parties. 

Under  this  Bill  it  wonld  be  impossible 

to  make  aubh  ag;reement8. 

MAHQUsas   OF  LANSDOWNE, 


■greeiDff  with  the  noble  Duke,  said  that 

w  lanmord  might  desire  to  let  at  a  low 

net  dnrinff  the  first  few  years  in  oonsi- 

teakiQa  m  the  tenant  making  certain 

ittpKOTemeDte,  and  then  to  raise  the  rent 

to  a  som  znore  nearly  approximating  to 

Ae  value  of  the  land — would  such  an 

■nagement  be  legal  under  the  Bill  or 

Mtf 

Thb  Eabi.  of  LONOFOBD  said,  surely 
•bUe  Lords  did  not  imagine  that  the  Bill 
for  the  improvement  of  Ireland,  be- 
if  they  md  they  were  very  much 
Its  result  would  certainly  be 
to  cheek  improvement  in  the  country. 

Ths  Duks  of  ABGYLL  suggested  to 
Aa  Government  that  it  would  be  wise, 
Mne  the  Bill  returned  to  the  House 
fam  the  Commons,  to  insert  some  power 
to  the  Court  to  sanction  such  arrange- 
■eot  as  he  had  mentined. 

EikSL  CAIBNS  said,  that  such  an  ar- 
langement  could  be  made  in  a  lease 
MDOtio&ed  by  the  Court  for  31  years. 

LoBB  CABLINOFOBD  agreed  that 
ihere  was  no  question  at  all  that  it  could 
be  done. 

Tea  Eabl  of  BEDESDALE  (Chaiu- 
MAM  of  CoMXiTTEBS)  Said,  it  was  no  use 
siggesting  that  anything  should  be  put 
iatoihe  Bui  in  "  another  place,"  because 
ftey  could  only  deal  witn  the  Amend- 
'  made  by  this  House ;  and  if  this 
to  be  altered  it  must  be 


dma  BOW. 

Thb  Duxs  of  ABEBOOBN,  who  had 
Hm  fdOowing  Amendment  on  Uie  Paper : 
— Glanae  8,  at  end  of  sub-section  8, 
psge  11|  insert — 

(*<  Bat  nottung  herein  contained  shall  prcju- 

ly  right  heretofore  enjoyed  by  the  tenant 

hffl4?«g  soljjeot  to  the  UlBter  tenant  rijo^ht 

I,  or  any  luage  heretofore  coiresponding 

tha  Ulster  tenant  right  caatom,*' 


^  he  intended  to  withdraw  it.  The 
SKibie  Duke  pointed  out  that  a  great 
dssl  of  the  prosperity  of  Ulster  was  due 
to  die  good  feelinff  between  landlords 
aad  tenaatSy  which  had  been  one  of  the 
wm^ta  of  the  Ulster  tenant  right  custom. 
Sim  was  sina  the  aoUe  Ma^uess  (the 


Marquess  of  Salisbury),  in  his  Amend- 
ment the  other  ni^ht,  did  not  intend  to 
interfere  with  this  custom;  and  if  his 
Amendment  could  be  shown  to  have  any 
such  tendency,  he  was  convinced  the 
noble  Marquess  would  be  ready  to  make 
whatever  qualifications  were  necessary. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
The  noble  Duke  has  rightly  interpreted 
my  views  with  respect  to  this  Amend- 
ment. I  do  not  intend  to  interfere  with 
any  rights  enjoyed  under  the  Ulster 
Custom,  and  I  before  stated  decidedly 
that  my  Amendment  would  have  no  such 
effect.  It  simply  amounts  to  this — that 
it  is  a  notice  for  the  future  to  all  persons 
purchasing  a  holding  that  the  amount 
which  they  may  give  for  the  purchase  of 
that  holding  will  not  be  held  to  be  a 
just  cause  for  reducing  the  rent  at  the 
time  payable  in  respect  thereto.  That 
cannot  affect  any  past  transaction.  At 
the  same  time,  if  it  should  be  thought 
that  any  modifications  are  desirable  in 
order  to  obtain  that  end,  I  shall  be  most 
willing  to  accept  them. 

LoED  CARLINGFORD  moved,  in 
page  15,  after  Clause  16,  to  insert  the 
following  clause : — 

(Provision  as  to  certain  claims  of  pasturage 
and  turbary.) 

('*  Where  the  tenant  of  a  holding  by  virtue  of 
his  tenancy  exercises  over  uninciosed  land  a 
right  of  pasturing  or  turning  out  cattle  or  other 
animals  in  common  with  other  persona,  or  exer- 
cises a  right  of  cutting  and  taking  turf  in  com- 
mon with  other  persons  (which  right  is  in  this 
section  referred  to  as  a  common  right,  and 
which  other  persona,  together  with  the  tenant, 
are  in  this  section  referred  to  as  commoners), 
then  if  such  holding  becomes  subject  to  a  statu- 
tory term  the  Court  may,  during  the  continu- 
ance of  such  term,  on  the  application  of  the 
landlord,  or  of  any  commoner,  b^'  order  restrain 
the  tenant  from  exercising  his  nght  of  pasture 
or  cutting  or  taking  turf  in  any  manner  other 
than  that  in  whic£  it  may  be  proved  to  tho 
Court  that  he  is,  under  the  circumstances  and 
according  to  the  ordinary  usage  which  has  pre- 
vailed amongst  the  commoners,  reasonably  en- 
titled to  exercise  the  same.") 

He  moved  also  to  amend  the  proposed 
clause  by  inserting  sifter  the  word  (**  com- 
moner") the  words  (**  with  the  consent 
of  the  landlord.") 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  21  (Provision  as  to  existing 
leases). 

The  Eabl  of  PEMBE0K£  moved,  in 
I  page  17,  line  42,  to  leave  out  the  words 
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(''  valued  under  the  Act  relating  to  the 
valuation  of  rateable  property  in  Ireland 
at  an  annual  value  of,")  and  substitute 
the  words  (**  held  at  a  rent  or  rents,")  the 
object  being  to  substitute  actual  rent  for 
rateable  value.  He  remarked  that  one 
effect  of  the  change  he  proposed  would 
undoubtedly  be  to  lower  the  figure  at 
which  tenants  were  to  be  allowed  to 
contract  themselves  out  of  the  Act. 
Most  of  their  Lordships,  he  believed, 
would  agree  with  him  in  thinking  that 
such  a  change  would  be  an  advan- 
tage. 

Lord  CAELINGFORD  said,  he  was 
unable  to  agree  to  the  Amendment. 
A  line  drawn  by  public  authority  was, 
for  such  a  purpose  as  this,  much 
better  than  one  drawn  by  private  in- 
dividuals in  the  case  of  a  particular 
farm.  The  Government  were  of  opinion 
that  £150  valuation  was  the  lowest  figure 
at  which  the  parties  ought  to  be  per- 
mitted to  contract  themselves  out  of  the 
Bill. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
ho  thought  they  were  not  demanding  a 
ffreat  deal  if  they  asked  that  the  greatest 
facilities  should  be  given  to  the  parties 
to  arrange  between  themselves,  in  re- 
spect to  future  tenancies,  the  terms  on 
which  farms  should  be  held.  The  Go- 
vernment were  actually  jealous  of  free 
contract — they  loved  servitude,  and  they 
objected  to  give  the  slightest  portion  of 
enfranchisement  to  the  Irish  landlord 
and  tenant.  They  seemed  to  think  that 
the  Irish  tenant  should  be  treated  as  a 
child  under  paternal  Government;  but 
surely  it  was  reasonable  to  suppose  that 
a  man  who  had  risen  in  the  social  scale 
was  able  to  protect  himself. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  that  if 
the  noble  Marquess  consulted  the  Irish 
farmers  he  would  find  that  their  ideas 
of  what  constituted  liberty  were  very 
different  from  his.  What  he  called 
liberty  they  would  call  servitude.  The 
Gk>vemment  felt  that,  in  the  circum- 
stances of  Ireland,  the  tenant  could  not 
safely  be  left  to  arrange  these  matters 
with  his  landlord,  and  that,  consequently, 
it  was  necessary  to  protect  him. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY 
pointed  out  that  the  question  of  liberty 
could  arise  only  in  regard  to  future  ten- 
ancies. He  did  not  think  the  Irish  far- 
mers, if  they  rightly  understood  the  case, 
would  accept  the  noble  Lord's  strange 
and  re-aotionary  definition  of  liberty. 

Th$  Earl  of  Pmiroh 


The  Earl  of  KTMBERLEY  said,  he 
understood  that  the  effect  of  this  clause 
was  general,  and  that  in  every  case 
where  the  valuation  was  over  £150  the 
parties  might  contract  themselves  out  of 
the  Act. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
had  no  doubt  that  the  clause  as  it  stood 
applied  to  present  as  well  as  to  futue 
tenancies.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the 
reasons  urged  against  the  Amendment 
moved  in  ''  another  place  "  by  a  Relative 
of  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquees  of 
Lansdowne)  were  equally  applicable  te 
the  present  proposal. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNB 
said,  the  Amendment  did  not  deal  with 
the  same  case  as  that  dealt  with  by  the 
Amendment  referred  to  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  and  moved  in  **  another 

5 lace"  by  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmauxioe; 
'hat  Amendment  was  intended  to  pre* 
vent  any  tenant  above  the  £100  limil 
from  applying  to  the  Court  for  a  judioiel 
rent,  if  it  had  been  carried  eveiy  ten- 
ant in  Ireland  above  that  limit  would 
have  been  precluded  from  going  to  the 
Court,  whether  he  wished  to  do  so  or 
not.  The  clause  now  before  the  Houee 
dealt  only  with  purely  voluntary  ar- 
rangements made  with  the  full  conaenl 
of  both  parties.  These  could,  no  douMi 
as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  stated, 
be  made  either  with  present  as  well  •■ 
with  future  tenants ;  but  it  was  quite  deer 
that  in  the  case  of  the  former,  the  tenant^ 
unless  it  were  to  his  advanta^,  woold 
decline  to  contract  himself  out  of  the  Ae^ 
and  would  remain  under  the  protectioa 
of  the  Court.  The  clause  would,  there- 
fore, operate  to  the  tenant's  disadvan* 
tage  only  in  the  case  of  a  new  letting; 
and  as  to  this,  there  was  no  reason 
why  a  free  contract  should  not  be  made 
by  a  farmer  rented  at  over  £160.  In 
any  case,  the  Amendment  was  not  mi 
pari  materid  with  that  mentioned  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  31  (Emigration). 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON  moved, 
in  page  26,  lines  2  and  3,  to  substitnte 
the  words  ''family  or  families  "  for  the 
words  "  a  sufficient  number."  The 
Amendment,  if  agreed  to,  would  enable 
the  Land  Commission,  on  being  satisfied 
that  a  family  or  families  in  any  distriol 
desired  to  emigrate,  to  take  the  neoee* 
sary  measures  for  enabling  them  to  do 
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ID.  He  oWacted  sfciongly  to  the  limita- 
tioDS  whibn  liad  been  introdaoed  into 
the  Emiffratioxi  dause  in  "another 
(hee ; "  put  this  wee  the  only  Amend- 
waaX  wliioh.  lie  ahould  Bubmit  to  their 
Lovdahipe.  It  would,  he  explained, 
Mabie  the  Ijand  Commisaion  to  make 
fta  family  the  unit  of  their  gjatem  of 
"on. 
iBOouxT  MONCK  regretted  that  the 
liad  ever  been  introduced,  as 
a  giant  of  £200,000  was  so  absurdly 
■nil  that  it  might 'as  well  be  struck 
■at  altogether.  At  the  same  time,  he 
hoped  the  GkyYemment  would  accede  to 
fta  rery  reasonable  request  of  the  noble 
IbI,  and  allow  the  Oommissioners  to 
inl  not  cxnly  with  any  State  or  Oolony, 
.« public  Company,  but  also  with  indi- 
UBoalfl  who  oonla  give  reasonable  se- 

Ihs  XUbjl  of  EIMBEBLET  said, 
Alt  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Earl 
ioddnot  be  aooepted  by  the  Goyem- 
MDt,  Ibr  it  would  be  inconsistent  with 
the  policy  of  the  clause.  It  was  not  in- 
iBOed  that  the  Gourt  should  fp  about 
Uand  and  pidk  up  one  family  here, 
ad  another  family  there,  but  to  re- 
life  the  congestion  in  some  parti- 
«hr  districts.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
if  fhflj  were  merely  to  relieye  indiyidual 
ianliiwi.  thOT  would  be  simply  putting 
■asi^  into  uie  pockets  of  these  families. 
Vifh  regard  to  the  regrets  that  had 
iimn  expressed  at  the  smallness  of  the 
IBBI  to  be  applied  to  emigration,  he 
kid  to  say  that  the  whole  scheme  par- 
of  uie  nature  of  an  experiment; 
if  it  should  be  found  to  work  well 
nsefhlly,  it  would,  no  doubt,  be 
the  baysiB  of  further  experiment 

ezpenditore. 

LoKD  WAYENiiY  read  a  communica- 

ftom  Mr.  Wilson,  saying  that  there 

be  difficulty  in  dealing  with  im- 

t  families  in  Australia ;  but  that 

nsl    immigrants    of   either    sex 

sonld  easQy  obtain  employment.    New 

South  Wales  had  oontributed£2,500,000 

to  the  furtherance  of  emig^tion,  and 

|[sw  Zealand  £1,000,000.     Those  two 

and  Canada  were  careful  of  the 

of  the  emigrants  on  their  arriyai. 

immigration  which  they  encouraged 

in  &ot^  such  as  would  relieye  the 

pressure  on  the  labour  market 


try. 

T^MMi  EMI^  said,  he  was  of  opinion 

Hie  system  of  enu|pnition  which  the 


noble  Lord  had  sketched  was  likely  to 
allure  away  the  yery  men  who  might  be 
called  the  bone  and  sinew  of  the  land. 
The  sort  of  emigration  that  was  required 
was  the  emigration  of  families,  and  that 
would  not  be  secured  to  the  necessary 
extent  by  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Earl,  which  would  only  lead  to  a  family 
here  and  a  family  there  being  selected. 
He  regretted  that  the  experiment  was 
not  to  be  tried  on  a  larger  scale  than 
was  proposed  by  the  Bill,  so  as  to  remoye 
from  the  West  Coast  of  Ireland,  from 
Mayo  round  \jo  Cork,  a  large  population 
which  were  now  liying  in  misery  and 
discomfort. 

The  Makquess  of  SALISBUEY  said, 
there  was  a  general  feeling  in  all  parts 
of  the  House  that  a  nreat  deal  of  the 
chance  of  the  successful  working  of  the 
Bill  in  the  direction  of  relieving  con- 
gested districts  in  Ireland  had  been 
Frustrated  by  the  unfortunate  concessions 
made  by  the  Government  in  the  other 
House.  The  futility  of  the  clause  in 
respect  to  emigration  was  deeply  to  be 
regretted.  Every  person  who  had  com- 
mented on  this  subject  outside  of  the 
mere  political  and  Farty  fight  of  the 
day  had  recognized  in  the  most  earnest 
terms  that  nothing  but  a  free  and  effi.- 
cient  system  of  emigration  could  be  of 
any  real  service  for  Ireland  in  the  long 
run.  He  asked  whether  the  clause  as 
now  drawn  would  not  be  construed  as  a 
Parliamentary  engagement  not  to  g^ 
further  in  the  promotion  of  emigration 
at  another  time — whether  the  words 
would  not  be  held  by  persons  with  whom 
the  Government  had  engaged ,  and  with 
whom  they  dealt  as  power  with  power, 
that  a  promise  had  been  made  from 
which  they  could  not  recede  ?  He  sug- 
gested that  after  the  Limitation  Clause 
the  words,  ('' unless  Parliament  shall 
otherwise  order")  should  be  inserted. 

Lord  CAEUNGFORD  pointed  out 
that  if  the  experiment  proved  successful, 
and  that  it  was  found  desirable  to  go 
farther.  Parliament  would  not  be  pre- 
vented by  anything  in  the  Bill  irom 
so  doing. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
that  that  being  so  ho  did  not  see  what 
objection  could  be  offered  to  the  words 
he  had  suggested.  His  object  was  to 
prevent  it  being  said,  with  any  force  in 
future  years,  that  the  Government  and 
Parliament  had  by  the  Bill  pledged 
itself  not  to  go  further. 
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The  Eakl  of  KIMBEBLEY  said, 
that  this  subject  had  been  considered 
carefully  in  the  other  House.  The  noble 
Marquess  knew  the  jealousy  it  had  ex- 
cited. He  (the  Earl  of  Kimberley)  did 
not  share  that  jealousy,  and  would,  per- 
sonally, have  been  glad  to  have  seen  a 
larger  limit ;  but  the  proposal  was  in 
the  nature  of  an  experiment,  and  if  it 
failed  it  would  come  to  nothing,  while, 
if  it  succeeded,  there  would  be  the 
strongest  motive  to  go  further. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  the 
words  in  question  were — 

"  Provided  always,  that  there  shall  not  be  ex- 
pended by  virtue  of  the  authority  hereby  given 
a  greater  sum  than  two  hundred  thousand 
pounds.** 

Those  words  did  not  prevent  Parliament 
sanctioning  a  larger  scheme  hereafter  if 
it  thought  proper  to  do  so. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  remarked, 
that  he  had  looked  at  this  clause  as 
simply  the  beginning  of  an  experiment. 
He  was  perfectly  satisfied  his  noble 
Friend  knew  there  were  a  great  number 
of  the  600,000  families  that  had  been 
referred  to  who,  for  their  own  good  and 
the  good  of  the  country,  could  be  re- 
moved. His  noble  Friend  must  know 
that  this  experiment  ought  to  be  tried  on 
a  larger  scale  ;  but  the  Government  had 
sacrificed  their  own  opinions  on  this 
matter  to  the  state  of  Parties  in  the 
other  House.  Still,  there  was  this  to  be 
said  for  it,  that  it  gave  room  for  an  ex- 
periment on  a  small  scale,  and,  if  it 
succeeded,  it  might,  with  the  consent  of 
Parliament,  be  extended.  He  could  not 
avoid  this  opportunity  of  expressin&p  his 
belief,  having  some  personal  knowlede^e 
of  a  similar  state  of  things  in  the  High- 
lands of  Scotland,  that  with  regard  to 
the  class  of  tenants  holding  farms  under 
£10  valuation,  they  could  not  hold  their 
own  under  the  economic  conditions  of 
the  country,  and  any  measure  which  ^ave 
them  a  permanent  interest  in  the  land 
was  a  pure  delusion. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
toithdratcn. 

Clause  56  (Definitions). 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  moved,  in 
page  40,  line  4,  to  leave  out  from 
(**  which")  to  the  end  of  the  paragraph, 
and  insert-— 

("  The  lAnd  Commission  may  by  order  de- 
olaxe  fit  to  bo  purchaseaas  a  separate  estate  for 
the  purposes  of  this  Act.") 


That  would  enable  the  Oommission  to 
deal  with  any  portion  of  an  estate  as  an 
estate. 

Lord  EMLY  said,  that  this  Amend- 
ment would  meet  some  of  the  gpreatesl 
difficulties  of  the  case,  for  the  CommiB- 
sion  would  be  able  to  deal  with  one  or 
two,  or  three  townlands,  astheythougl^ 
fit.  The  Amendment  would  make  fhtf 
clause  far  more  operative  than  before. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  57  (Tenancies  to  which  the  Ant 
does  not  apply). 

Lord  INCHIQUIN  moved,  in  sub- 
section 7,  the  omission  from  the  woidft 
("  Any  holding  let  by  written  contract  dC 
tenancy  and  therein  expressed  to  be  ^ 
let  to  the  tenant")of  the  words  from  (''by 
written  contract ")  to  ("  expressed  to  ba 
so  let ")— the  effect  of  which  would  be  to 
exempt  such  tenancies  from  the  opeim- 
tion  of  the  Bill.      

The  Earl  of  EIMBEELEY  sai^ 
the  clause  was  a  copy  of  one  in  the  Aot 
of  1870,  which  had  never  been  ooitt- 
plained  of. 

The  Marquess  of  S AUSBUBY  saii^ 
the  Act  of  1870  was  a  very  different 
sure.  It  was  desirable  that  in  fatof^ 
contracts  dhould  be  in  writing.  If  11^ 
Amendment  were  agreed  to  ne  wouU 
propose  to  add  at  the  end  of  the  sab* 
section — ( *  *  Provided  that  any  such  letting 
after  the  passing  of  this  Act  shall  be  ia 
writing.") 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.  (No. 
207.) 

Order  of  the  Day  for  suspending  Stand- 
ing  Order  No.  XXXV.  read. 

Movedy  **  That  the  said  Standing  Otim 
be  suspended."— (7%*Zori Privy  Sed.) 

On  question,  revoked  in  the  affirmmimas 
Standing  Order  suspended  accoi  ~ 


J 
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Moved, «  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  ^J* 
— (2%tf  Lord  i'rivy  Seal.) 

The  Earl  op  CARNARVON:  & 
rising  now  at  the  last  stage  of  thie  Teiv 
important  measure  I  wish  to  troabfc' 
your  Lordships  with  a  few  obserratioii^ 
although  I  do  not  wish  to  renew  the  dis- 
cussion that  has  taken  place  on  ttt 
clauses ;  for  the  Bill  has  Ibeen  brengfti- 
up  to  this  House  so  late  in  tike  SestaM 
that  it  has  been  absolutely  impottilib  te 
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gif|B  it  that  ftiU  aad  o«refiil  oonmderation 

wUeh  raoh  an  exoeptional,  and,  I  may 

tfanoak  say,  a  rerolutionarj  measure  de- 

■rvM.      The   first  point  which  I  wish 

to  Boto  is  wHat  has  I aUen  from  Her  Ma- 

JNtgr**  Ministers.     TVe  have  had  a  dear 

ifauaaon  from  them  that  this  Bill  does 

wfiiin  distinctly   the  principle  of  the 

"three  F's."       Secondly,  we  have  learnt 

m  no  doubtful   manner  the  value  of 

pledges,  promises,  and  assurances,  given 

m  other    places,    which  almost  consti- 

titod  a   bond    on  the  faith  of  Parlia- 

nent.     lastly,  I  hope  I  may  say,  with- 

■■ft  pvingf  offence,   I  never  remember 

■Me  I  have    been  in  the  House  any 

mat  question  on  which  such  a  feeble 

MBBee  was  offered  by  Her  Majesty's 

Kniateni  for  such  a  veiy  sweeping  mea- 

■sa.    I  nerer  remember  such  an  absence 

«f  asgument  in  defence  of  a  particular 

■Mmre.     On  the  other  hand,  I  think 

fte  ekanges   that  have  been  made  in 

the  Bill   constitute,  in  many  respects, 

pMt  improTements ;   but  I  should  be 

tRMiff  if  X  said  that  the  structure  of  the 

m  has  been  materially  altered ;  the 

naons  prineiples  which  were  in  it  ori- 

i^ul^  it  still  contains.     This  House 

MS    been    attacked    by   irresponsible 

■saksiu  and  writers  for  the  alterations 

wSA  it  has  Tcntured  to  make  in  a  mea- 

HUB  which  is  assumed  to  be  far  more 

fBpnlsT  than  it  is;   but  I  believe  it 

WBQld  have  been  truer  and  fairer  to 

s^  that  the  moderation  of  this  House, 

toking  the  question   as  a  whole,  has 

been   singiilarly  illustrated  in  what  it 

kss  done.      The  effect  of  the  changes 

nade  has  been  to  make  this  very  re- 

aetumaiy  and  sweeping  legislation  some- 

rbat  more  experimental  and  tentative 

it    originally    was;    and,    there- 

I,  I  look  on  the  changes  made  with 

Ek  satisfaction.    The  vicious  princi- 
to  which  such  great'  objections  have 
taken,  as  much  on  the  other  side 
sf  the  House  as  on  this,  remain  in  the 
BED  without  much  alteration.    The  Bill 
aftes  durability  of  tenure ;  it  appoints  a 
JiidiGsal  tribunal  to  settle  questions  of 
isnt  between  landlord  and  tenant;  it 
liiftss  away  the  landlord's  rig^hts  without 
ffiritg  him  compensation  for  improve- 
its ;  and  for  the  first  time  almost  it 
landlords  from  their  duties  and 
in  connection  with  the  soil.    By 
Bin  we  go  as  far  as  we  can  to  estab- 
a  panpoivpaasantproprietary  in  Ire- 
L    I  sught  odd  that  it  is  a  triumph 


for  the  Land  League,  while  Lreland  is 
left  in  the  same  distracted,  convulsed, 
discreditable  condition  that  it  has  been 
in  for  the  last  year.  If  it  be  so,  it  is 
surely  not  amiss  to  ask — what  is  all  this 
for?  I  should  say,  judfi^ng  from  the 
discussions  which  have  taken  place,  that 
there  are  three  reasons.  The  first  is 
some  vague  idea  of  preventing  landlords 
in  the  future  from  committing  any  in- 
justice to  their  tenants ;  secondly,  there 
is  a  still  more  vague  and  fantastic  notion 
of  remedying  some  of  the  old  injustice 
perpetrated  in  ancient  times  in  Ireland ; 
and,  thirdly,  the  main  argument  and  the 
staple  of  the  eloquent  speech  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  was 
that  it  was  hoped  to  pacif}'  and  to  con- 
tent Ireland.  I  will  say  a  few  words 
upon  each  of  these.  In  the  first  place, 
the  hope  of  preventing  landlords  from 
committing  injustice  on  their  tenants. 
My  answer  to  that  is  that,  practically 
speaking,  there  is  no  injustice  at  pre- 
sent prevailing.  By  the  Prime  Minister 
and  by  noble  Lords,  his  Colleagues  in 
this  House,  testimony  has  been  borne  to 
the  conduct  of  Irish  landlords  on  the 
whole,  and  the  fairness  and  humanity 
with  which  they  deal  with  their  tenants. 
A  recent  Keturn,  embracing  22  counties, 
shows  that  the  proportion  of  evictions 
which  could  be  fairly  brought  home  |to 
the  conduct  of  the  landlords  was  reduced 
to  something  considerably  less  than  1  per 
cent.  But  if  you  are  by  legislation  to 
g^rd  against  the  possible  abuse  by 
landlords  of  their  rights  or  powers,  why 
and  how  can  you  limit  that  legislation  to 
them  ?  I  defy  you  to  draw  the  line  be- 
tween the  owners  of  land  and  the  owners 
of  other  property.  Or  if,  indeed,  you 
are  prepared  to  make  any  such  distinc- 
tion, you  will  find  it  very  dangerous.  I 
need  not  toll  the  House  that  when  you 
make  laws  regulating  the  profits  of  pro- 
perty, you  place  yourselves  and  the 
Constitution  on  a  very  slippery  incline ; 
and,  more  than  that,  you  distinctly  pre- 
pare Ireland  for  a  very  difi'erent  form 
of  Government  from  that  which  it  has 
hitherto  enjoyed.  If  it  be  true  that  you 
think  freedom  of  contract  is  impossible 
in  Ireland,  then  you  moan  that  the  Irish 
people  are  not  fit  for  free  institutions, 
and  are  not  a  free  people.  But  when 
you  come  to  the  argument  that  you  pro- 
pose by  legislation  in  1881  to  remedy  the 
ancient  misgovemment  and  misrule  of 
Ireland,  I  wonder  if  anyone  can  seriously 
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entertain  such  a  notion.  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  admit  that  there  has  been  in 
the  past  the  greatest  misgovernment,  op- 
pression, and  cruelty  displayed  by  Eng- 
land towards  Ireland ;  but,  granting 
that,  what  does  it  prove  now  ?  For  the 
last  50  or  60  years  England  has  by 
her  Governments  and  Parliament  loyally 
striven  to  efface  the  memory  and  trace 
of  these  ancient  wrongs.  She  has  given 
absolutely  equal  legislation  to  Ireland. 
She  has  never  stinted  money,  sympathy, 
help  in  every  way  ;  and  I  am  bound  to 
say,  during  the  last  1 2  months,  Ireland 
has  unhappily  repaid  her  by,  to  use  the 
words  of  the  Prime  Minister,  ''disabling, 
dishonouring,  and  degrading"  the  House 
of  Commons.  Ireland  has  disabled  and 
dishonoured  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
she  has  paralyzed  the  action  of  the  Go- 
vernment, when  she  induced  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  to  lay  such  legislation 
as  this  on  the  Table  of  the  House.  There 
is  not,  therefore,  very  much  value  to  be 
attached  to  that  argument.  But  then  comes 
a  conteution,  and  a  more  important  one, 
which  was  dwelt  upon  the  other  night 
with  much  effect  and  eloquence  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack, when  he  told  us  that  by  this  legis- 
lation you  may  hope  to  pacify  and  con- 
tent the  people  of  Ireland.  What  is 
really  the  chance  of  this  ?  When  I  look 
back  to  the  history  of  Ireland  I  see  three 
influences  at  work  there  very  plainly. 
In  the  first  place,  in  all  historical  times 
Ireland  has  been  the  greatest  difficulty 
of  this  country.  Spenser,  the  poet  and 
statesman  of  the  Elizabethan  age,  opened 
his  view  of  the  state  of  Ireland  by  won- 
dering how  a  country  endowed  with  such 
gifts  of  nature  and  soil  should  be  in  such 
a  state  of  desperate  and  hopeless  dis- 
order. So,  too,  the  late  Sir  George  Come- 
wall  Lewis  dwelt  on  the  fact  that  if  there 
were  only  20  bad  persons  in  a  barony  of 
Ireland  it  would  be  enough  to  set  on  fire 
the  whole  county,  so  inflammable  are 
the  people.  Secondly,  I  know  that  just 
in  proportion  as  the  government  of  Ire- 
land has  been  according  to  Irish  ideas, 
so  has  been  the  misgovemment  and 
misery  of  society.  And  just  in  propor- 
tion as  there  has  been  a  firm  and  kindly 
Government,  so  has  prosperity  returned. 
Every  one  of  those  outrages  which  h^ve 
been  happening  in  Ireland,  which,  if 
they  dia  not  justify,  yet  caused,  in  a 
great  measure,  this  legislation,  are,  down 
to  their  minutest  detuls,  of  ancient  date. 

Th^  Smrl  of  Carnarvon 


They  have  been  ooourring  for  generatumi 
past.  The  only  difference  has  been  that 
in  former  times  you  had  a  strong  and 
effective  Government  that  gave  no  ooun- 
tenance  to  this  notion  of  governing  Ire- 
land by  Irish  ideas.  And  this,  with  one 
exception,  has  been  the  invariable  case 
iu  Ireland.  That  exception  was  the 
period  when  Tyrconnel  was  in  power. 
Now,  unfortunately,  a  different  method 
has  been  adopted,  and  I  have  very  great 
doubt  of  the  result.  When  Tyrconnel 
governed  the  country  according  to  Irish 
ideas  I  need  not  tell  your  Lordships  that 
of  all  the  miserable  and  disgraceful  pages 
of  English  and  Irish  history,  the  page 
recording  his  Administration  was,  per- 
haps, the  worst  and  most  discreditaole. 
But  I  am  free  to  admit  that  when  yoii 
have  a  very  exceptional  state  of  thmgt 
your  remedy  must  sometimes  be  excep- 
tional. Great  advantages  are  purohaaed 
by  g^eat  sacrifices ;  and  it  is  an  extrava- 
gant price  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ask  Parliament  to  pay.  My  Lordfli 
nature  has  bound  together  these  two 
Islands  in  an  unhappy  and  ill-assorted 
union.  It  would  have  been  better  had 
Ireland  been  1,000  miles  away  from  the 
English  coast.  But  this  has  not  been  so; 
and  the  great  qualities  which  exist  oa 
either  side  of  the  Channel — qualities 
which  might  enrich  and  make  happj 
both  peoples — have  been,  by  unhappy 
misrule  and  the  malice  of  demagogies, 

?erverted  from  a  blessing  into  a  curse. 
f,  indeed,  this  Bill  could  set  straiffht 
all  the  difficulties  in  the  relations  dch 
tween  England  and  Ireland,  great  as 
the  price  we  are  called  on  to  pay,  I 
should  not  think  it  too  great.  But,  so 
far  as  I  can  understand  it,  the  Bill  wUl 
only  aggravate  every  one  of  the  diffi- 
culties and  dangers  with  which  we  have 
to  deal.  I  will  mention  one  of  these  to 
which  little  allusion  has  been  made  in 
this  House.  For  the  last  40  or  50  yean 
no  one  point  has  been  more  ag^reed  to  by 
men  of  all  opinions  than  that  a  great 
source  of  mischief  and  danger  to  Ireland 
arises  out  of  what  has  been  called  ab- 
senteeism. But  this  Bill  makes  absen- 
teeism, hitherto  occasional,  permanent. 
You  cannot  expect  that  any  landlord 
who  is  henceforward  subject  to  the  pro- 
visions of  this  measure  will  care  to 
retain  either  his  residence  or  his  pro- 
perty in  that  country  if  he  can  avoid  iL 
Who  can  hope  that  any  improvements 
will  be  made  by  landlords  which  csn 
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ymR&j  l>e  ftrmdedf  If  yon  expro- 
]iiiito  the  landlords,  you  at  the  same 
tame  expel  <sapital  from  Ireland ;  but 
ftflieia  much  more;  remember  that  in 
■n  timee  the  landlords  have  been  the 
MJnstay  of  the  English  connection.  And 
when  yon  have  practically  expropriated 
4Mm»  with  their  improyements,  their 
bttter  machinery,  their  better  cultiva- 
tion, I  ask  the  House  to  consider  what 
vin  he  the  means  of  maintaining  the 
eonnection  between  England  and  Ire- 
kndy  except  what  Mr.  Burke  calls ''  that 
intiU  0t  tuetuoia  iueeeMio—a  miserable 
isriee  of  Coercion  Bills  and  English 
bajoneta?"  What  better  illustration  of 
ttat  than  the  course  adopted  by  Mr. 
Humell  and  other  Members  of  his  Party  ? 
Ton  have  already  got,  not  to  a  re- 
Tilnation  or  a  reduction  of  rents,  but 
to  a  cry  for  no  rents  at  all;  and  in- 
ilead  of  a  message  of  peace  you  have 
inoendiary  proclamations  and  the  ship- 
ment of  imemal  machines.  Is  there 
zeaaon  then  to  hope  that  when  this 
becomes  law  it  wul  fulfil  the  san- 
le  anticipations  of  its  promoters  ?  I 
[ere  there  is  scarcely  a  person  out- 
■de  this  House — I  am  sure  there  is  no 
one  inside  its  waUs  if  I  except  the  occu- 

Cite  of  the  Treasury  Bench — whoexpects 
t  this  Bill  will  produce  the  least  im- 
jrofement  in  Ireland.    I  ask,  therefore, 
agun,  how  is  the  Queen's  Government  to 
be  carried  on  ?  I  am  sure  this  Bill  will  do 
aothing  to  maintain  it ;  it  is  a  terrible 
iraiUem,  one  sufficient  to  tax  the  strength 
of  the  strongest  and  the  wisdom  of  the 
wisest.      I  yenture  to  think  that  this 
Honae,  though  it  has  been  called  ''the 
House  of  Landlords,"  has  dealt  with  this 
Beasare  with  the  ability  and  knowledge 
litkh  a  House  composed,  in  a  great 
Bsasure,  of  landlords  must  possess.    I 
loliere  that  this  House  has  had  this 
jMstion  long  before  its  mind,  and  that 
It  has  endeayoured  to  look  at  it  in  the 
hoadest  and  la»;e8t  point  of  view.    But 
I  am  persnadea  that  the  question  in- 
volved is  not  merely  a  change  in  Mie 
nlafions  of  landlora  and  tenant,  but  the 
ftr  larger  qoeetion  how,  in  future.  Ire- 
bad  is  to  be  dealt  with.    I  will  not  pur- 
ine that  subject;  but  I  will  only  say 
ftii — that  if  we  turn  to  the  temper  of 
fte  peoplei  the  result  is,  to  my  mind, 
veij  ntde  more  encouraging.     We  see 
a  fttgetflilness  of  all  aumority,  and  the 
Mief  that  if  men  will  not  obey  the  law, 
most  be  altered  for  them.  Never 
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since  society  began  did  any  good  proceed 
from  such  a  combination  as  this.  But 
we  are  in  a  great  difficulty,  a  difficulty 
which  no  man  can  overlook,  and  which 
no  sober  person  can  undor-estimate. 
We  are  on  the  verge  of  civil  war  ;  and 
thoug^h  I  deplore  the  madness  of  the 
people  and  the  weakness  of  the  Govern- 
ment, still  I  think  this  House  has  acted 
wisely  in  accepting  this  measure,  and  in 
now  sending  it  down  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  We  accept  it  as  an  experi- 
ment— a  very  groat  experiment.  If  that 
experiment  should  issue  in  prosperity 
and  peace,  in  better  relations  between 
England  and  Ireland,  and  the  happiness 
which  flows  from  a  united  and  contented 
people,  then  there  will  not  be  one  indi- 
vidual in  this  House  who  will  not  rejoice 
in  such  a  result,  whatever  his  own  pro- 
phecies and  convictions  may  have  boon. 
But,  on  the  other  hand,  if  this  Bill  bo- 
comes  with  the  Irish  people  the  ground 
for  fresh  demands,  further  agitation,  and 
greater  friction  between  Ireland  and 
England  ;  if  affairs  'grow  worso  instead 
of  better,  more  irritating,  dangerous, 
serious,  then  the  people  of  this  country, 
and  not  this  House  alone,  will  have  to 
face  the  alternative — either  a  total  sever- 
ance of  their  relations  with  England,  or 
a  return  to  the  older  and  more  severe 
method  of  government. 

KvRL  GRANVILLE:  I  wish,  with 
the  permission  of  tho  House,  to  make  a 
few  observations  on  the  speech  we  have 
just  heard.  The  noble  Earl  opposite 
oegan  his  remarks  by  asking,  with  an 
air  of  innocent  wonderment,  what  this 
Bill  was  for.  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  your  Lordships,  who  unanimously 
passed  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
have  some  greater  idea  of  its  purpose 
and  contents  than  the  noble  Earl.  There 
is  another  question  that  I  should  like 
to  ask.  I  should  like  to  know  what  this 
speech  of  the  noble  Earl  at  this  stage  of 
our  proceedings  is  for  ?  I  own  I  am  at 
a  loss  to  understand  this,  except  what 
I  may  gather  towards  my  enlightenment 
from  my  own  personal  experience.  I 
lately  had  a  smart  attack  of  gout — which 
your  Lordships  kindly  took  a  sympa- 
thetic interest  in.  That  attack  came 
out,  I  am  grateful  to  say.  What  might 
have  happened  if  it  had  been  driven  in 
I  do  not  know;  but  it  did  come  out, 
however,  and  now  I  am  here  more  or 
less  able  to  stand  on  my  legs.  I  can 
only  explain  my  noble  Friend's  speech 
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by  this.  If  I  have  any  remark  to  offer 
upon  my  noble  Friend's  political  career, 
it  is  that  he  has  generally  been  in  too 
great  a  hurry  and  too  impulsive  in  what 
he  was  about.  But  in  this  case,  whe- 
ther under  compulsion  or  not,  he  has 
evidently  delayed  a  carefully  elaborated 
and  prepared  speech  for  the  second  read- 
ing until  this,  the  last  stage.  What  the 
result  would  have  been  if  this  speech 
had  been  entirely  driven  in,  and  had  not 
come  out  at  all,  I  leave  your  Lordships 
to  ima^ne.  'Jlie  noble  Earl  having  had 
the  advantage  of  hearing  everything 
that  has  been  said  on  the  subject  in  your 
Lordships'  House— lan  advantage  which 
it  has  been  my  misfortune  not  to  have 
had,  though  I  have  carefully  read  the 
report  of  all  that  has  been  said — made 
a  great  point,  indeed,  of  this — that  it 
was  now  admitted  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  this  Bill  gave  Uie 
"  three  F's."  I  am  not  aware  that  any- 
one made  an  admission  to  that  effect. 
I  certainly  consider  the  speech  of  my 
noble  Friend  the  Lord  Privy  Seal,  not- 
withstanding the  contemptuous  allusion 
which  the  noble  Earl  thought  fit  to  make 
in  regard  to  every  speech  in  favour  of 
the  Bill,  was  a  very  admirable  statement 
of  the  objects  and  arguments  in  favour 
of  this  BUI.  In  the  course  of  that  speech, 
my  noble  Friend  said  that  he  himself 
was  not  very  greatly  afraid  of  the  "three 
F's;"  but  he  particularly  stated  that 
the  two  first  F's  were  in  this  Bill,  and 
that,  although  great  security  was  ob- 
tained for  the  tenant,  fixity  of  tenure 
was  not  in  it.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
right  to  weary  your  Lordships  with  a 
discussion  of  all  the  details  of  the  mea- 
sure. Your  Lordships  are  aware  that 
nearly  all  the  ablest  Members  of  this 
House  have  spoken  on  this  subject,  and 
unlike  the  noble  Earl,  who  is  so  con- 
denmatory  of  those  who  have  opposed 
him,  it  appears  to  me  that  most  of  those 
speeches  were  even  above  the  average 
ability  of  the  speakers  who  made  them. 
Some  of  these  speeches  were  made,  I 
consider,  with  great  severity ;  others,  I 
think,  were  made  with  very  g^eat  and 
marked  moderation,  though  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  Bill.  Indeed,  it  is  pe^ecily 
obvious  that  to  the  ereat  majority  of 
your  Lordships  the  Bill,  abstractedly  con- 
sidered, is  displeasing;  but, influenced  by 
the  large,  liberal,  and  statesmanlike  views 
put  forward  by  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite  (the  Marquess   of  Salisbuir), 
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your  Lordships  thought  right  not  to  do 
that  which  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl 
really  went  to,  it  it  went  to  anything  at 
all — the  complete  rejection  of  what  he 
termed  an  inefficient  and  revolutionary 
measure.  Your  Lordships  thought  it 
better  to  give  a  second  reading  to  a  Bill 
which  I  have  not  the  sli&^htest  doubt 
you  are  going  to  read  a  third  time.  It  is 
not  for  me  to  criticize  the  number  and  the 
importance  of  some  of  the  Amendments 
which  your  Lordships  have  introduced 
into  it.  Very  weighty  advice  was  given 
to  your  Lordships  not  to  increase  the 
number  of  these  Amendments;  but 
your  Lordships  have  taken  a  course 
which  you  thought  it  was  your  dut^  and 
your  right  to  take.  The  Bill  will  go 
down  to  "another  ^ace."  It  will  be  care- 
fullyconsideredbyHerMajesty'sGovern- 
ment  what  proposals  they  wiU  have  to 
make  to  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
on  the  subject.  There  will  be  no  feeling 
of  hostility  to  vour  Lordships.  But  your 
Lordships  will  feel  that  when  they  are 
told  that  this  is  a  measure  which  your 
Lordships  pass  somewhat  unwillingly, 
but  which,  for  large  and  liberal  reasons, 
vour  Lordships  think  ought  to  be  passed, 
leaving  the  whole  responsibility  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  carry  out  the 
measure ;  that,  in  the  interests  of  Ire- 
land, it  is  of  the  greatest  possible  im- 
portance that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment should  carefullv  consider  and  weigh 
those  Amendments  that  have  been  made. 
Tbip  Eakl  of  PORTARLINGTON 
said,  that  the  country  was  looking  with 
the  greatest  hope  for  the  passing  of  the 
measure  then  under  the  consideration 
of  their  Lordships,  which,  he  believed, 
would  do  incalculable  good.  The  priests 
of  Ireland  had,  in  many  instances,  joined 
the  Land  League  because  their  people 
had  done  so,  and  that,  therefore,  mey — 
the  priests — ^feared  they  would  lose  their 
hold  over  them  if  they  did  not  also  join 
it.  It  would  be  bad,  and  a  hard  thing, 
if  the  priests  lost  their  hold  over  the 
people.  The  moment  the  Bill  passed 
the  priests  would  say  to  their  flocks  that 
it  was  a  large,  a  wise,  and  a  generous 
measure,  and  they  would  make  the 
farmers  understana  its  value  and  induce 
them  to  abandon  the  Land  League.  But 
the  Land  League  was  receiving  some 
£90,000  a-year.  That  was  at  present  a 
financial  success  which  the  League  would 
not  like  to  give  up;  but  that  snooess 
would  eyentiudly  wither.    He  expected 


1189 


(Arau8T8,  1881) 


{Ireland)  BM. 


1180 


Aat  ihflrs  would  be  great  oontentment, 
and  that  the  BQl  would  oat  to  the  yerj 
eantre  and  tend  to  destroy  that  spirit  of 
irnqniet  which  had  so  much  troubled 
Iraand  daring  the  last  few  years.  While 
approring  of  the  Emigration  Clause,  he 
woidd  snggest  to  the  Uovemment  that, 
in  preference  to  it,  they  should,  by 
means  of  a  grant,  endeavour  to  more 
fblly  derelop  the  fisheries  of  Ireland, 
fliarebyaflBDraing  employment  to  a  lar^ 
number  of  persons;  and  then  there  would 
be  no  neea  for  emigration. 

Lord  HouGHTOK  and  Lord  Bra- 
BOTTBsa  rose  together,  and  there  were 
loud  calls  for  both.  Neither  giving 
way. 

The  Dud  oeNORTHUMBERLAND 
moved  that  Lord  Braboume  be  heard. 

Motion  agr00d  to. 

LoBD  BBAB0T7BNE  said,  that  as  no 
one  in  that  part  of  the  House  had  spoken 
inthisdebate,  and  as  he  had  endeavoured 
to  form  an  independent  judgment  on  the 
Bill,  he  was  anxious  to  address  a  few  re- 
marks to  their  Lordships.  He  refi^etted 
the  speech  which  they  had  heard  from 
die  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon), 
for  as  they  had  agreed  to  pass  the  Bill 
the  loBB  they  inveighed  against  it  the 
better.  As  he  understood  it,  the  prin- 
dnle  of  the  measure  was  the  formation 
of  a  new  Court  in  Lieland — a  Triumvirate 
—that  was  to  manage  the  distribution  of 
the  property  of  the  country.  All  he 
eoold  say  was  that  he  hoped  that  the 
ffBealtieB  which  would  beset  that  tri- 
bunal would  not  approximate  to  the 
diiBcoltieB  with  which  the  Triumvirate 
of  Ministers  who  took  care  of  the  Bill 
in  its  passaffe  through  their  Lordships' 
Hoose  had  nad  to  contend.  Of  course, 
he  did  not  say  that  the  Lord  Privy  Seal, 
the  Seoretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
tnd  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
WooLmck  had  shown  no  ability  in  argu- 
ment ;  but  they  were  placed  in  a  posi- 
tion of  difficulty.  Assailed  in  front  by  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Leader  of  the  Op- 
position, and  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
(Ead  Cairns),  taken  in  the  rear  at  the 
suae  time  by  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Mnqaess  of  Lansdowne)  and  the  noble 
Diike(tlieDake  of  Argyll),  their  late  Gol- 
loigaes ;  and  oppressed  throughout  with 
fta  jnoomprehensibility  which  seemed 
iaheroot  to  the  very  nature  of  this  Bill, 
fterhadi  indeed,  deserved  the  pity  of  the 


House.  But,  in  truth,  these  noble  Lords 
had  an  impossible  task  to  perform.  They 
had  to  show,  not  only  that  the  same 
property  could  at  the  same  time  belong 
to  two  different  persons,  but  that,  with- 
out diminishing  the  total  value  of  that 
property,  it  was  possible  to  increase  the 
value  of  the  portion  which  belonged  to 
one  person  without  any  diminution  of 
the  value  of  the  portion  which  belonged 
to  the  other.  Their  difficulty  was  in- 
deed great,  and  the  chief  fear  he  had 
was  that  two  years  would  not  elapse  be- 
fore the  difficulty  of  working  the  Bill 
would  turn  out  to  be  so  great  that  it 
would  become  absolutely  necessary  to 
introduce  another  measure  to  explain 
and  amend  it.  Ho  did  not  wish  to  say 
anything  more  against  the  Bill.  His 
principal  reason  for  rising  was  to  state 
what,  as  it  appeared  to  him,  their  Lord- 
ships had  really  done.  In  five  sentences 
he  thought  he  could  tell  their  Lordships 
what  they  had  done,  and  why  what  they 
had  done  ought  to  be  accepted  and  em- 
bodied in  the  Bill.  In  the  first  place,  they 
had  determined  that  property  legally 
purchased  and  duly  paid  for  should  not, 
to  the  loss  of  the  purchaser,  be  handed 
back  to  the  seller  as  a  free  gift  by  the 
Legislature.  Secondly,  they  had  deter- 
mined that  contracts  entered  into  in  strict 
compliance  with  the  law  should  not  bo 
broken  upon  the  application  of  one  of 
the  parties  to  such  contracts.  Thirdly, 
having  constituted  a  new  Court,  they 
had  provided  that  the  parties  who  wore 
to  make  use  of  it — namely,  the  landlords 
and  tenants — should  come  before  it  upon 
something  like  an  equal  footing,  and 
that  the  Landlord  should  not  be  obliged 
to  increase  his  rent  as  a  preliminary 
step  to  applying  to  the  Court.  Fourthly, 
they  had  given  to  the  Court  some  indi- 
cation— although  no  express  direction — 
as  to  the  principles  upon  which  it  was  to 
proceed,  and  they  had  struck  out  words 
which  had  a  tend enoy  to  confuse.  Fifthly, 
their  Lordships  had  given  an  appeal 
from  the  decisions  of  this  new  Court ; 
and,  considering  that  some  of  the  ques- 
tions which  would  come  before  it  were 
questions  which  had  never  come  before 
a  Court  before,  upon  which  there  was 
no  strict  rule  of  law  to  direct  and  no 
previous  decisions  to  guide  the  Court, 
the  refusal  of  such  an  appeal  would  have 
been  nothing  but  an  injustice.  He  had 
already  seen  hard  words  used  against 
their  Lordships  generally,  and  against 
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the  noble  Marquess  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  in  particular.  He  had 
formed  an  entirely  opposite  opinion 
with  regard  to  the  action  of  the  noble 
Marquess.  [^Ironical  laughter  from  the 
Ministerial  Benehee.']  He  was  sorry  that 
noble  Lords  were  incapable  of  appre- 
ciating nobility  of  action  on  the  part  of 
an  opponent.  But  the  moderation  which 
the  noble  Marquess  had  shown  in  de- 
ferring his  own  opinion  to  the  opinion  of 
the  large  majority  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  of  the  Irish  Bepresentatives, 
the  discretion  he  had  shown  in  only  at- 
tempting to  eliminate  from  the  Bill  those 
provisions  which  most  flagrantly  offended 
against  the  principles  of  law,  justice,  and 
equity,  and  the  clearness  with  which  he 
placed  the  real  issues  involved  in  the 
^ill  before  the  House,  entitled  him 
to  the  thanks  of  their  Lordships  and 
the  gratitude  of  his  countr3mien.  One 
more  thing  he  (Lord  Braboume)  desired 
to  say.  His  noble  Friend  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  (the  Earl  of 
Kimberley)  had  recently  taunted  them 
with  being  a  House  of  landowners.  He 
(Lord  Braboume)  had  sometimes  read 
such  taunts  in  the  columns  of  second- 
rate  newspapers,  or  in  the  speeches  of 
irresponsiole  orators  upon  I^rovincial 
platforms.  He  supposed  it  was  his  in- 
experience of  their  Lordships'  House 
which  caused  him  to  feel  great  surprise 
when  such  a  taunt  was  uttered  by  a  Mi- 
nister of  the  Crown.  For  what  did  it 
really  mean,  if  it  meant  anything  at  all  ? 
A  tailor  was  not  held  to  be  disqualified 
from  judging  of  clothes  because  he  was  a 
tailor — the  noble  and  learned  Lord  upon 
the  Woolsack  was  not  disqualified  for 
making  laws  because  he  was  a  lawyer;  and 
when  it  was  said  or  insinuated  that  be- 
cause their  Lordships  were  landlords,  and 
consequently  knew  a  great  deal  about  land 
and  its  management,  they  were  disquali- 
fied for  this  Und  of  legislation,  what  was 
really  meant  was  that  their  minds  were 
too  much  warped  and  prejudiced  to  en- 
able them  to  deal  honestly  with  the 
question,  and  this  he  (Lord  Braboume) 
believed  to  be  an  utterly  unjust  charge, 
and  one  which  they  would  aU  repudiate. 
He  had  only  to  add  that  he  believed 
that  if  Her  Majesty's  (Government  fairly 
considered  the  Amendments  made  in  the 
Bill  ihey  would  find  that  they  ^eatly 
improved  the  measure,  and  that  if  they 
were  adopted,  and  the  Bill  suffered  to 
into  law  as  it  left  their  Lordships' 
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House,  it  would  be  a  measure,  not,  in- 
deed, conspicuous  for  its  fair  dealing 
with  all  parties  concerned,  but  one 
which  had  been  brought  by  their  Lord- 
ships to  bear  at  least  some  distant  re- 
semblance to  an  equitable  settlement  of 
a  difficult  question. 

Lord  HOUOHTON  said,  that  there 
had  been  strong  representations  to  them 
from  the  Government,  showing  the  pain- 
ful position  in  which  they  were  placed 
during  the  last  few  months  ;  and  he  de- 
fied them  to  say  that,  in  any  part  of  any 
country  of  the  world,  the  landlords  could 
have  exhibited  so  much  moderation  and 
good  humour  as  the  Lrish  landlords  had 
done  in  Committee  of  that  House.  He 
did  not,  like  his  noble  Friend  who  had 
just  sat  down,  hold  in  any  special  ad- 
miration the  conduct  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury). But  it  had  been  characterized 
by  a  total  absence  of  anything  like  vio- 
lent speeches  or  altercations.  He  could 
not  but  think  that  their  Lordships  had 
been  considerably  influenced  in  their 
decisions  by  the  circumstance  that  this 
Bill  had  come  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons almost  with  universal  consent. 
Why  had  it  been  so  ?  It  was  because 
the  House  of  Commons  contained  a  verr 
large  number  of  most  important  Irisn 
landlords,  and  the  bulk  of  them  had 
been  generous  and  appreciative  towards 
the  Bill.  The  measure  would  go  to  Ire- 
land as  a  message  of  peace  and  concilia- 
tion from  the  landed  proprietors  to  the 
Irish  tenantry,  and  he  did  not  concur 
with  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Braboume) 
that  within  two  years  it  would  fail.  It 
was  the  dutv  of  everyone  to  give  the 
measure  a  fair  trial ;  and  the  Bill,  in  his 
opinion,  would  commend  itself  to  the 
political  feeling  of  all  classes. 

Lord  ELLENBOROUGH  wished  to 
say  that  he  trusted  the  Bill  would  not 
in  the  future  be  regarded  as  a  prece- 
dent. Having,  with  a  vast  number  of 
Peers  on  his  side  of  the  House,  fore- 
gone his  better  judgment  in  consenting 
to  this  measure,  he  regretted  that  there 
should  be  indications  uiat  the  hope  upon 
which  his  conduct  had  been  based,  might 
not  be  fulfilled.  The  hope  was  that  the 
Bill  would  produce  tranquillity  in  Ire- 
land ;  but  it  had  been  rendered  fainter 
during  the  last  fbw  days  by  the  remarks 
that  had  been  made  by  the  agitators 
who  were  responsible  n)r  the  Ssorde^ 
reigning  in  Ireland, 
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LoBD  DENMAN  would  say  "Not 
Gonteiit,"  to  enable  him  to  enter  a  -jpo- 
test  on  tlie  Jonznalsof  theHonae  affamst 
tiiia  defectiTe  measure.  He  complained 
Aat  the  constitution  of  the  Court  was 
way  limited  without  the  oo-operation  of 
Bouds  of  Guardians,  and  contained  no 
pRmnons  for  retiring  pensions  for  the 
Ooounissionersy  except  for  the  chief,  who 
was  made  a  Judge  en  the  High  Court  of 
Justioe.  At  the  same  time,  he  sincerely 
hoped  that  Ireland  would  before  lonff 
sn|0j  greater  happiness  than  any  which 
erer  oonld  be  expected  from  '^the  effects 
alone  of  the  measure  now  before  their 
Loidahipa. 

On  question,  rooohod  in  the  affirma- 
Um;  Bill  read  8*  aooordingly,  with  the 
Amendments,  and  paoood  and  sent  to  the 

OoOXBHODBm 

HoDM  ad[joiimed  at  Seven  o'clock, 

till  To-moROw,  a  quarter 

liefore  Fiye  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  %ik  Auguot,  1881. 


XIKimS  J — SuFPLT — eomidered  in  CommiUie 

— GXTIL    BBBTICBt,    GIbM     IY.— EnUCATTON, 
SCBKCB,  AUD  AbT. 

Mtmiittiomt  [ Aiis;iiit  S]  reported, 
Watb  ahd  jUsAys    comidered  in  Committee— 

£21,S95  J12,  GoDfloUdated  Fund. 
PvBuc  Biua — JUeoluiian  [Aogust  6]  reported 

—Ordtnd    lirH  MnuUnff—&tlt  Indian  HaU- 

waj  (Bedomption  of  Annuities)  *  [244]. 
Ordmwd^Firtt  J^MufiM^— Expiring  Laws  Con- 

tiiiiinifie«[2461. 

wmd  Attfifw— nitriotic  Fund  [240] ;  Solent 

NaTiasftiim  *  [8071. 

MuMM-ApMf— National  Debt   [236-243] ; 


Iidiaa  Loan  of  1879  «  [237J.1 
Third  Bteiding  —  CkmTayancmg   and  Law  of 

Fkopvtj*  mil.  and  peueed, 
WUMrmmn    ftohamentery  Hovision    (Dublin 

Cbnty)  •  [SOS]. 

QUS8TI0N8. 

nmExmos  of  pbeson  and  pro- 

FERTT  (IBELAim)  ACT,  1881— MESSRS. 
XURPHT  AND  CAMPION,  PRISONERS 
XJHDSB  THE  ACT. 

Mb.  ABTHUB    O'OONNOB  asked 
the  OUsf  JSeorataxy  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 


tenant of  Lreland,  If  he  will  state  what 
are  the  grounds  on  which  l^essrs.  Mur- 
phy and  Campion  of  Hathdownoy,  in 
the  Queen's  County,  have  been  sent  to 
Naas  Gaol  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
the  gprounds  on  which  the  persons  named 
in  the  Question  were  arrested  were  that 
they  had  incited  other  persons  to  intimi- 
date tenants  not  to  fulfil  their  lawful 
contracts  by  paying  their  rents. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he 
was  aware  that  both  these  men  empha- 
tically denied  having  directly  or  indi- 
rectly ever  sanctioned,  or  otherwise 
assisted  in,  any  proceedings  of  this 
nature  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0R8TER  said,  that  he 
had  not  exactly  that  statement  before 
him. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
Chief  Secretaxy  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true  that  Mrs. 
O'Halleron,  wife  of  Mr.  Martin  O'Hal- 
leron,  a  ''suspect"  under  the  Coercion 
Act,  of  KetuUo,  Athenry,  county  Gal- 
way,  who  has  a  large  family  to  support, 
has  received  no  relief  since  the  arrest  of 
her  husband  in  March  last,  except  ten 
shillings  that  was  granted  her  about 
three  weeks  ago;  and,  whether  the 
Loughrea  Board  of  Guardians  was  pre- 
vented from  receiving  the  grant  by  the 
refusal  of  the  chairman  to  put  a  motion 
on  the  subject  to  the  meeting  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
it  was  true  that  Mrs.  O'Halleron  had 
received  10«.,  and  no  more  than  10«., 
out-door  relief,  which  was  granted  on  the 
9th  ultimo.  On  the  23rd  ultimo  the 
presiding  Chairman  refused  to  allow  the 
question  of  further  relief  to  the  family 
to  be  put  to  a  meeting  of  the  Guardians. 
The  case  was,  however,  investigated, 
and  it  was  decided  at  a  subsequent 
meeting  to  refuse  relief  to  Mrs.  O'Hal- 
leron, on  the  ground  that  she  possessed 
six  acres  well  cropped,  a  cow,  and  a 
heifer.  He  would  also  refer  the  hon. 
Member  to  the  3rd  section  of  the  Relief 
of  Distress  Act,  1880,  under  which 
statute,  as  the  hon.  Member  was  doubt- 
less aware,  matters  of  this  kind  wore 
left  to  the  decision  of  the  Guardians. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  cause  inquiry  to 
be  made  into  this  matter,  as  to  whether 
there  was  no  prejudice  against  this 
woman  on  aooount  of  her  husband's  act; 
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and  if  he  would  send  down  an  order  that 
relief  should  be  slanted  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  F0R8TER  said,  he  thought 
there  was  nothing  to  warrant  any  further 
inquiry.  The  Chairman  of  the  Guardians 
had  at  first  refused  to  authorize  a  dis- 
cussion through  a  misapprehension  of 
the  law.  At  the  next  meetmg  a  majority 
of  the  Guardians  decided  against  giving 
the  relief,  and,  for  all  he  knew,  it  might 
have  been  a  unanimous  decision.  There 
could  have  been  no  animus  in  the 
matter. 

SPAIN— THE  ZAMORA  WATERWORKS. 

Mr.  J.  R.  YORKE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  Her  Majesty's  Gt>yemment  have  re- 
ceived any  communication  from  the 
Spanish  Government  as  to  the  persis- 
tent refusal  of  the  local  authorities  to 
carry  out  the  repeated  sentences  of  the 
Spanish  Courts  on  the  subject  of  the 
Zamora  Waterworks;  and,  what  steps 
Her  Majesty's  Government  propose  to 
take  in  face  of  this  continued  denial  of 
justice  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  this 
matter  has,  from  time  to  time,  been  ur- 
gently pressed  uDon  the  Spanish  Go- 
vernment by  Her  Majesty's  Kepresenta- 
tive  at  Madrid ;  and  on  the  receipt  in 
April  last  of  a  letter  from  the  agents  of 
the  Company  in  England,  from  which  it 
appeared  that  their  client's  claim  was 
still  unsettled,  Mr.  West  was  again  in- 
structed to  press  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment to  take  immediate  measures  for 
its  settlement.  The  result  of  this 
representation  was  that  on  the  18th 
of  Juno  last  Mr.  West  received  a  Note 
from  the  Spanish  Minister  for  Foreign 
Affairs  stating  that  positive  orders  had 
been  sent  to  the  Civil  Governor  of  Za- 
mora to  carry  out  the  Royal  order  for 
compelling  the  Municipality  to  pay  the 
sum  due  to  the  Company,  and  that  un- 
less this  order  were  complied  with  the 
severest  measures  would  be  adopted 
against  the  Corporation. 

ARMY—PENSIONERS  OF  THE  ROYAL 

MARINES. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretai^  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  pensioners  from  the  Royal 
Marines  serving  on  the  Militia  Staff 
will  be  placed  on  the  same  footing  at 
their  final  retirement  ttom   theSer- 
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vice  as  Pensioners  firom  the  Regular 

Army?  

Mb.  OHILDERS:  Sir,  in  replv  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  have  to  state  that  the 
Question  which  he  has  raised  was  ooil* 
sidered  and  decided  in  the  negative  b^ 
my  Predecessor  on  an  application  bj 
the  hon.  Member  for  Nortn  Shropshire 
(Mr.  Stanley  Leighton)  in  1879.  I  will 
communicate  with  the  Admiralty  on  the 
subject ;  but  I  cannot  hold  out  much  hope 
of  so  recent  a  decision  being  altered. 

PAEKS  (METROPOLIS)— PADDINGTON 

PARK. 

Sib  THOMAS  CHAMBERS  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether,  looking  at  the  g^^eat  import- 
ance of  preserving  the  land  forming 
part  of  tne  Paddington  Estate,  and  at 
present  unbuilt  on,  as  a  Park  for  the 
people,  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
will  for  a  reasonable  time  withhold  their 
consent  to  any  operations  which  may 
lead  to  the  erection  of  buildings  on  the 
land  and  thus  to  the  prevention  of  any 
possibility  of  its  preservation  as  an  open 
space ;  and  give  such  other  facilities  for 
the  carrying  out  of  the  project  in  the 
way  of  the  price  of  the  land  and  other- 
wise as  may  be  in  their  power  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  Sir,  every- 
body must  approve  the  object  which  the 
Committee  over  which  the  hon.and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Recorder  presides  has  in 
view — namely,  securing  a  public  park 
for  Paddington ;  and  ^though  I  have 
been  unable,  owing  to  their  dispersion 
for  the  Recess,  to  communicate  with 
my  Colleagues  since  this  Question  ap- 
peared on  the  Paper,  I  feel  sure,  from 
my  knowledge  of  their  sentiments,  that, 
assuming  the  pecuniary  interests  of 
which  they  are  guardians  to  be  duly 
protected,  they  would  be  most  desirous 
to  give  all  proper  facilities  for  attaining 
it.  The  Ecclesiastical  Commissionexa 
have  already  informed  the  Paddington 
Park  Committee  of  their  readiness  to 
part  with  their  interest  in  the  land  on 
certain  named  terms  per  acre ;  and  I 
feel  sure  that  if  an  agreement,  whether 
conditional  on  the  money  being  raised 
within  a  specified  time  or  otherwise,  be 
come  to  on  behalf  of  the  Paddi^^n 
Park  Committee,  the  Commissioners 
would  be  quite  ready  to  afford  a  rea- 
sonable time  for  carrying  ont  any  pro- 
posed arrangement. 
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UltlTBU  ffTATEB— CONSOUB  CON- 
VENTION. 

Uau  GOTTBLET  asked  the  Searetar; 
to  the  Board  of  Tnde,  Whst  prognu 
i»  haa  made  towuda  oompletia^  a 
ftifianUT  Conventioa  with  the  ITnited 
BMmt 

Km.  EVELTN  ASHLEY,  in  Mply, 
maA,  liie  htm.  Friend  vas  doubtless  aware 
&at  diis  qneetioii  had  been  for  the  last 
••van  or  eijEht  yean  sleeping ;  but 
XaJMty'a  QoTVnment  were,  at  the 


eosagod  in  waking  it. 
BB  tne  initial  step  of  ask- 


'Buy  had  taken 

tng  the  Foreign  Offloe  to  do  something 
n  the  matter.  He  was  sangoine  that 
dnriag  the  Beoeaa  they  would  be  able 
to  zopozt  a  •ncceaaftil  issue. 

Hh.  GOTIBLET  :  Will  my  hon. 
VxioaA  plaoe  the  Oozte^ondence  on  the 
Ikble  oJF  the  House  so  &r  as  it  has 
gone? 

Ha.  EVELYN  ASHI;BY:  There  is 
Be  Okinraepondsnoe  with  tfie  Foreign 
Office  on  toe  subject. 

ABMY  (AUXIUABT  FOBCIEH)-UIUTIA 
UNIF0BM8. 
ICb.  bound  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  Field  Offioera 
of  Bifle  Bwmonts  of  Militia,  wbo  have 
zMiF0d  wiu  permisuon  to  wear  their 
wufono,  may  oontinue  to  wear  auch 
naiftnm,  eluiough  their  Begimont  is 
to  be  dianged  into  an  ordinary  Begl- 

Uk.  OHXLDEBS :  Yes.  Sir. 

bdugahon  depahtment  —  techni- 
gal  bducation— the  eepoet. 
Mb.  ANDEBSON  asked  tbe  Vice 
Tiendent  of  the  Oonncil,  If  Professor 
Lemte  Leri  has  sent  in  a  Beport  on 
Tadmical  Ednoslion  in  Italy  and  elae- 
vlian^  and  what  coarse  is  to  be  token 

wtthitr 

Vk.  IITJNDELLA:  Tea,  Sir;  Fro- 
itmot  Leone  Leri  has  made  a  very  ela- 
bonte  Beport  upon  the  state  of  techni- 
<d  ednoatioii  in  Italy  and  elsewhere. 
He  luu  apent  three  mDutha  of  this  year 
■btoad,  and  I  pnipose  to  refer  the  Be- 
foat  to  tiie  Boyal  OommiBsion  which  is 
lAoat  to  be  appointed. 

LAT  AND  JTTSnCE— THE  MA0I8- 

TBACT— UB.  B.  P.  LAURIE. 

'    Kl  FBKBHBTOK  asked  Mr.  Attor- 

Mir  Ganacal,  Whether  he  has  any  ob- 


jection to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  Copy  of  the  Correspondence 
between  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  B.  P. 
Laurie,  Esq.  late  Member  of  this  House 
for  the  City  of  Canterbury,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  removal  of  that  gentleman 
from  the  Commission  of  the  Peace  for 
tfae  counW  of  Kent  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENEBAL  (Sir 
Hbnbt  Jameb),  in  reply,  said,  he  under- 
stood that  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  no 
objection  to  the  production  of  the  docu- 
ments referred  to  in  the  Question ;  but 
he  put  it  to  the  hon.  Member  whether 
it  would  bejustifiable  to  incur  the  large 
expense  that  would  be  incurred  in  the 

fublication  of  them  as  a  Parliamentary 
aper. 

FIRES  (METROPOLIS). 

Mk.  FIBTH  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
fact  that  on  July  2 let  a  fire  broke  out 
in  Ladbroke  Orove  Boad,  Notting 
Hill,  but  that  no  water  could  be  ob- 
tained from  the  Water  Company's 
main ;  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  in 
case  of  a  London  fire  it  is  necessary  to 
invoke  fire  separate  authorities  having 
no  unity  of  action: — 1.  The  Police, 
controlled  by  the  Home  Secretary ;  2. 
The  Water  Companies ;  3.  The  S  Jvage 
Corps,  controIIoJ  by  the  Insurance  Com- 
panioe;  4.  The  Fire  Brigade,  controlled 
by  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works ; 
and  5.  The  Streets,  controlled  by  the 
VeBtriea ;  and,  if  he  will  consider  whe- 
ther these  authorities  might  not  be 
amalgamated  for  the  purpose  of  fire  ex- 
tinction ? 

8iB  "mLLIAM  HAECOTJBT,  in 
reply,  said,  he  had  seen  a  report  on  the 
subject,  from  which  it  appeared,  not 
that  there  was  a  scarcity  of  water,  but 
that  it  was  not  at  high  pressure,  owing 
to  an  accident  to  the  mam.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  second  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion, he  had  to  say  that  the  police  were 
not  directly  concerned  in  extiDg-uishing 
fires,  having  merely  to  keep  order ;  that 
the  Salvage  Corps  was  employed  in  the 
private  interest  of  the  Insurance  Com- 
panies ;  while  the  Vestries  were  not  con- 
cerned at  all.  When  the  question  came 
to  be  determined  on  whom  the  duty 
of  supplying  water  to  the  Metropolis 
should  devolve,  it  would  certainly  be- 
come necessary  to  consider  whether  the 
Fire  Brigade  should  not  also  be  placed 
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under  the  same  control  as  the  water 
service. 

METROPOLITAN  VESTRY  ACCOUNTS— 
THE  PADDINGTON  VESTRY. 

Mb.  FIETH  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Govemment  Board,  Whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  Auditors  of  Pad- 
dington  Yestry  have  entered  on  the  ac- 
count books  of  such  vestry  a  statement 
to  the  effect'  that,  having  in  view  the 
statement  made  by  the  President  of  the 
Local  Govemment  Board  to  the  effect 
that  no  method  exists  for  enforcing  a 
surcharge  of  Metropolitan  Vestry  Ac- 
counts, they  regard  the  examination  of 
the  parochial  accounts  of  the  parish  of 
Paddington  as  useless ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  such  accounts  contain  heavy 
charges  for  refreshments  which  ought 
to  be  surcharged;  and,  whether  it  is 
proposed  to  leave  the  London  Vestries 
to  expend  ratepayers'  money  in  any 
manner  and  for  any  purpose  they  think 
fit,  or  what  remedy  he  intends  to  apply 
to  this  state  of  thin^  ? 

Mb.  DODSON  :  Sir,  I  have  received 
a  communication  from  the  auditors  of 
the  Paddington  Vestry  that  they  have 
appended  to  the  accounts  of  the  Vestry 
a  statement  that,  under  the  existing  con- 
dition of  the  law,  the  examination  by 
them  of  the  parochial  accounts  is  practi- 
cally of  no  effect,  as  the  Act  gives  them 
no  power  to  enforce  payment  of  the  sur- 
charges. I  have,  however,  no  informa- 
tion from  the  auditors  whether  or  not 
such  accounts  contain  charges  for  re- 
freshments ;  but  I  perceive  from  a  news- 
paper extract  that  in  the  accounts  for 
the  year  ended  the  25th  of  March,  1880, 
the  auditors  disallowed  J&57  15«.  M,  for 
refreshment,  of  which  £26  appears  to 
have  been  for  the  erection  of  a  tent  in 
which  a  dinner  was  given  at  the  open- 
ing of  a  slop  tank.  If  such  expenditure 
had  appeared  in  the  accounts  which  are 
audited  by  the  auditor  of  the  Local  Go- 
vemment Board,  he  would  have  had 
power,  not  only  to  surcharge  these  ille- 
gal payments,  but  to  recover  the  amount 
summarily  from  the  persons  by  whom 
they  were  authorized.  Unfortunately 
for  the  ratepayers,  the  auditors,  under 
the  Metropolis  Management  Act,  have 
no  such  power ;  but  the  question  as  to 
how  the  present  defect  in  tne  law  should 
be  remedied  is  rather  for  the  consi- 
deration  of  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Seoretaiy  of  State  for  the 

Sir  WiUiam  Stircwrt 


Home  Department,  as  I  have  no  juris* 
diction  under  the  Metropolis  Manage- 
ment Act. 

POST  OFFICE— TELEGRAPH  CLERKS. 

Me.  JUSTIN  M'OAETHT  rfor  Mr. 
Parnell)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  a  meeting  of  the  Cork  telegraph  olerksi 
held  on  Saturday  the  2nd  July,  the  ob- 
ject of  which  was  to  act  in  conjunction 
with  the  derks  at  the  various  offices 
throughout  the  United  Kingdom ;  whe- 
ther the  postmaster  of  the  Oork  offioe, 
upon  seeing  a  report  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  meeting  in  the  Cork  papers  on 
Monday  the  4th  instant,  gave  instroo- 
tions  mat  any  clerk  who  had  taken  a 
prominent  pfurt  in  the  meeting  should 
not  be  engaged  in  the  performance  of 
special  or  relief  duties,  which  involvo 
extra  pay ;  and,  whether  it  is  with  his 
sanction  that  these  instructions  have 
been  issued  ?    

Mb.  FAWOETT,  in  reply,  said,  his 
attention  had  not  been  called  to  this 
matter  previously;  but  he  had  made 
careful  inquiry,  and  was  convinced  that 
no  such  instructions  as  those  mentioned 
in  the  Question  were  issued  or  acted 
upon. 

STATEOF  lEELAND— THE  MAGISTRACY 
—MR.  A.  E.  HERBERT,  J.P. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  language  of  Mr.  A.  E.  Herbert^ 
J.P.  in  the  foUowing  Eeport  from  the 
"  Kerry  Sentinel,"  of  28th  July,  in  the 
case  of  persons  charged  at  Brosna  Pet^ 
Sessions  with  attaclong  a  bailiff.  Gon« 
stable  Carroll  deposed : — 

''That,  on  account  of  the  attitude  of  the 
people,  tiiey  went  hcu^k  to  one  of  the  honaeB, 
escorted  by  the  police,  and  took  down  one  of 
the  writs  which  he  had  posted. 

"  Mr.  Herbert— And  no  stones  thrown  ? 

"  Witness — No  stones  thrown. 

'<  Mr.  Herbert^I  may  teU  you  if  I  was  then 
I'd  know  what  to  do. 

''  One  of  the  defendants  cross-examined  Con- 
stable  Carroll,  who  admitted  that  he  and  m«a 
were  supplied  with  plenty  of  new  milk  by  the 
people  on  whom  the  writs  were  served. 

'*Mr.  Herbert — I  think  the  police  on  that 
day  were  like  a  flock  withont  a  shepheid; 
I  think  they  were  aU  the  time  drinking  mUk 
from  this  riotous  and  terrible  mob.  I  always 
roeak  for  myself,  and  that  is  my  opinion  of 
the  Royal  Irish  Oonstabulary  on  tLat  day. 
Drinking  new  milk  from  this  riotous  and  dit* 
ocderly  mob ;  '* 
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v]iefli«r,  in  a  eiofls  case  agaiiiBt  the 
poliea,  ICuy  Oahfll  and  Elton  CahiU 
van  examined,  and  deposed  ihat,  when 
fte  police  fixed  eworcb  protecting  the 
bnUfl;  Oonatable  Oazroll  Btabbed  the 
•omplainant  in  the  thigh ;  whether  Mr. 
Homit  diamiaBed  the  case  with  the  re- 
that 


"He  vaa  waaj  the  police  acted  with  lo  much 
fatemiOB.  If  he  himeelf  was  there  he  would 
■te  the  mob  to  be  '  akiTered/  and  he  would 
Im  buckdioi  need  on  them.  There  would  be 
atpMee  in  the  Oomitry  until  such  people  were 


^Aediflr  aacsh  language  was  used ;  and, 
if  iDy  whether  he  has  made  any  repre- 
iwitatiims  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  on  tfie 
■bjeet,  or  has  taken  any  action  in  re- 
gndtoit? 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0B8TEB:  Sir,  I  have 
ssea  the  report  in  the  newspaper  to 
vhieh  the  non.  Member  refers ;  but  I 
have  no  means  of  verifying  it.  The 
whole  of  the  cases  in  which  Irish  magis- 
taftas  ax«  concerned  are  under  the  con- 
■dsmtion  of  the  Lord  Ohancellor,  and 
I  have  communicated  with  my  noble 
nd  learned  Friend  upon  the  matter. 

Mb.  HEALY  wished  to  know  if  there 

vaa  any  proper  authority  in  the  House 

to  whicm  hen.  Members  could  appeal  in 

mfSsrenoe  to  the  conduct  of  m^strates  ? 

Mb.  Vr.  E.  F0B8TEB:  The  Lord 

Chancellor  is  the  official  whose  business 

it  ia  to  oonnder  these  questions ;  and  if, 

after  allowing  sufficient  time  to  elapse, 

flba  hon.  Member  will  ask  me  what  the 

Load  Cliancellor  has  done  in  this  case, 

IwinteUhim. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  would  ask  the 

n  on  Friday.     He  also  wished  to 

if  thia  same  magistrate  was  ar- 

eome  time  since  for  drunkenness 

and  diaorderly  conduct  at  Farranf ore  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.    FOBBTEB  :  It  is  only 

jastiee  to  Mr.  Herbert  to  state  that  I 

B0fer    heard     of    that   charge   being 

hnmght  against  him. 

▼ATER  SUPPLY  (METROPOLIS)— 
THE  GRAND  JUNCnON  WATER 
00MPAN7. 

Bib  HENBT  HOLLAND  asked  the 
Rwdent  of  the  Local  Government 
BoBid,  If  he  lias  received  Colonel  Boi- 
toa's  Report  on  the  Gkand  Junction 
Wste  Company ;  and,  whether  he  will 
W  a  Cbpy  of  it  ni>on  the  Table  ? 

u.  DODSONi  in  reply,  said,  that  he 
U  OB^  jnat  reoeiTed  the  Report  re- 


ferred to,  and  had  not  had  time  to  exa- 
mine it.  As  far  as  he  was  aware,  there 
was  no  objection  to  laying  a  copy  of  it 
upon  the  Table ;  but  he  must  consider 
the  matter  before  he  gave  any  under- 
taking on  the  subject. 

SMALL-POX  (METROPOLIS)— HOSPITAL 
SHIPS  ON  THE  RIVER  THAMES. 

Baron  HENEY  DE  WORMS  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
smallpox  hospital  ships  now  moored  ofiP 
Greenwich  are  so  close  to  the  shore  that 
there  is  gpreat  danger  of  their  causing 
the  epidemic  to  spread  to  the  adjoining 
districts ;  that  before  they  were  placed 
in  their  present  positions,  thereby  gpreatly 
impeding  the  free  use  and  value  of  the 
wharves  in  front  of  which  they  are 
moored,  no  notice  was  given  to  the 
owners  of  those  wharves;  and  that, 
owing  to  the  serious  inconvenience  caused 
by  the  presence  of  these  ships  to  the  free 
navigation  of  the  Eiver  Thames,  the 
Thames  Conservancy  Board  and  the 
Metropolitan  District  Asylum  Board 
of  Managers  were  and  are  in  favour 
of  their  being  moored  lower  down  the 
river ;  if  so,  whether  any  steps  are  to 
be  taken  to  remove  these  vessels  from 
their  present  positions,  and  thus  to  ob- 
viate the  danger  of  the  epidemic  spread- 
ing among  the  numerous  workmen  em- 
ployed in  the  various  shipbuilding  and 
other  yards  abutting  on  the  shore  ? 

Mr.  DODSON  :  Sir,  I  cannot  admit 
that  it  is  a  fact  that  these  ships  are  so 
close  to  the  shore  that  there  is  great 
danger  of  their  spreading  small-pox  to 
the  adjoining  districts ;  in  fact,  I  was 
distinctly  advised  by  one  of  the  Medical 
Inspectors,  who  has  had  g^eat  expe- 
rience in  these  epidemics,  that  no  such 
danger  need  be  apprehended.  No  direct 
notice  was  given  to  the  owners  of  the 
wharves  in  front  of  which  the  ships 
were  moored ;  but  the  preparations  K>r 
their  removal  were  publicly  known  for 
some  time  before  the  ships  were  placed 
ther^,  and  no  objections  were  made 
against  the  course  proposed.  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  serious  inconvenience  to 
the  navigation ;  and,  so  far  from  the 
Thames  Conservancy  Board  objecting 
to  the  position,  the  spot  was  fikdopted 
on  their  suggestion.  The  Metropolitan 
Asylum  Managers  did  propose  to  place 
the  ships  much  lower  down  the  river, 
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but  not  for  the  reason  suggested.  I  was, 
however,  advised  that  acute  cases  could 
not  without  serious  risk  and  danger  be 
removed  to  such  a  distance ;  and,  there- 
fore, the  ships  were  moored  off  Green- 
wich, close  by  the  spot  where  the  Dread- 
nought hospital  ship  lay  on  a  previous 
occasion,  and,  as  far  as  we  are  aware, 
without  any  ill  effect.  With  respect  to 
the  removal  of  the  vessels,  it  is  only  in- 
tended that  they  shall  remain  there 
during  the  pressure  of  the  present  epi- 
demic. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  asked 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
state  the  distance  which  the  ships  were 
from  the  shore,  and  whether  he  was 
aware  that  the  sewage  passed  into  the 
river  there  ? 

Mb.  DODSON  :  Not  having  measured 
it,  I  should  not  like  to  say  what  the  dis- 
tance is ;  but  I  have  been  on  board  the 
ships  myself. 

MALTA— PETITION  FOR  REFORMS. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  If  the 
Colonial  Office  has  had  before  it  the  Peti- 
tion presented  by  him  to  this  House,  from 
the  Committee  of  Inhabitants  of  Malta ; 
and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
means  to  grant  its  prayer,  or  to  concede 
to  the  Maltese  any  of  those  reforms  re- 
commended by  Mr.  Rowsell  and  Sir 
Penrose  Julyan,  and  some  of  which  were 
about  to  be  conceded  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment? 

Mr.  COURTNEY :  Sir,  a  copy  of  the 
Petition  has  been  obtained  and  is  under 
consideration,  as  well  as  a  Memorial 
transmitted  to  the  Secretary  of  State; 
but  it  is  not  possible  to  state  at  present 
the  answer  which  will  be  returned.  The 
administrative  changes  recommended  by 
Sir  Penrose  Julyan  have  been  in  con- 
siderable part  already  carried  out. 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND) 
ACTT,  1870— THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION 
—THE  REPORT  AND  EVIDENCE. 

Sir  WILLIAM  PALLISER  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  By 
whose  authority  and  direction  it  was 
that  the  dates  were  expunged  from  all 
the  rebutting  statements  which  were 
sent  in  writing  by  the  Irish  Landlords 
to  the  Bessborongh  Commission,  and 
whioh  had  been  inaidvertently  stated  and 
incorrectly  supposed  to  have  been  printed 

Baron  Hwry  Do  JForim 


in  Appendix  C  when  the  Report  was 
signed,  and  what  was  the  object  sought 
to  be  attained  by  expunging  the  dates 
in  question  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  no  means 
of  giving  an  answer  officially  to  th^ 
Question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  nor  do 
I  think  it  very  desirable  that  the  Qo* 
vemment  should  institute  an  examina- 
tion into  the  matter.  I  would  rather 
recommend  the  hon.  Member  to  oom« 
municate  with  the  officers  of  the  Com* 
mission,  who,  I  have  no  doubt,  will  giTiS 
him  the  most  accurate  account  of  the 
matter.  At  the  same  time,  if  the  hon. 
Member  wishes,  the  Government  will 
ask  for  the  information  he  requires. 

ARMY— VOTE  OF  THANKS— SIB 
EVELYN  WOOD. 

Mr.  BBGADHUBST  asked  the  Fin* 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  havinf 
regard  to  the  fact  that  Parliament  have 
from  time  to  time  passed  Yotes  of  Thanki 
to  Generals  of  the  Army  for  suoceaafial 
triumphs  in  War,  he  will  propose  a  Yote 
of  Thanks  to  General  Sir  Evelyn  Wood 
for  the  distinguished  services  which  he.S 
has  recently  rendered  to  this  Country  i&' 
South  Africa  by  peaceful  means  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  in  answer  to 
this  Question,  I  must  say  that  General 
Sir  Evelyn  Wood  is  not  Uie  only  peracm 
who  has  rendered  service,  and  excellent 
service,  to  the  Crown  and  the  country  la. 
South  Africa ;  but  the  time  has  not  yet 
arrived  when  we  can  regard  the  impral* 
ant  transactions  in  which  they  have 
been  engaged  as  being  altogether  con- 
cluded ;  and,  therefore,  the  time  has  not 
yet  arrived  for  considering  any  sunk 
matter  as  that  indicated  by  the  hon. 
Member's  Question.  I  ought  also  to 
say,  as  my  hon.  Friend  probably  knowii 
that  the  Votes  of  this  House,  although 
not  absolutely  limited  to  military  aer- 
vices,  yet  are  by  precedent  in  every  caae 
limited  to  military  service  or  to  auuliaiy 
services  in  connection  with  militazy  M^ 
vice.  But,  as  the  hon.  Member  has 
referred  to  the  name  of  Sir  Evelya 
Wood  in  particular,  I  think  that  it  it 
only  right  that  I  should  state  that  Hor 
Majesty's  Government  have  the  higheil 
sense  of  the  zeal,  the  ability,  the  ju(* 
ment,  and  the  tact,  as  well  as 
feeling  with  which  Sir  Evelyn  Wood 
conducted  the  matters  intrusted  to  hia 
control  in  circumstances  of  veiy  great 
difficulty  indeed. 


■J 


i 

i 

■ 
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STATE  OF  IREULND— RELEASE  OF 
ICR.   JOHN   DILLON,  M.P. 

Hi.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  Chief 
BaenCuy  for  Ireland,  Whether  the  an- 
■wnfmiient  made  in  the  morning  papers 
Ait  Mr.  John  Dillon  had  been  released 
Am  Kilmainham  Oaol  was  correct  ? 

Ha.  FUT^ESTON  said,  that  before 
As  npht  hon.  Gentleman  answered  the 
QMBtion,  he  wished  to  ask  him  whether 
tt.  DQIoQ  Iiad  been  released  uncondi- 
fianally,  or  whether  he  had  been  obliged 
liBgn  some  conditions? 

Kb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Yes,  Sir ;  it 
ii  true  that  Mr.  Dillon  has  been  released 
fan  Kilmainham,  and  I  suppose  the 
House  would  wish  me  to  give  the 
ivoimds  of  that  release.  A  letter  was 
iHt  mtarday  to  the  Qovemor  of  Kil- 
JHinham,  in  the  following  terms : — 

"I  sm   directed  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to 

yoa  that  a  representation  having  been 

to  his  Excellency  that  Mr.  John  Dillon's 

woold  be   endang^ercd  by  further  confine- 

hu  Excellency  has  been  pleased  to  order 

•le.    Therefore,  upon  the  receipt  of  this 

y  diachav^  Mr.  Dillon,  and  give  him  a 

of  this  letter." 
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officer^  which  entirely  confirmed  Dr. 
Carte's  statement  that  life  would  be 
endangered  by  further  confinement. 
That  being  the  case,  I  thought,  and  my 
Colleagues  agreed  with  me,  that  our 
duty  was  to  do  what  we  should  have  done 
with  any  other  prisoner  under  the  cir- 
cumstances— order  his  immediate  dis- 
charge. We  did  not  think  it  a  case  in 
which  we  ought  to  make  tliat  discharge 
dependent  on  the  signing  of  any  condi- 
tions. 

Mr.  HEAXiY  :  Does  the  doctor  say 
that  his  life  has  been  endangered  through 
the  confinement  lie  has  undergone  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  I  have  given 
the  exact  statement  I  received,  and  it 
was  the  first  intimation  I  had.  The 
doctors  would  have  been  failing  in  their 
duty  if  they  had  not  informed  us  of  the 
facto. 


\' 


letter    was  written   for  this  rea- 
On    Thursday    last  I  received   a 
t   from    Dr.  Carte,    the  medical 
of  the  prison,  stating  that  he  be- 
Mr.  IMllon's  life  would  be  endan- 
by  further  confinement.     I  was 
1  to  eet  that  letter,  because,  al- 
^      the   health   of  Mr.  Dillon    is 
w^trong,    the  last  information  I  re- 
was    from  the  Inspector  of  the 
Mr.  Barlow,  who,  on  the  8th  of 
reported   that   he  had  seen  Mr. 

,  "who  told  him  that  he  was  well, 

that  he  did  not  think  his  health  had 
igad  since  he  entered  the  prison. 
Mr.  Barlcrw  said  that  Mr.  Dillon  seemed 
la  Um  to  be  very  delicate,  but  did  not 
qpaar  to  be  more  so  than  when  he  first 
Hw  him  in  prison  three  months  ago. 
Jk  xeoeiTing^  that  Report,  I  telegpraphed 
it  OBoe  to  two  independent  medical  gen- 
1^  of  undoubted  standing,  to  go 
to  Kilmainham  and,  after  consul- 
with  Dr.  Carte,  to  make  a  Re- 
They  Mt^  ^<^*  Dillon;  but  he 
',  bat  firmly,  refused  to  allow 
^^^^  ^  '  fiQ  be  examined.  After  consult- 
^  ^th  Dr*  Carte,  and  after  seeing  his 
nort  and  obtaining  all  the  information 
h^orald,  they  saw  the  Report  of  Dr. 
rMiv    liV     jHUoorB  pnvate  medical 


tma/jf 


LAW  AND   POLICE— DEATUS   FROM 
DROWNING. 

Mr.  GOURLEY  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  he  has  seen 
the  Return  of  Loss  of  Life  issued  at 
the  instance  of  the  honourable  Mem- 
ber for  Manchester,  showing  the  number 
of  deaths  from  drowning  in  mercantile 
and  non-mercantile  waters  of  the  United 
Kingdom  to  have  been  in  1879,  3,690 
lives ;  if  this  includes  the  loss  of  life 
from  sea-coast  bathing,  if  not,  if  he  can 
state  what  this  was  for  the  same  year ; 
and,  if  he  can  state  what  measures  he 
intends  adopting  for  the  purpose  of 
compelling  local  inland  ana  sea-coast 
authorities  at  all  public  bathing  places 
to  provide  boats,  lifo-buoys,  and  watch- 
men during  the  bathing  season  ? 

Mr.  DODSON  :  Sir,  the  Return  does 
not,  as  I  believe,  include  the  loss  of  life 
from  sea-coast  bathing ;  and  there  is  not, 
as  far  I  can  ascertain,  any  information 
collected  to  show  the  extent  of  loss  for 
the  year  to  which  the  Return  refers.  At 
present  there  is  no  power  to  compel  local 
inland  and  sea-coast  authorities  to  pro- 
vide boats,  life-buoys,  and  watchmen 
during  the  bafching  or  any  other  season. 
These  authorities  can  make  bye-laws, 
subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  with  respect  to  public 
bathing  and  the  regulation  of  bathing 
machines ;  but  they  are  not  authorized 
to  make  any  provision  of  this  kind  from 
the  local  rates,  or  to  require  that  the 

Sroprietors  of  the  bathing  machines  shall 
o  so.    This  defect  has  been  brought 
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nnder  the  notice  of  the  Board,  who  con- 
template dealing  with  the  matter  when- 
ever B  suitable  opportunity  offers  for 
amending  the  law. 

AFGHANISTAN— CANDAHAR 
L08D  GEORGE  HAMILTON  asked 
the  Secretary  ofStata  for India.Whether 
he  bad  seen  the  telegram  from  Lahore 
in  y**  Tim**  of  the  6th  instant,  in  vbioh 
the  Correspondent  of  that  journal,  after 
stating  that  the  Ameer's  Envoy  passed 
through  Lahore  on  his  way  to  Simla, 
went  on  to  say^- 


0  liold  Ceudahsi  for  one  year,  in 
ordoT  to  enable  the  Ameer  to  m&ke  his  position 
secure.  It  is  eloar  from  the  Envoy's  acconnt 
that  tlie  Ameer  beg^an  !<>  lose  hoort  at  hearing 
of  the  newfl  of  the  evacuation  of  Ctindahar;" 
and  whether  he  was  in  a  position  to  con- 
tradict the  truth  of  these  assertions  ? 

Thi  MARQUBes  OP  HAETmOTON : 
I  have  not  received  from  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  any  information  reject- 
ing the  position  of  the  Envoy  firom  Cfabul 
to  Simla.  I  am,  therefore,  unable  to 
aay  what  message  he  may  have  been 
charged  to  deliver,  or  what  statement  he 
may  have  made.  But  I  have  referred 
to  the  OorreBpondence  which  has  passed 
between  the  Ameer  and  the  Government 
of  India,  and  it  certainly  ia  not  the  case 
that  the  Ameer  had  earnestly  and  re- 
peatedly aakei  the  Government  to  hold 
Candahar  for  one  year,  in  order  to  enable 
him  to  make  his  position  secure. 

81B  HENRY  TYLEK:  Wasarequest 
ever  made  to  that  efiect  ? 

The  Mabqcebs  of  HAHTINGTON  : 
No,  Sir;  nothing  of  the  kind. 

PARUASIENTAHY  OATH  (MR.  BKAD- 
LAUGH.) 
Hb.  LABOUCHERE  wished  to  ask 
the  Prime  Uinlster  a  Question  with  re- 
gard to  the  position  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh. 
For  himself,  he  might  explain  that  he 
had  a  Resolution  on  going  into  Com- 
mittee of  Supply,  which  practically  was 
to  rescind  the  Resolution  come  to  in 
April  last.  He  believed  that  that  Reso- 
lution precluded  Ur.  Bradlaugh  from 
taking  the  Oath,  together  with  a  subse- 
quent Resolution  passed  precluding  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  £n>m  coming  within  this 
Bouse,  were  both  Seaeional  Orders,  and 
Mr.JMsM 


that  they  wonld  lapse  at  the  end  of  thia 
Session.   The  result,  of  course,  would  Im 
that  at  the  commencement  of  next  Se^ 
non  Mr.  Bradlaugh  would  present  him- 
self at  the   Table  of  the   House  and   - 
endeavour  to  take  the  Oath  and  his  seat,,  i 
as  he  believed  he  had  a  right  to  do,  ;. 
Now,  what  he  would  ask  was  this—-  ' 
whether,  when  Mr.  Bradlaugh  took  that..- 
course,  he  might  hope  that  he  wonl^-f^ 
ho  Buoported   iiy  the  Qovemmeat,  ipS 
what  he  believed,    and  some  in    tUit^ 
House  believed,  to  be  his  Constitution 
rights?  In  that  case,  as  it  was  near  tl 
close  of  the  Session,  and  he  had  no  wi 
to  inconvenience  hon.  Gentlemen  oppCH    i 
site — for  it  was  quite  possible  his  tiotUM 
might  inconvenience  them,  as  th^di 
not  know  when  it  might  be  brought  Q 
— he  would   withdraw  his  Motion  tn 
leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of  H4 
Majesty's   Government    for   next    8M     1 
sion. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  Iund< 
from  my  hon.  Friend  two  things — 1 
he  has  investigated  the  matter, 
ascertained  that  the  Resolution  wl 
forbids  Mr.  Bradlaugh  taking  the 
at  the  Table — I  do  not  mean  the 
lution  debarring  him  from 
Sessional  Resolution  which  expires  w 
the  Session.  I  understand,  that  being 
it  is  possible,  according  to  my  n 
Friend  s  view,  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  n 
again  present  himself  and  claim  to  tl 
the  Oath  at  the  commencement  of  n 
Session.  I  take  these  two  propaaitiaa 
simply  as  given  by  my  hon.  Friend,  am 
I  assume  them  to  be  correct.  Ifheahonlft; 
so  present  himself,  and  so  claim  to  taka^ 
the  Oath,  and  should  opposition  theM* 
upon  arise,  undoubtedly  Her  Majes^f 
Government  would  deem  it  their  dulj^i 
to  consider  the  question  with  a  TiM( 
to  the  termination  of  the  oontroveny. 

Mk.  GIBSON  asked  the  Bp^kaf 
whether  it  was  the  fact  that  the  Ordtf 
forbidding  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  take 
Oath  did  expire  at  the  end  of  the  S«*<>' 
sion,  and  would  require  to  be  renewed- 
at  the  beginning  of  the  next  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  I  undeietand  th| 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  to  lefM' 
to  the  Resolution  of  10th  May.  Tfa^ 
is  not  a  Standing  Order,  and  would 
minate  at  the  end  of  the  Seaaion. 

Mb.  MACFARLANE  asked  the  ridM 
hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Ohair  wbeu^ 
the  Resolution  of  the  20th  of  .^nH 
which  precluded  Mr,  BradUogh  n« 
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lAiw  Oa  Oath,  wonld  lapM  at  the  end 
rffteSe-iimy 

Kb.  8FB  AJEEB  :  The  Beadation  to 
lUdli  the  hon.  Oentleman  refers  was 
it  made  a  Standing  Order,  and  there- 
Hi  vonld  expire  with  the  Session. 
Ha.  T.  P.  O*O0NN0B  asked  the 
iMBalliiiiflter,  in  reference  to  the  an- 
heliad  given  to  the  hon.  Member 
[ortibainpton  (Mr.Labouohere),  whe- 
when  ne  brought  in  a  measure 
with  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  he  would 
I  means  to  seonre  the  attendance  and 
in  its  favour  of  the  Liberal 
of  the  Liberal  majority  by 
defection  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had 
adnded? 

OLADSTONE:    Sir,  I  do  not 
if  I  hare  gone  too  far  in  answer- 
[tte  Question  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
ihere) ;  bnt  I  did  it  simply  on  the 
that  everyone  must  feel  desirous, 
a  time  when  we  are  be^nning  to 
we  may  rety  soon  disperse,  to 
whether  they  are  likely  to    be 
upon  again  to  Tote  on  a  subject 
r.  Bradlangh  during  the  present 
Bat  as  the  Question  of  the 
Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P. 
r)  has  a  reference  to  a  future 
and  a  ccmtingenoy  only  sup- 
to  azise  then,  I  hope  he  wul 
ezeroise  his  patience  until  the 
Session  arriTes. 

FUIjESTON  asked  the  hon. 

tat  Northampton  whether,  after 

lent  of  the  Prime  Minister,  he 

go  on  with  his  Besolution  ? 

IiABOITCHEBE :  Certainly  not, 


»T— PUBLIC  BUSINESa 


W.  H.  SMITH  asked  the  Prime 

if  he  oonld  ^ve  the  House  any 

'  m    reopeotmg  the  course   of 

imnessy  and  specially  the  Nayy 

_f 

ABTHUB  O'OONNOB   asked 
intended  to  take  the  Irish  Votes 
IV.  to-night? 
fSBDESLGK  GAYENDISH  : 

•  intention  to  take  the  whole  of 

iy.f  inelndingtiie Lrish  Votes. 
OIiADSTONE :  I  think  it  is  al- 
nndeirstood— and  what  has  hap- 
fjwmi  I  last  spoke  on  the  subject 
lather  snstain  and  confirm  the  im- 
Q.^4hat  the  proceedings  in  the 
of  IiOffds  may  terminate  to-night 
to  tbo  xmhliand  Bill,  and,  I 


therefore,  that  we  shall  be  in  a  position 
to  consider  the  question  of  the  Lords' 
Amendments  to-morrow  as  the  first  and 
principal  Business  for  Tuesday  evening. 
How  long  they  will  take  I  do  not  know ; 
but  we  shall  propose  to  proceed  with 
the  NavT  Estimates  immediately  after 
the  conclusion  of  the  question  of  the 
Lords'  Amendments. 

Me.  HEALY  asked  if  it  was  impos- 
sible to  get  the  Lords'  Amendments  that 
night,  so  as  to  give  time  to  consider 
them  prior  to  the  meeting  of  the  House 
on  Tuesday  ?  He  presumed  there  would 
be  no  Morning  Sitting. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  Lords' 
Amendments,  I  understand,  will  be  in  the 
hands  of  Members  to-morrow  morning. 
There  will  be  no  Morning  Sitting.  I  do 
not  entertain  any  doubt  that  any  Mem- 
ber can,  as  a  matter  of  courtesy,  obtain 
a  copy  of  the  Lords'  last  print  of  the 
Bill ;  but  we  have  no  power  to  make  an 
order  requiring  copies  of  that  print  to 
be  furnished  to  Members  of  the  House 
of  Commons  generally. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAY. 


SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— THE 
REVISED  CODE. 

DEPABTMENTAL  STATEMENT. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  rose  to  make  his 
Statement  on  the  Education  Vote. 

Me.  J.  COWEN  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  know  whether,  after  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  made  his  State- 
ment on  going  into  Committee  of  Supply, 
any  other  hon.  Member  could  speak  on 
the  Motion  on  going  into  Committee  of 
Supply  ? 

lAA  SPEAKEE  :  It  will  be  open  for 
any  hon.  Member  to  speak  on  the  Mo- 
tion that  the  Speaker  do  leave  the 
Chair. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  Sir,  I  beg  to 
thank  the  House  for  allowing  me  to 
make  my  Statement  with  the  Speaker 
in  the  Chair.  My  reason  for  asking  this 
favour  of  the  House  is  two-fold.  Not  for 
the  sake  of  the  Estimates  whioh  I  am 
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&ble  to  submit  to  the  Home,  and  vhiob 
I  should  be  qmte  prepared  to  submit  in 
the  usual  way.  But  it  will  be  in  the  re- 
collectian  of  the  House  that  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  when  the  Code 
nnder  which  the  conditions  of  the  ^rant 
for  education  are  made  was  carried,  a 
distinct  pledge  was  given  to  both  this 
and  the  other  House  of  Farliament  that 
before  the  close  of  this  Session  we  would 
submit  proposals  for  the  reform  of  the 
Code,  and  it  is  upon  that  ground,  before 
goings  into  Committee  of  Supply,  that  I 
shall  make  a  double  Statement — the  one 
relating  to  the  ordinary  business  of  the 
past  year,  and  the  proposed  financial 
statement  for  the  coming  year,  and  the 
principles  on  which  we  propose  to  revise 
the  Code.  All  that  relates  to  the  expen- 
diture of  the  past  year  I  shall  endeavour 
to  condense  into  as  short  a  space  as  pos- 
sible, in  order  not  to  trespass  upon  the 
time  of  the  House.  The  expenditure  in 
1860  was  as  foUows  : — The  sum  granted 
was  £2,53S,967,  and  the  expenditure 
£'2,52ji,769,  the  result  being  a  saving  of 
£10,306  upon  the  Estimates.  The  charge 
for  annual  grants,  which  was  estimated 
at  £2,217,348,  reached  £2,213,673,  an 
increase  of  £120,231  on  the  previous 
year,  the  details  of  which  are  as  follows: 
— The  estimate  of  average  attendance 
was  2,800,480  children,  and  the  actual 
average  was  2,814,000;  the  estimated 
^ant  was  1S#.  8d.,  and  the  grant  really 
made  was  I6t.  lid.  The  estimate  for 
the  evening  schools  for  the  average 
attendance  was  52,530  children  and  an 
estimate  of  9$.,  and  the  result  was  41,500 
at  8t.  S^d.,  a  falling  off  in  numbers  of 
11,000,  and  in  the  grant  of  5d.  in  the 
year.  Now,  Sir,  I  come  to  the  Estimates 
that  the  House  will  be  asked  to  vote  to- 
night for  the  current  year  1881-2.  The 
sum  required  this  year  is  £2,683,956, 
as  compared  with  £2,535,967  granted  in 
1880-1.  Thisia  an  increase  of  £147, 991, 
and  it  produces  a  difference  of  £93,000 
increase  on  the  Estimates  of  1880-1. 
Although  at  first  sight  this  difference 
will  appear  to  be  considerable,  it  will  be 
understood  that  the  increase  in  the  ex- 
penditure was  really  an  over-estimated 
expenditureinthe  year  1879-80.  Thein- 
orease  onthe  Vote  for  1880-1  would  have 
stood  £140,000,  instead  of  £55,000  on 
the  Estimates;  therefore,  the  increase 
on  the  Estimates  1881-2  is  £144,794, 
and  it  is  a  little  more  than  an  increase 
in  the  last  year,  which  was  really 
£140,000.  The  increase  on  the  com- 
Jtr.MmtMk 


ing  year  1881-3  ooonrs  almost  entiraly 

under  the  head  of  annual  grants,    ^w   - 

amount  of  the  Yotes  is  £2,362,142,  aa 

increase  of  £144,794  for  the  grant.     It  ^"^'-^ 

will  be  necessary  that  I  fihall  show  the  "^    •— 

Housetheexpenditureforannualgraiits, 

and  the  comparison  of  this  special  heedt  "^^^ 

for  the  past  three  years  shows  that  tiw  '^.T^^ 

increase  asked  for  is  not  an  exteneiVff  "* *^ 

one.     The  annual  grant   made  to'^"   ^~^ 

elementary     schools    in     1878-9    wij^T^^^ 

£1,961,000,  or  an  increase  of  £267,O05*^^" 

on  the  preceding  year.     In  1879-60  It*^^" 

was    £2,093,000,    or     an    increase     ot"^ 

£132,000;    in    1880-1,    £2,213,000,    i  ~" 

an  increaseof  £120,000;  and  in  188l>f 

it    is    £2,362,000,    or    an    increase 

£144,794.     It  will  be  noticed  by  1 

figures  set  forth  that  there  is  a  vaW^l^^r^ 

large  increase  in  1878-9,    and  that  WU^     ^^ 

occasioned  by  the  passing  of  the  Act  tf^    — =^ 

I87S,  which  only  came  into  practaqw^a^^^ 

operation    in    1878-9.       Amongst    '**"' 

other    items,   there    is    an  increase 

£7,670  for  expenditure  this  year,  cat 

by  the  addition  of  six  Inspectors  . 

nine  Inspectors'  Assistants,  and  hj 

usual  number  of  Inspectors  being 

titled  to  the  increment.    The  Inspeol, 

were  appointed  after  the  details  i^. 

Estimates  had  been  made  for  last 

and  they  come  into  the  present 

There  is  only  one  more  item  in  refc 

to   the    expenditure    that   I  oughii 

trouble  the  House  with,  and  that  ia 

building  grant  onthe  Act  of  1870 

£670,  and  it  is  the  last  year  of  ' 

grant.     I  now  invite  the  House  to 

sider  the  real  educational  ,     _ 

the  past  year.     I  may  say,  before 

into  that  part  of  the  question,  thi  ' 

is   no   new  or  striking   feature 

course  of  the  year.     There 

no  new  forces  brought   into 

durinc-  the  year ;  we  have  been 

steadily  and  quietly  under  the 

1670  and  1876,  and,  as  the  Aot 

as  to  general  compulsioii  did  n 

into  operation  until  the  1st  of 

this  year,  the  statement  of  pi 

I  have  to  make  is  the  more 

because  the   same   steady, 

and  unbroken  progress  of  edu( 

been  going  on  aince  the  ppMU. 

Act  of  1870.     The  prindpal 

which  I  have  to  mentioa  are  u  f~ 

Accommodation  is  now  afforded 

children,  showing  an  increase  of  98J1 

school   places   ouriug   the    year 

scholars     on    the     rnjister,    3^' 

showing  azemaikablemoteaM  on ' 
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■JntoiinaTwrngeattendMioe,  2,751,000, 
tnJK  ttiiiuBeaae  in  flittendaaoe  of  156,000 
^tmb  prerious  year;  the  scholars  indi- 
Tifail^  examined,  1^904,000,  being  an 
kHsaae  of  144,000  in  one  year.  The 
JBHsntage  of  passing  in  the  three  B.'s, 
lUkis  one  of  the  real  tests  of  the  work 
iOBS^  is  81 '2  as  against  80'4  last  year. 
Bisy  hare  now  touched  the  highest 
int  tihej  liave  ever  reached  in  the  his- 
iBijof  the  Department.  The  proportioa 
^  sdiolaxB  examined  in  Btandiud  lY. 
iid  upwardfl,  which  is  very  interesting 
fti  savaral  Members,  and  my  hon.  Friend 
ftslCember  for  Wolyerhampton  (Mr.  H. 
[E.  Fowler),  who,  I  am  glad  to  see  in  his 
~  place,  is  24*61  as  against  22*1  of 
Teiy  large  amount  iadeed. 
not  brinff  the  children  up  to  the 
standard;  we  are  doing  yeiy 
in  the  arrears  of  thorough  educa- 

I  am  as  dissatisfied  as  any  man 

,ftia  House  about  them ;  but  still  it  is 

to  find  this  year  that  the  pro- 

adiiolars  examined  is  increas- 

Well,  we  have  41,426  masters, 

nearly  -3,000  more  than  heretofore, 

D  have  33,733  pupil  teachers,  and 

givee  an  increase  of  538.    The  cost 

maintenance  for  scholars  in  Board 

is  £2  If.  llfi^.,  being  a  decrease 

per  head;  and  yoluntanr  schools, 

14s.  7^.,  or  an  increase  of  lid.  per 

The  rate  of  the  grant  earned  is, 

Board  schools,  15«.  7 id.  per  head, 

iaereaae  of  4^.  on  the  previous  year; 

for  Yolnntaxy  schools,  15«.  5d.,  or 

ineroano  of  lid.  per  head.      It  is 

first  time  since  the  passing  of  the 

of  1870  that  the  Board  schools  have 

m    any  substantial   increase    over 

Tolimtaxy  schools.     Now,  in  these 

there  are  two  or  three  points 

luiTO  of  interest,  and  the  first  is  the 

of  scholars  on  the  registers. 

1  these  have  gone  on  increasing 

_  year  from  1,693,000  in  1870  to 

iyddo  in  the  past  year,  it  shows  a 

liial  increase  of  185,000  during 

year.    Now,  the    normal  in- 

aooording  to  the  growth  of  the 

wiQl  be  about  70,000  in  the 

;  Imt  we   continue  to  receive  into 

entiff^^"   nearly   three  times    that 

every  year,  and,  at  this  mo- 

tfaat  I  am  addressing  the  House, 

>ba]»2lity  is  that  there  are  over 

1,000  of  children  on  the  registers  of 

adioolsy  and  we  have  every  reason  to 

t  that  within  the  next  10  years, 

the  Act  of  last  year  comes  into  full 


ll 


operation,  the  numbers  will  not  be  far 
short  of  5,000,000  children.     The  next 

auestion  to  which  I  must  call  attention  is 
lat  we  have  gone  from  1,793,000  to 
above  4,000,000  ;  and  we  are  calculating 
on  something  like,  after  this  year,  a  con- 
tinual increase  of  200, 000  children  a-y ear. 
The  average  attendance  has  now  reached 
70*6,  and  this  includes  infants — the  vast 
number  of  children  who  only  attend  half- 
time,  and  who  are  permitted  by  the 
School  Board  when  they  pass  the  Stand- 
ard to  be  employed  hcdf-time.  If  they 
were  full  time  they  would  not  detract 
very  much  from  the  average  of  the  whole, 
and  it  must  make  a  difference  in  the 
average  of  the  year.  Considering  that 
every  year  we  are  passing  in  more  of 
the  children  of  their  regular  class,  and 
that  the  compulsion  reaches  the  more 
neglected  of  the  lower  classes,  it  is  more 
satisfactory  to  find  that  the  average  at- 
tendance is  higher  to-day  than  it  has 
ever  reached  before.  That  is  an  indica- 
tion of  real  and  substantial  progress. 
We  have  not  reached,  by  any  means, 
what  we  hope  to,  and  may,  attain,  and 
the  best  proof  of  that  is  what  Scotland 
has  already  done.  Scotland  has  already 
reached  76  per  cent  average  attendance, 
including  half-time  ;  and  there  is  this  to 
be  said  about  Scotland,  that  the  Scotch 
children  go  to  school  later,  but  stay 
later  than  the  English  children.  That 
is  owing  to  climate,  and  that  infant 
schools  are  not  so  general  as  in  Eng- 
land ;  and  it  is  a  most  satisfactory  re- 
sult in  the  School  Board  in  Scotland 
that  they  have  already  brought  up  the 
average  attendance  to  76  per  cent.  Now, 
compulsion  has  done  this.  It  has  suc- 
ceeded in  bringing  a  larger  number  of 
children  to  attend  schools  for  at  least  a 
portion  of  their  time,  and  has  improved 
the  average  attendance  to  the  point  to 
which  I  have  stated.  I  have  a  table 
here  which  shows  that  it  has  had  the 
effect  of  causing  a  very  considerable 
increase  of  the  number  of  scholars  who 
attend  sufficiently  regular  to  bring  the 
grant  to  the  schools.  Out  of  every 
100  scholars  on  the  register  in  England 
and  Wales  there  were  62  per  cent,  and 
they  were  qualified  by  attendance  in  the 
X)roportion  of  40*2.  In  1880,  at  the 
same  stage,  68*3  on  the  register,  and 
they  were  qualified  by  attendance  to  the 
extent  of  52*2.  This  shows  a  number 
of  children  who  get  the  grant  in  Scot- 
land. I  am  bound  to  say  the  result  is 
much  better.    They  had  been  in  1874 
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64*9,  and,  at  the  present  moment,  they 
have  reached  73*6,  who  make  full  school 
attendance.  I  am  approaching  that 
which  I  regard  as  the  most  satisfactory 
feature  of  the  year,  and  that  is  the  re- 
sult of  last  year's  examinations,  and  it  is 
to  this  point  I  invite  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Wolverhampton.  The  chil- 
dren examined  did  hotter  in  the  three 
B's  than  in  the  previous  year,  the  per- 
centage of  passes  having  risen  from 
80*4  to  81-2;  whilst  the  proportion  of 
scholars  examined  in  Standards  lY.  to 
YI.,  compared  with  the  total  numher  of 
scholars  individually  examined,  rose 
from  22*1  per  cent  to  24*61  per  cent. 
Now,  in  order  to  show  the  change  which 
was  gradually  coming  over  our  educa- 
tional experience,  I  will  ask  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  this  fact — that  the  per- 
centage of  passes  to  the  number  of  chil- 
dren examined  fell  steadily  during  the 
first  six  years  after  the  passins^  of  the 
Act  of  1870.  The  number  of  ignorant 
and  neglected  children  brought  in,  and 
the  number  of  elder  children  who  were 
unable  to  pass  the  Standard,  was  so 
large  that  there  was  a  steady  fall  in  the 
percentage  of  passes  through  England 
and  Wales.  In  1872  the  following  were 
the  percentages  : — Passes  in  1872,  81*1; 
in  1873,  80-8;  in  1874,  80;  in  1876, 
79-7;  in  1876,  78-8;  and  here  in  1877 
we  ended  the  trouble.  There  had  been 
a  steady  fall ;  then  came  the  rise,  and 
the  recovery  was  due  to  this,  that  more 
attention  was  paid  to  the  teaching  of 
the  infant  children.  The  interest  taken 
in  the  schools  had  begun  to  effect  a  gpreat 
change  in  the  children's  passing  in  the 
upper  Standards,  and  the  number  of 
backward  children  g^ew  less  and  less. 
In  1878  the  number  rose  to  79*5  ;  in 
1879  to  80*4;  in  1880,  81*2.  This  is 
the  highest  point  at  which  the  number 
has  ever  stood  in  Standards  lY.  to  YI. 
Now,  the  test  is,  what  do  you  pass  in  the 
upper  schools  ?  There  are  bye-laws  and 
Factory  Acts  which  affect  these.  The 
bye-laws  and  the  Factory  Acts  take  half 
our  children  in  the  Fourth  Standard  out 
of  schools  every  year.  That  is  to  say, 
that  50  per  cent  of  the  children  who  pass 
the  Fourth  Standard  in  any  year  pass  at 
once  out  of  school.  That  is  one  reason 
why  we  cannot  pass  our  children  to  the 
higher  Standards,  because  the  Standard 
of  the  Factory  Act  is  the  Fourth  Stand- 
ard, and  the  Standards  throughout  the 
countzy,  eepeoially  the  rural  districts, 


are  from  11.  to  IV.,  or  m.  to  V.,  for 
half-time  and  full  time  respeotiYolT, 
The  progress  which  had  been  made  m 
the  higher  Standards  was  one  of  the  fea- 
tures in  the  year  the  most  gratifying.  I 
have  made  out  statements  whicli  &,oiw 
the  number  of  children  presented  in  the 
higher  Standards  since  the  passing  of 
the  Act  of  1870.  In  1870  the  number 
who  passed  under  the  Old  Code  was 
191,663  to  all  schools.  Practically,  ife 
was  102,630,  taking  it  as  compared  witilfc 
the  Oode,  as  we  have  since  that  time 
raised  the  Standards.  In  1871  we  hare 
no  record  because  the  Code  changed. 
Then  in  1872, 118,000;  in  1873,  131,000, 
being  an  increase  of  13,000;  in  1874^ 
155,000,  being  an  increase  of  24,000; 
in  1875,  194,000,  an  increase  of  39,000; 
in  1876,  234,000,  an  increase  of  40,000; 
in  1877,  270,000,  an  increase  of  36,000; 
in  1878,  324,000,  an  increase  of  54,000 ; 
in  1879,  388,000,  an  increase  of  64,000: 
and  last  year  468,000,  an  increase  oi 
80,000  children  in  the  upper  Standarcb» 
The  increased  number  passed  throii|^ 
the  upper  Standards  lY.  to  YI.  sines 
1870  was  more  than  400  per  oenl 
That  is  the  best  test  of  the  work  thai 
is  really  being  done.  However  wed 
we  may  be  doing  with  the  English  schools^ 
the  Scotch  are  doing  better ;  and  in  Sod* 
land  this  is  much  more  remarkable  thaa 
among  ourselves.  The  numbers  for 
Scotland — where  they  have  had  the  com- 
pulsory system  in  full  operation  sinoe 
1 872,  while  ours  has  just  come  into  full 
operation  —  shows  that  in  1 872  thej 
passed  35,502  children,  and  they  finiahel 
in  1880  by  passing  102,259  in  the  upper 
Standards — that^is  to  say,  out  of  304, 000. 
the  average  attendance  was  one-third  of 
the  whole,  or  33  per  cent  in  Scotland,  ss 
aeainst  24  per  cent  in  England.  I  should 
like  to  give  a  single  illustration  of  tbe 
way  the  Scotchmen  manage  their  schoolii 
showing  the  wonderful  results  that  are 
accomplished.  I  was  struck  with  the 
case  of  a  school  which  was  placed  in  mj 
hands  some  few  months  ago,  and  it  giTM 
an  illustration  of  what  could  be  done 
under  the  most  adverse  circumstanoes. 
It  was  a  school  in  the  viUage  of  EasdalSi 
in  the  Island  of  Seil,  in  the  conn^  of 
Argyll.  The  chief  industry  of  the  pleee 
is  slate  quarries.  Well,  in  1874  the 
Beport  was  exceedingly  unfavooraUe. 
In  1875  the  School  Board  began  a  neir 
school,  and  thev  appointed  a  nev 
teacher,  and  this  is  the  sort  of  progxsil 
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rUdi  ham  been  made  Binoe.     In  the 
year  only  six  oat  of  134  could  be 
in  the  hiKlier  Standards.    In 
1876  the  ochool  had  an  admirable  Ee- 

et;  in  1879y  when  the  Inspector  came, 
■aid— 

"This  Is  one  of  the  best  Khooli  I  know. 
Tkstt  is  no  £uliire  in  xeading  and  wTitin|gf,  and 
mHj  two  out  of  116  failfld  in  arithmetic,  and 
'-^'-  I  Tinted  the  plaoe  some  yean  ago  the 
of  the  dhitdxen  was  in  a  lamentable 
Thanks  to  the  wise  policy  of  the  Board 
the  abilitv  of  the  teacaer,  it  is  now  the 
school  in  ArgylL" 


Out  of  184,  only  seren  fJEuled,  and  the 
iMDeotor  said  it  was,  in  all  respects,  a 
Model  aehool.  I  think  that  a  school  and 
■liool  board  making  such  marvellous 
BHH^iuas  as  that  shows  ought  to  be 
Wonght  under  the  notice  of  the  House. 
Mow,  Bir,  I  have  given  the  statistics  for 
Sig^and  and  Walea  as  to  the  number 
who  have  passed  the  upper  Standards. 
Tbe  grants  earned  in  1879-80  had  risen 
fann  15«.  S^d.  to  15«.  7id.,  an  increase 
of  4}i?.,  and  the  voluntaiy  schools  to 
16f.  5tf.,  an  increase  of  lid,  I  said  that 
ftb  18  the  first  time  that  the  board 
■bImkU*  show  an  advantage  over  the 
vofaintaiy  schools ;  but  the  grant  is  not 
ahnm  the  measure  of  success,  and  I 
mj  una  irrespective  of  this  circumstance 
ia  reCarenoe  to  board  schools  and  volun- 
taiy aehools.  It  depends  upon  the  num- 
ber of  in&nts  in  the  respective  schools 
m  the  list,  for  the  infants  bring  down 
llia  average,  and  the  real  test  is  the 
riiildxen  in  the  upper  Standards  and  the 
nper  ages.  Now,  the  average  cost  in 
$e  Xiondon  School  Board  schools  was 
£S  17«.  7id.  per  head,  and  in  the  volun- 
faiy  schools  £2  0«.  lOji.  The  board 
sdftoola  in  the  Pft>vinces  are  only 
£1  17«.  Sid.  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
flie  heavy  cost  of  the  London  Board 
sbIiooIb  raises  the  average  of  the  board 
sbIiooIb  throughout  the  country.  The 
TrfiiH**"  Board  school  average  was 
£S  17«.  7}tf.,  and  the  London  voluntary 
askool  £2  Of.  lOid.,  against  £1  14«.  2d, 
ia  the  country.  I  am  not  going  to  be 
Aa  apologist  for  the  London  School 
Boaia;  there  is  no  need  for  me  to  take 
im  die  defence  of  the  London  School 
JSard,  as  it  possesses  able  Bepresonta- 
fires  in  ^fc^i*  House.  I  am  bound  to  say 
fiut  I  was  very  much  struck  with  that, 
nd  I  made  it  my  business  to  institute 
hfl^priflff  ae  to  the  cost  of  the  London 
Boaid  schoola  as  compared  with  other 

YOIi.    0GI2IY.      fTHIBD   SXBIES.] 


schools.  Now,  it  is  only  fair,  whatever 
may  be  said  in  favour  of  voluntary 
schools  or  Board  schools,  that  it  should 
be  fairly  and  honestly  stated.  I  find 
that  the  London  Board  schools  are  in- 
creasing at  the  rate  of  23,000  a-year  for 
the  last  10  years;  that  for  every  year 
they  have  to  furnish  schools  and  charge 
that  upon  the  current  year's  account. 
Then,  again,  unlike  any  other  board 
schools  in  the  country,  they  have  to  bear 
the  expense  without  the  grant  for  this 
23,000 ;  so  that  really,  to  take  the  proper 
average,  we  believe  that  it  would  oe  im- 
possible to  set  the  cost  of  the  London 
board  schools  until  the  London  Board 
schools  have  supplied  all  this  deficiency 
of  education  and  the  children  are  in 
average  attendance.  Then  the  grant  for 
salaries  is  very  considerable.  Then, 
taking  the  average  of  the  country 
schools,  no  allowance  is  made  in  the 
salaries,  but  a  residence  is  provided  for 
the  masters ;  whereas,  in  London,  the 
residence  of  the  masters  is  to  be  paid 
out  of  their  salaries.  That  is  only  fair 
to  be  borne  in  mind ;  but  to  show  the 
vast  work  which  the  London  School 
Board  has  yet  to  do — for  it  is  a  vast 
work,  for  the  deficiency  is  not  nearly 
supplied,  and  the  new  Census  has  shown 
us  that  Lambeth  alone  has  increased 
nearly  250,000  during  the  last  10 
years — there  is  the  population  of  one 
of  our  great  towns,  and  the  London 
School  Board  have  to  keep  up  with  the 
growth  of  the  population,  and  this 
growth  represents  something  like  1,100 
persons  a- week ;  and,  in  order  to  make 
provision  for  the  population,  they  must 
open  one  school  a  month.  That  is  the 
only  way  in  which  the  population  of 
London  can  be  provided  for.  The  only 
wonder  is  that,  looking  at  the  vast 
work  already  done,  and  yet  remains  to 
be  done,  how  we  cotild  have  remained 
content  with  such  a  state  of  things  as 
must  have  existed.  The  total  expendi- 
ture on  education  for  last  year  amounts  to 
£5,078,259 ;  to  this  sum  the  endowment 
has  contributed  £143,000,  the  voluntary 
contributions  about  £731,000;  the  rates 
£726,000.  Though  it  is  fair  to  notice 
that  the  contributions  are  still  in  excess 
of  the  rates,  it  is  a  most  creditable  fea- 
ture. The  children's  pence  contributed 
£1,431,000,  and  the  Government  grant 
£1,982,000,  and  the  receipts  from  other 
sources  were  £55,000.  I  am  bound  to 
quote    these  figures  to  consider  what 
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would  be  the  grant,  and  what  most  be 
the  rate  to  make  up  the  enormous  de- 
ficiencies which  would  result  from  these 
two  sources — the  Exchequer  and  the 
ratepayers.  I  have  now  stated  every- 
thing which  relates  to  the  educational 
work  of  the  past  year,  and  I  hope  that 
the  House  will  be  satisfied  that  we  are 
really  making  progress.  I  may  say  that 
the  highest  grant,  taking  the  schools  in 
their  denominations,  was  made  by  the 
Wesleyan  schools.  There  are  one  or 
two  points  with  respect  to  the  working 
of  the  Act  that  I  should  like  to  say  a 
few  words  upon.  I  believe  that  those 
great  results  which  I  have  been  able  to 
lay  before  the  House,  and  which  I  hope 
will  be  still  greater,  have  been  the  result 
of  compulsion ;  without  it  we  could 
never  have  achieved  such  results.  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  there  are  still  serious 
obstacles  to  the  future  working  of  that 
Act.  Only  this  day  I  had  a  letter  from 
a  School  Attendance  Committee  that 
less  than  half  the  children  in  the  dis- 
trict were  not  in  attendance,  and  the 
reason  of  only  half  the  children  being 
at  school  was  that  when  the  cases  were 
brought  before  the  magistrates  the 
magistrates  had  resolved  not  to  convict, 
and  these  people  set  the  law  at  defiance. 
In  many  instances — and  this  was  most 
surprising  in  London — the  magistrates 
seem  to  think  that  they  were  almost 
above  the  law,  aud  they  do  absolutely 
set  the  law  at  defiance  in  hundreds  of 
cases.  It  is  remarkable  when  we  con- 
sider with  what  general  assent  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  passed  the  Act 
last  year.  Both  Houses  of  the  Legis- 
lature had  allowed  the  Act  to  make 
compulsion  general  throughout  the  land 
to  pass  without  the  slightest  sign  of 
amendment  or  opposition,  and  I  think 
it  was  a  very  g^od  omen,  and  it  showed 
the  general  assent  of  the  Legislature  to 
the  compulsory  working  of  the  Educa- 
tion Acts.  At  the  time  of  passing  the  Act 
there  were  about  16,500,000  in  England 
and  Wales  under  the  bye-laws,  and  by  the 
1st  January  it  was  required  that  every 
Union  and  every  local  authority  should 
make  an  application  for  bye-laws.  I 
am  elad  to  report  that  on  the  3 1st  De- 
cember last  the  whole  of  tiie  Unions  and 
local  authorities  throughout  England 
and  Wales,  except  a  small  remnant 
numbering  only  about  260,000  inhabit- 
ants, had  applied  for  bye-laws,  and  now 
there  was  no  district  throughout  the 
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land  where  those  bye-laws  have  not 
come  fairly  into  operation.  But  still 
there  are  some  things  that  must  be 
amended  if  the  compulsory  system  is  to 
be  efficiently  worked.  One  is  the  cost 
and  difficulty  of  proceeding  under  the 
Summary  Jurisdiction  Act.  The  cost  to 
the  locality  of  taking  out  summonses, 
and  the  difficulties  which  have  been  un- 
expectedly imposed,  have  raised  very 
serious  obstacles  to  the  workins;  of  com- 
pulsory education.  I  do  think  that 
parents  who  are  so  neglectful  of  their 
duty  as  those  who  will  not  take  the 
trouble  to  send  their  children  to  school, 
and,  worse  still,  those  who  have  come 
under  the  operation  of  the  Industrial 
Schools  Act,  should  be  punished.  There 
were  cases  recently  where  the  man  has 
neglected  his  own  family  and  allowed 
them  to  run  in  the  streets  till  they  were 
sent  to  an  industrial  school,  and  was, 
at  the  same  time,  getting  good  wages 
and  keeping  another  family,  and  not 
contribunng  a  farthing.  They  set  the 
law  at  defiance,  because  they  had  no 
goods  to  distrain  upon.  I  do  trust  that 
something  will  be  done  in  order  to 
overcome  this  difficulty.  A  great  deal 
has  been  said  about  taking  out  sum- 
monses. I  am  bound  to  say,  from  the 
cases  which  have  come  under  my  no- 
tice in  the  Education  Department,  that 
the  school  boards  make  very  few  mis- 
takes. I  have  had  particulars  furnished 
me  of  the  amount  of  summonses  taken 
out  by  the  London  School  Board  with  a 
view  to  enforcing  compulsory  attend- 
ance. There  is  a  periodical  published 
which  makes  it  a  subject  of  censure, 
and  says  that  the  London  School  Board 
is  very  harsh  with  parents.  Under  the 
bye-laws,  the  well-known  **  B  "  notice, 
where  the  parents  are  admonished  for 
not  sending  their  children  to  school, 
there  were  79,715  notices  sent  outlast 
year,  and  out  of  that  number  only  7, 722 
were  summoned,  and  the  number  of 
cases  dismissed  was  only  four.  Under 
Section  11 — that  is,  to  meet  the  case  of 
habitual  neglect — there  were  3,871  sum- 
monses, and  the  cases  dismissed  were 
only  11.  The  employers  summoned 
were  22,  and  only  one  case  was  dis- 
missed. I  think  that  is  a  fair  illustra- 
tion of  the  working  of  compulsion,  and 
this  disproves  the  constant  allegations  of 
the  hardships  undergone  by  parents  at 
the  hands  of  the  school  boards.  We  arg 
asked  what  are  the  moral  results  of  th^ 
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•dnofttumon  whiohfhe  oountzy  is  spend- 
ing £5,000,000  a-year.    We  hear  a  good 
deal  of  dedamation  against  our  present 
syrtem  as  being  irreligious.    I  am  quite 
Hire  that  neither  the   noble  Lord  the 
ICember  for  Liverpool  (VisoountSandon) 
nor  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
ICiddleeex    (Lord    Gheorge    Hamilton), 
vho  haye  presided  in  the  Department, 
vill  say  tnat  they  are  irrehgious.    I 
know  in  the  town  of  laverpool,  which 
the  noble  Lord  (Viscount  Sandon)  re- 
presents,  that  both    the  school  board 
and  the  yoluntaxy  schools  work  heartily 
together,  and  prizes  are  given  in  re- 
li^oos  instruction  in  that  town,  and  the 
rHolts  have  astonished  some  of  the  op- 
ponenta  of  the  school  boards  when  they 
eome  to  see  the  answers  of  the  children. 
The  same  thing  was  told  me  in  Mau- 
Chester  of  the  papers  submitted  to  the 
aehool  board,  and  one  who  is  weU  known 
for  his  opposition  to  school  boards  admits 
he  was  taken  quite  aback  by  the  exa- 
mination papers,  and  had  no  conception 
of  the  amount  of  Biblical  knowledge 
whush  had  been  attained  by  the  children 
m  aohool  board  schools.    If  I  wanted 
to  disprove  the  statement  about  the  de- 
cline of  religious  teaching,  I  cotild  bring 
a  few  facts  to  the  notice  of  the  House. 
The  total  number  of  children  in  volun- 
tny  schools  in  1870  was  1,449,000,  the 
total  in  1880  was  2,759,000,  showing 
fluit  the  numbers  receiving  very  distinct 
laligioaa  instruction  in  voluntary  schools 
.had  increased  by  81 1,000  children.     Of 
thnao   there  was  an    increase    in   the 
Ghnrch  schools  of  627,000 ;  in  the  Homan 
Cbtholio  schools  of  79,000 ;  in  the  British 
and  Wesleyan  schools  of  127,000 ;  and 
in  the  Board  schools  of  1,085,000,  show- 
ing a  total  of  1,900,000,  or  a  total  in- 
flKwee  of  nearly  2,000,000.    This  total 
inaroaae  of  nearly  2,000,000  of  children 
in  the  schools  of  the  country,  and  a  very 
hige  proportion  in  voluntary  schools  of 
the  country,  are,  except  a  small  number, 
vsoemn^  religious  teaching.    Then  in 
Beotland  the  school   boards    adhere  to 
the  old  system.    After  that  statement, 
who  can  say  that  there  is  no  religious 
tsaohing  nven  to  the  children  ?   On  the 
sontrary,  X  think  that  there  never  was 
so  moon  religious  teaching  given  to  the 
diildran  of  the  country  as  at  this  mo- 
Hint^  and  that  it  was  never  so  well 
fuglit  and  so  well  understood  as  since 
tibe  Aet  of  1870  was  i>assed.    As  to  the 
.Hfl^  jamlti  of  the  Act,  we  have  abun- 
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dant  evidence  of  them.     I  have  heard 
from  the  Chief   Inspector  of   London 
Police  the  wonderful  change  that  he  be- 
lieves to  be  brought  about  by  the  vast 
number  of  wretched  children  taken  from 
the  streets.    In  the  town  of  Birmingham 
Major  Bond  says  that  the  effect  has  been 
to  get  rid  of  the  young  ruffians  who  used 
to  stand  at  the  street  comers,  and  whose 
coarse  language    and    coarse   manners 
caused  a  scandal  in  all  our  large  towns. 
There  was  a  great  diminution  in  that 
respect  and  in  juvenile  crime,  and  the 
same  thing  was  reported  from  all  parts 
of  the  country.     We  have  been  going 
on  during  the  last  1 0  years  making  pro- 
gress towards  civilizing  and  humanizing 
those  who  have  been  neglected  in  the 
past.     I  should  like  to  say  a  few  words 
as  to  the  devotion  of  hundreds  and  thou- 
sands of  noble  men   and   women  who 
have  taken  part  in  the  cause  of  educa- 
tion.   It  is  extraordinary,  and  the  noble 
Lord  opposite   (Viscount  Sandon)  will 
bear  me  out,  that  in  towns  like  Liver- 
pool, Manchester,  Birmingham,  and  else- 
where, when  they  take  up  this  work  they 
become  absorbed  in  it,  and  they  devote 
their  lives  and  their  energies  and  a  great 
deal  of  their  money  to  it.     The  volun- 
tary effort  brought  into  the  school  board 
system   has   astonished   me.     In  Man- 
chester,   Liverx)ool,    Birmingham,   and 
elsewhere,  we  find  men  and  women  who 
are   doing    honour  to  themselves    and 
sacrificing  their  time  and  means  to  the 
educational  interests  of  the  rising  gene- 
ration.    Having  concluded  what  I  have 
to  say  in  that  respect,  I  proceed  now  to 
that  part  of  the  Statement  which  refers 
more  immediately  to  the  Papers  which  I 
have  laid  on  the  Table.   The  House  will 
be  aware  that  a  year  ago,  when  I  made 
myAnnual  Statement,  we  were  somewhat 
under  the  censure  of  the  Upper  House. 
The  subject  had  scarcely  been  a  month 
before  the  country  before  Kesolutions 
were  made  in  the  other  branch  of  the 
Legislature  denouncing  the  Code  as  am- 
bitious and  entirely  uncalled  for.     My 
noble  Friend  the  Lord  IVesident  of  the 
Council   (Earl  Spencer)    promised    the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  and  I  pro- 
mised this  in  my  Statement,  that  during 
the  coming  year  we  would  make  full 
inquiry  into  the  operations  of  the  Code  ; 
and  if  we  found  that  it  was  not  for  the 
advantage  of  education,  and  not  calcu- 
lated to  bring  out  the  best  possible  results 
for  the   expenditure  and  the  devotion 
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given  to  it,  that  we  would  come  down  to 
the  House  and  frankly  state  what  was 
the  result  of  our  inquiry,  and  I  have 
now  here  fulfilled  that  pledge.  I  may 
say  that  we  have  had  complaints  as  to 
the  Code  from,  I  think,  everybody  who 
takes  an  interest  in  education.  The 
teachers  complain  that  it  gives  too  little 
freedom  to  teaching,  that  it  gives  unne- 
cessary clerical  labour,  and  that  it  does 
not  distinguish  between  good  and  bad 
teaching  and  good  and  bad  schools, 
that  schools  that  display  no  skill  get  as 
much  as  those  where  the  work  is  tho- 
roughly well  done.  From  that  time  to 
this  we  have  been  receiving  suggestions 
from  all  quarters,  and  obtaining  evi- 
dence to  enable  us  to  arrive  at  a  wise 
solution.  I  cannot  enter  upon  this  sub- 
ject without  speaking  of  the  great  assist- 
ance we  have  received,  and  the  ability 
and  zeal  shown  by  the  officials  in  the 
permanent  branch  of  my  Department. 
Personally,  I  cannot  but  express  my 
obligation  for  what  they  have  done  in 
this  matter,  and  the  way  in  which  they 
have  set  themselves  to  accomplish  this 
reform.  I  should  have  been  unable  to 
make  such  a  statement,  or  to  have  laid 
it  on  the  Table  in  the  shape  I  now  place 
it,  had  it  not  been  for  the  intelligence 
and  ability  of  the  permanent  staff  with 
which  I  have  been  associated.  It  is  due 
to  them  that  I  should  acknowledge  the 
assistance  they  have  rendered  in  getting 
out  the  scheme  which  I  have  laid  on  the 
Table.  In  the  first  place,  we  had  Memo- 
rials from  school  boards  and  from  per- 
sons connected  with  education  who  made 
suggestions  for  the  improvement  of  the 
Code.  We  found  ourselves  able  to  agree 
upon  certain  principles,  and  then  papers 
were  prepared  by  20  or  30  of  our  prin- 
cipal Inspectors,  and  we  elicited  from 
them  the  freest  possible  criticism,  and 
asked  them  to  give  suggestions  as  to  the 
best  system  which  their  long  experience 
enabled  them  to  give.  Having  received 
those  Reports,  we  were  enabled  to  make 
a  draft  Report,  and  we  agreed  further 
that  the  matter  should  be  thoroughly 
sifted  and  the  detail  worked  out  by  a 
Committee.  The  House  would  like  to 
know  the  process  by  which  we  arrived 
at  that.  Sir  Francis  Sandford,  Mr. 
Sykes,  and  Mr.  Cumin  represented  the 
three  chiefs  of  the  Education  Depart- 
ment ;  Mr.  Warburton,  Mr.  Sharpe,  and 
Mr.  Fitch,  the  three  Inspectors  repre- 
senting the  g^eat  Training  Colleges — 

i^.  Mundeih 


Mr.  Warburton  for  his  experience  in 
smaller  schools,  and  Mr.  Sharpe  for 
the  larger  schools.  I  presided  over  this 
Committee  myself,  and  Mr.  Hodgson 
acted  as  Secretary,  and  we  had  many  a 
long  and  laborious  day's  work  in  ar- 
riving at  the  scheme  which  we  have  now 
submitted  to  the  House.  When  we  had 
accomplished  that,  we  felt  that  we  must 
put  our  work  through  a  finer  sieve  and 
must  call  in  additional  critics,  and  we 
added  to  the  Committee  Mr.  Matthew 
Arnold,  Mr.  Moncrieff,  Mr.  Oakeley,  and 
Mr.  Blakiston,  and  Lord  Spencer  him* 
self  presided  over  that  Committee,  and 
the  result  is  that  which  I  have  laid  on 
the  Table.  I  must  say,  in  laying  it  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House,  that  I  do  so  with 
great  hope  and  great  confidence.  Bat 
we  do  not  ask,  and  we  shall  not  ask  the 
House  to  assent  to  it  as  it  stands.  We 
simply  submit  it  as  the  proposals  to  form 
the  basis  of  the  future  Education  Code  of 
the  country.  We  ask  that  it  shall  receiYe, 
not  only  the  fullest  criticism,  but  we  hope 
that  it  will  receive  fair  consideration.  It 
is  not  to  be  made  a  Party  question.  Bat 
we  must  all  assist  in  the  good  work.  It 
is  not  a  Party  question  with  us.  We 
will  take  good  care  that  we  deal  with  aU 
schools  on  an  equality,  treating  them  aU 
alike,  whether  voluntary  or  board  schools, 
and  they  will  come  under  the  same  r^^- 
lations  and  receive  the  same^ant  if  thej 
have  the  same  capacity.  What  we  wish 
to  arrive  at  is  sound  educational  prin- 
ciples, and  if  we  arrive  at  sound  edu- 
cational principles  we  can  deal  with  the 
money  payment  afterwards.  We  do  not 
want  to  go  into  the  question  of  whether 
we  pay  Sd.  too  much  for  this  or  6d.  too 
much  for  the  other ;  but  what  we  want 
to  know  is  what  will  present  the  best 
results  and  the  most  thoroughly  sound 
education.  I  can  only  say  that  I  trust 
that  during  the  Recess  I  shall  receive 
suggestions  from  all  parts  of  the  House, 
and  I  can  promise,  on  behalf  of  the  De- 
partment, that  they  shall  receive  our 
candid  and  careful  attention.  Now  I 
shall  submit  a  few  heads  of  the  scheme. 
Under  the  first  head  we  deal  with  the 
attendance.  It  is  proposed  to  adopt  Uie 
average  attendance  in  each  school  as  the 
basis  of  the  gprants  which  have  hitherto 
been  made  on  account  of  individual 
scholars,  whether  infants  under  seven 
years  of  age  presented  to  Her  Majesty's 
Inspectors  for  collective  examination,  or 
children  above  seven  presented  for  es^ 
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minalion  in  xeading,  writing,  and  arith- 
nistic.    The  next  is  that — 

"Two  hnndred  and  fifty  attendanoes  will  be 
10  knoer  veqidzed  as  a  oondition  of  ezamination; 
Wt  all  ■chofara  who  have  been  on  the  reg:ifltQr 
Jor  Bx  montha  win,  unless  there  is  a  reasonable 
amiae  lor  their  absence,  hare  to  be  presented  to 
the  Inspector." 

Now,  with  reference  to  that,  I  have  to 
mj  that  this  is  the  fairest  measure  of 
the  work  of  tiie  sdiool.  The  grant  now 
dapenda  too  much  upon  chance  circum- 
■tanmn  and  accident  over  which  teachers 
and  managers  have  no  control:  For 
mitanirfT,  a  wet  day  for  inspection,  or  a 
mowj  day,  or  the  absence  of  some  of 
ttapiinoipal  children,  immediately  af- 
isets  the  grant,  and  the  school  suffers 
ior  one  year  in  consequence  of  these  cir- 
eamstancea.  Another  reason  is  that  it 
will  keep  tibe  work  of  the  school  equal. 
Ihe  failuTe  in  any  part  will  affect  the 
whide  school ;  and  it  will  tend  to  make 
ike  teachers  take  an  interest  in  the  good 
and  bad  scholars  alike,  and  will  lead 
Aam  to  take  as  much  interest  in  the 
proficient  and  non-proficient,  and  in  the 
quick  and  the  dull  scholars.  The  change 
M  in  the  interest  of  the  children  gene- 
lally.  There  are  constantly  cases  coming 
before  me  of  loss  to  teachers  from  the 
canaoe  I  have  indicated.  There  was  an 
event  which  came  before  me  the  other 
ijkj  of  a  loss  arising  firom  the  removal  of 
a  battery  of  artillery.  These  are  hard- 
shipa  which  are  constantly  arising ;  but 
there  ia  something  more  serious.  We 
diall  remove  the  temptation  to  tremen- 
dooB  fraud.  It  was  the  most  painful 
part  of  my  duty  to  have  to  sit  in  judg- 
ment on  teachers  who  had  been  tempted 
to  make  one  or  two  strokes  of  the  pen 
which  had  brought  them  under  the 
charge  of  fraud,  and  the  inevitable  con- 
isqiiences  foUowiuKi  that  their  certifi- 
eatee  are  snspendea  and  their  characters 
Uastedy  and  their  careers  blighted  or 
.mined.  I  had  a  case  on  Saturday  last 
where  it  only  required  one  single  stroke 
it  the  pen  to  complete  the  number  of 
attandanoea  of  one  bov.  He  attended 
149  timeay  and  the  scnoolmaster  made 
that  one  atroke.  What  was  the  differ- 
enoe  in  that  school  P  That  single  stroke 
made  JB16  difference  to  that  school,  be- 
saaae  it  juat  brought  that  boy  into  the 
bt  of  hoys  to  be  presented.  It  brought 
thm  within  the  20  percent,  and  it  made 
jut  £  16  diffevence.  We  have  had  cases 
vh«e  two  atrokea  have  made  £10  and 


£20,  and  even  £30  and  £40  difference  to 
the  school ;  and  when  the  master  has 
done  all  he  can,  and  the  boys  fail  him  at 
the  last  moment,  I  must  say  that  the 
temptation  is  very  strong  to  bring  up  the 
attendance  of  the  school,  and  I  think  that 
that  temptation  ought  to  be  removed. 
Abolishing  those  250  attendances  will 
remove  the  strain  on  the  teacher's  mind  ; 
and  it  will  be  the  fairest  way  to  obtain 
payment  by  results,  and  I  am  quite  satis- 
fied that  it  will  give  great  elasticity  of 
teaching  and  improve  the  whole  system. 
Now  we  say,  under  the  3rd  clause,  that 
grants  will  be  so  assessed  that  the  pre- 
sent average  rate  of  aid  will,  as  far  as 
possible,  be  maintained.  The  fair  school 
will  receive  nearly  the  same  grant,  the 
bad  school  will  receive  a  little  less,  and 
the  good  school  a  little  more  ;  and  thus 
we  discriminate  between  the  various 
schools.  Then  there  will  be  grants  com- 
mon to  all  schools.  As  to  music,  we 
propose  that  the  full  grant  will  be  paid 
if  the  singing  is  satisfactorily  taught 
from  notes,  or  according  to  the  Tonic 
Sol-fa  system.  Only  one-half  will  be 
paid  if  the  singing  is  taught  by  ear. 
Then  there  is  a  sewing  schedule,  which 
we  felt  we  might  make  a  little  lighter  for 
the  younger  scholars.  We  felt  that  it 
was  too  much  for  the  younger  scholars, 
and  the  fancy  sewing  was  not  exactly 
what  we  wanted.  Clause  6  is  also  com- 
mon to  all  schools ;  and  this  is  called  the 
Special  Merit  Clause.  This  is  a  clause 
which  will  do  more,  perhaps,  to  lift  the 
tide  of  education  than  any  other  in  the 
schemo. 

**  Tliu  Inspector  shall  have  regard  to  (a)  tho 
organizutiun  and  discipline ;  {b)  the  employment 
of  intelligcui  inuihods  of  iublruction ;  and  (c) 
tho  general  quality  of  the  work  in  each  school, 
especially  in  the  standard  examination ;  and 
shall  have  power  to  recommend  an  additional 
g^nt  on  the  average  attendance,  var}-ing  in 
amount  according  as  tho  school  is,  in  these  re- 
spects, fair,  good,  or  excellent." 

There  will  be  a  special  merit  ^ant  on 
these  three  heads.  Now,  I  think  the 
House  will  say — **  You  are  placing  great 
powers  in  the  hands  of  the  Inspectors." 
Well,  I  will  show  how  that  is  proposed 
to  be  done  when  we  complete  the  organi- 
zation for  inspection ;  and  by  it  we  hope 
to  insure  gpreater  economy,  and  greater 
efficiency,  and  much  greater  uniformity 
than  hitherto.  I  now  come  to  infant 
schools;  these  also  have  an  average  at- 
tendance, and  whore  the  infants  in  a 
school  amount  to  40  a  separate  adult 
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teacher  will  be  required  for  their  in- 
struction. For  more  than  60  infants  a 
certificated  teacher  will  be  required. 
We  cannot  have  infants  committed  to 
the  charge  of  monitors  or  young  pupil 
teachers.  We  must  insist  upon  better 
infant  school  teaching — the  foundation 
of  all  teaching — and  we  propose  also 
that  part  of  the  grants  will  be  made  to 
depend  upon  the  infants  being  taught 
by  special  methods,  something  akin  to 
the  Kindergarten,  giving  appropriate 
and  varied  occupations ;  suitable  instruc- 
tion in  the  rudiments  of  reading,  writing, 
and  arithmetic ;  and  a  systematic  course 
of  simple  lessons  on  objects — and  we 
want  that  carried  right  through  the 
school — and  on  the  phenomena  of  nature 
and  of  common  life.  Then  infants  be- 
tween six  and  seven  may,  at  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Inspector,  be  examined  indi- 
vidually according  to  Standard  I.  of  the 
Code  of  1 870 ;  and  if  any  scholars  in  an 
infant  school  are  taught  in  Standard  I., 
they  will  be  examined  and  paid  for  as 
in  schools  for  older  children.  Then  we 
come  to  boys'  and  girls'  schools.  Pay- 
ments on  the  passes  of  individual  scho- 
lars will  be  abolished,  and  250  attend- 
ances will  b6  no  longer  required  as  a 
condition  of  examination.  Then  we 
stipulate  that — 

"  All  scholars  on  tho  registor  shall  be  present 
at  the  inspection,  unless  there  is  a  reasonable 
excuse  for  absence  ;  and  all  such  children  who 
have  been  six  months  and  upwards  on  the  regis- 
ters are  to  bo  presented  for  examination." 

Then,  as  to  the  mode  of  assessing  the 
grant — 

"  The  grant  will  be  calculated  on  the  results 
of  the  examination  of  these  scholars.  It  will  bo 
baiK'd  upon  the  proportion  of  passes  actually 
made  to  those  that  might  have  been  made  by 
the  scholars  examined." 

I  cannot  claim  credit  for  this  invention  ; 
it  is  one  of  the  simplest,  and  it  saves  an 
immense  amount  of  labour.  Let  me  ex- 
plain it.  It  states  the  proportion  of 
E asses  actually  made  to  those  that  might 
ave  been  made.  Now,  supposing  you 
had  100  children ;  the  maximum  they 
might  make  would  be  300  passes.  Sup- 
posing they  make  270  passes,  that  is  90 
per  cent ;  and  supposing  they  make  240 
passes,  that  is  80  per  cent,  they  will  be 
paid  for  thus— 10«.  when  they  make  100 
passes  per  cent ;  then  9«.  and  8«.  when 
they  made  90  and  80  passes  per  cent. 
But  the  House  will  see  that  tnere  will 
be  BO  longer  ihat  temptation  to  poah 

Mr.MmiMa 


forward  children  who  can  make  a  certain 
percentage;  it  will  be  based  upon  the 
work  of  the  school,  and  upon  the  special 
merits  of  the  school;  and  I  believe  in 
that  respect  we  may  expect  a  vast  im- 
provement, and  get  better  results  out  of 
the  teaching.  In  Standards  I.  and  IL 
we  propose,  unless  either  of  them  is  a 
Standard  for  half-time  labour,  that  in- 
stead of  examining  every  child — and 
there  are  3,000,000  or  4,000,000  children 
scheduled  in  the  Education  Department 
— instead  of  examining  them  individu- 
ally, the  Inspectors  will  examine  such  a 
number  of  scholars  as  will  enable  them 
to  estimate  the  qualitr  of  the  instruction 
in  each  of  the  three  elementary  subjects. 
The  Inspector  may  take  10,  20,  or  80 
children,  just  as  hepleases.  When  yon 
get  to  Standard  III.,  where  the  pasaes 
are  important,  and  where  the  parents 
like  to  know  how  their  children  are 
getting  on,  then,  for  the  present  at  least, 
all  scholars  presented  in  Standard  III. 
and  upwards  will  be  examined.  Moie 
than  1,250,000  of  the  children  are  ez». 
mined  in  Standards  I.  and  II.,  and  the 
examination  of  those  little  children  under 
seven  years  of  age  in  the  very  simplest 
elements  imposes  upon  the  Inspectors  an 
amount  of  labour  perfectly  unnecessary, 
and  this  amount  of  drudgery  we  propose 
to  relieve  the  Inspectors  of.  WeU,  then, 
we  propose  to  add  a  Seventh  Standard. 
We  had  six  Standards;  but  what  was 
the  result?  In  many  a  rural  school, 
when  a  boy  has  passea  tiie  Sixth  Stan- 
dard and  wants  to  stay  a  little  lonfferi 
the  teachers  are  anxious  to  get  rid  of 
him.  I  have  complaints  saying — <'  Mr 
boy  has  passed  the  Sixth  Standard,  and 
I  want  to  keep  him  at  school,  and  they 
say  that  they  cannot  keep  him  unless 
they  double  his  fee,  because  he  does  not 
earn  a  grant."  We  believe  now  that 
we  must  have  seven  Standards.  We 
say  that  if  any  scholar,  over  10  years  of 
age,  is,  after  the  1st  April,  1883,  pre- 
sented in  the  First  or  Second  Standard, 
the  passes  made  by  such  scholar  will  not 
be  reckoned  in  calculating  the  percentage 
of  passes  for  the  purpose  of  a  grant. 
Then  I  come  to  a  very  difficult  question 
— the  question  of  class  subjects.  I  have 
satisfied  myself  that  specific  subjects  in 
the  Fourth  Standard  lead  almost  entirely 
to  cram.  They  are  simply  used  for  tiie 
purpose  of  getting  a  grant,  and  we  have 
uttie  physiologists  and  little  geologists 
of  nine  or  ten  years  of  age  who  gefe  np 
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some  teflihnicftl  words  wliich  they  do  not 
mdentandy  and  that  has  done  very  much 
to  the  neglect  of  thoroughnesB  in  other 
■objects.  Now,  there  are  some  things 
fliat  children  should  know,  some  common 
flMta  that  children  ought  to  he  made 
acquainted  with.  I  want  the  House  to 
bear  in  mind  we  have  to  work  and  take 
die  condition  of  the  labour  market  into 
eoDflideration,  and  the  state  of  the  Acts, 
and  the  fEict  that  the  majority  of  our 
passes  are  in  the  Fourth  Standard,  and 
tte  dhil(ken  who  pass  the  Fourth  Stan- 
dsrd  we  want  to  learn  something  more. 
There  are  some  things  that  they  ought 
to  leatn,  and  they  ought  to  have  some 
standard  work,  and  acquire  a  knowledge 
ef  certain  specific  subjects  in  addition.  I 
ttu£k  it  is  better  to  remove  the  specific 
sabjectB  to  the  Fifth  Standard.  The 
■Bbool  will  be  regarded  as  made  up  of 
two  divisions  —  m  the  lower  division, 
ftandarda  I.  to  lY. ;  and  in  the  upper, 
Standard  Y.  and  upwards.  Two  class 
sabjects  may  be  taken  in  each  division. 
Ungliali  will  be  taken  as  a  class 
salnect — ^that  is  to  say,  grammar  and 
lecitation.  A  boy  ought  to  know  some- 
fldng  of  his  own  language,  and  some- 
flung  of  the  poetry  and  literature  of  his 
own  language,  and  we  insist  that  it 
diall  not  be  the  commonplace  stuff  that 
is  to  be  found  in  the  school  books ;  but 
we  propose  that  they  shall  learn  good 
Boffush,  and  get  them  to  learn  100  lines 
of  Ifflton  or  100  lines  of  Shakespeare; 
and  instead  of  taking  a  fourth  or  fifth- 
rate  obscure  poet,  we  intend  them  to 
lead  Milton  and  Shakespeare  in  the 
Fifth,  Sixth,  and  Seventh  Standards. 
We  eaj  that  geography,  including  phy- 
sical geography — in  fact,  the  two  sub- 
jects must  be  taught  together.  Mr. 
Feazon,  who  represents  the  physical 
gsognphy,  has  a  proposition.  He  pro- 
poaoe  that  in  the  First  Standard  they 
shall  know  the  meaning  and  use  of  the 
map.  A  plan  of  the  school  and  the 
plnjground  will  be  ffiven,  and  he  de- 
sires ^mt  they  shall  know  the  four 
SHdinal  points.  Then  thev  shall  go  on 
to  the  sue  and  shape  of  the  world ; 
geographical  terms  will  be  explained 
snd  illustrated  bv  reference  to  the  map 
of  England;  and  phvsical  geography, 
with  reference  to  nvers,  and  so  on. 
What  they  do  leazn  they  shall  learn 
act  mererr  fiom  books.  My  right 
hoo.  and  bazned  Friend  the  Member 
te  the  UniTezeity  of  Dublin  said  that 
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he  never  meant  that  they  should  be 
taught  merely  from  reading  books,  but 
that  they  should  have  illustrations.  We 
propose  that  they  shall  have  illus- 
trations. Then  we  pass  on  to  what 
we  call  elementary  science.  English — 
g^mmar  and  recitation;  ^eogpraphy — 
including  physical  geography — and  ele- 
mentary science  will  alone  be  recognized 
as  class  subjects  in  the  lower  division, 
and  if  only  one  class  subject  is  taken  in 
the  lower  division,  it  shall  be  English ; 
if  two  are  taken,  the  second  shall  be 
geography  or  elementary  science.  The 
upper  division  may  take  as  class  sub- 
jects any  of  the  three  subjects  to  which 
the  lower  division  is  restricted,  or  his- 
tory, or  a  specific  subject,  treated  and 
examined  in  as  a  class  subject.  The 
grant  for  class  subjects  will  be  made,  as 
now,  on  the  average  attendance,  and  an 
increased  grant  will  be  paid  if  20  per 
cent  of  the  scholars  examined  are  pre- 
sented in  Standard  lY.  and  upwards. 
We  propose  that  one  of  the  reading 
books  in  each  Standard  must  be  an  his- 
torical reading  book,  adapted  to  the 
ages  of  the  scholars  in  the  Standard. 
Now,  I  do  not  know  why  children  who 
read  something  should  not  have  histori- 
cal reading  books,  so  that  a  child  may 
know  something  of  the  history  of  his 
own  country.  Then  there  are  specific 
subjects.  We  say  that  no  scholars  shall 
be  examined  in  specific  subjects  if  the 
percentage  of  actual  to  possible  passes 
m  the  elementary  subjects  of  the  pre- 
vious inspection  was  less  than  75 — that 
is,  unless  75  per  cent  of  them  pass  in 
Standards ;  we  say  that  they  shall  not 
take  up  specific  subjects  until  they  have 
done  this.  I  now  pass  on  to  the  night 
schools.  They  are  thoroughly  on  the 
decrease.  Their  decline  is  something 
like  from  70,000  or  80,000  to  40,000  in 
this  year.  The  teaching  of  merely  the 
three  B's  in  the  night  school  has  ceased 
to  be  attractive.  Children  are  taught 
them  in  the  day  school,  and  then  the 
condition  of  boys  who  have  been  pre- 
sented in  a  higher  Standard  in  the  day 
school  has  gone  a  long  way  to  ruin  the 
night  schools,  and  I  think  our  night 
schools  may  be  said  to  be  in  a  most 
miserably  declining  condition.  Now,  we 
propose  to  do  this.  We  are  anxious 
that  a  boy  whose  short  school  life  in  the 
Fourth  Standard  ended  at  10  or  11  years 
of  age  may  have  some  chance  of  carry- 
ing on  his  education  during  the  evening. 
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We  do  not  propose  to  make  his  attend- 
ance compulsory  ;  a  boy  who  has  worked 
eight  or  ten  hours  cannot  be  compelled, 
he  must  be  attracted.  We  have  laid 
down  three  simple  clauses  for  the  night 
schools. 

"  Grants  will  bo  no  longer  confined  to  read- 
ing, writing,  and  arithmetic,  but  will  be  made 
also  for  proticiency  in  class  subjects." 

As  something  more  than  reading  and 
writing  will  be  taught  hereafter  in 
the  night  schools,  grants  will  be  paid 
in  respect  of  those  children  only  who, 
having  passed  the  Standard  fixed  by 
the  bye-laws  of  their  district  for  total 
exemption,  are  under  no  obligation  to 
attend  school,  and  are  not  day  scholars. 
That  is  to  say,  a  boy  who  has  passed  his 
full  time  Standard,  and  leaves  the  day 
school  before  he  can  receive  the  gprant, 
may  attend  a  night  school.  There  is 
another  clause  which  I  hope  the  House 
will  agree  to— it  is  that  a  teacher  in  a 
night  school  need  not  be  a  layman.  I 
know  that  the  Nonconformist  ministers 
may  help  the  teachers  of  the  night 
schools,  whose  burden  is  heavy  enough. 
Often  in  the  rural  districts  the  only  in- 
telligent person  who  can  assist  the  school- 
master might  be  the  Nonconformist 
minister,  and  I  ask  that  he  shall  be 
allowed  to  assist  the  schoolmaster.  At 
present  we  allow  none  but  laymen  to 
teach  in  the  day  schools ;  and  I  see  no 
reason  why  a  Christian  brother,  or  a 
local  preacher,  should  not  assist  at  a 
night  school.  I  see  no  reason  why  a 
clergyman  who  wishes  to  be  useful  can- 
not be  allowed  to  assist  in  a  night  school. 
But  if  there  is  any  blame  or  any  merit 
duo  to  that  suggestion  it  is  due  to  me. 
I  am  x)roparod  to  take  the  full  share  of 
discredit,  if  any,  for  that  suggestion. 
I  know  from  my  experience  in  my  earlier 
youth  that  all  the  knowledge  of  natural 
history  I  obtained  was  at  a  night  school 
taught  by  a  clergyman,  who,  at  the 
same  time,  taught  a  friend  of  mine,  now 
one  of  the  greatest  naturalists  living, 
and  the  Secretary  of  the  Royal  Geographi- 
cal Society,  Dr.  Bates.  At  the  last  meet- 
ing of  the  British  Association  at  Sheffield 
there  were  several  clergymen  who  desired 
to  teach  botany  to  children ;  and  those  men 
found  that  they  were  excluded  from  the 
schools,  and  they  had  to  take  the  children 
to  their  own  houses  to  give  them  lessons. 
I  think  that  the  House  will  not  misin- 
terpret my  desire  to  utilise  all  those 
forces.    Special  grants  to  pupil  teachers 
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will  be  continued.  Not  more  than  three 
pupil  teachers  will  be  allowed  in  any 
school  or  department,  whatever  number 
of  certificated  teachers  may  be  employed. 
The  number  of  pupil  teachers  to  oe  em- 
ployed as  teachers  are  now  in  excess 
considerably,  and  there  will  be  some 
76,000  school  teachers  without  hope  of 
employment  when  they  have  fimshed 
their  apprenticeship.  We  also  abolish 
the  stipendiary  monitors.  They  have 
not  been  a  success.  Candidates  for  ap- 
prenticeship as  pupil  teachers  will  be 
required  to  pass  Standards  Y.  and  YI. 
Then,  as  to  the  staff  in  the  school,  an 
assistant  teacher  will  count  as  sufficient 
for  60  scholars  instead  of  80,  as  hereto- 
fore ;  and  no  teacher  examined  at  or 
after  Christmas,  1882,  will  be  allowed 
to  have  pupil  teachers  who  has  not 
passed  in  papers  of  the  second  year. 
We  wish  to  raise  the  status  and  qualifi- 
cation of  the  teacher.  We  are  closing  a 
side-door  by  which  incompetent  persona 
enter  the  profession,  and  I  shall  tell  you 
how  we  intend  to  open  another  door. 
By  Clause  38  we  make  a  fair  and  right 
concession  to  the  schoolmaster,  ^jm 
annual  entries  made  by  Inspectors  on 
teachers'  certificates  will  be  disoon- 
tinued  after  they  have  been  raised  to 
the  first  class.     We  often  have  com- 

Slaints  that  a  young  Inspector  will  en- 
orse  the  certificate  of  an  old  teacher  in 
a  way  very  disheartening  to  the  teacher 
in  his  work.  If  a  man  has  once  attained 
his  first  class,  he  can  always  get  from 
the  Department  a  record  of  his  seryicee, 
and  he  will  be  entitled  to  claim  from  the 
managers  of  his  school  a  certified  oopT 
of  the  Inspector's  yearly  Report  when  it 
is  entered  in  the  log  book.  We  propose 
to  open  another  avenue  to  the  teaching 
profession.  In  my  experience  in  the 
Education  Department  I  have  applica- 
tions by  the  dozen — almost  by  the  hun- 
dred— from  University  men  who  want 
some  occupation.  We  are  multiplying 
very  largely  the  number  of  men  who 
attend  the  University.  All  our  grammar 
schools  have  scholarships.  That  bridges 
the  gulf  between  elementary  schools  and 
the  Universities.  In  the  town  of  Bir- 
mingham the  system  is  so  complete  that 
you  have  a  perfect  network  of  efementaiy 
schools.  Then  you  have  the  higher 
schools  for  those  who  have  to  pass  out 
in  the  14th  or  15th  year ;  and,  fdrtheri 
you  have  your  middle-class  soholmrships 
founded  by  King  Edward's  foundation. 
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Ibe  mne  tiling^  takes  jdaoe  in  Man- 
chflBter,  Liverpool,  and  Nottingham,  and 
if  we  can  only  set  the  endowments  of 
the  country  appUcable  to  their  proper 
•bjeetoy  if  "we  can  only  get  the  endow- 
■nfts  dealt  ^rith  with  any  degree  of 
i^idi^.  we  ahall  have  a  complete  system 
of  nddole-olaaa  education  which  will  meet 
tta  wants  of  ,  and  gives  a  stimtilus  to, 
di0  elementaiy  schools.  This  brings, 
■wroover,  more  men  to  the  Universities. 
A  man  goin^  to  the  University  in  Scot- 
kad  carried  nis  TTniversity  teaching  into 
humeaa;  but  in  England  a  man  who 
tad  been  at  the  University  thought  he 
mist  be  a  professional  man,  or  a  servant 
sC  the  Oovemment,  or  have  some  em- 
iloyment  that  is  not  in  the  ordinary 
iaeaf  oonunon  employment.  We  pro- 
fow  to  open  the  doors  to  those  who 
ane  from  the  University,  and  to  make 
ftm  teachers.  We  say  that  graduates 
rf  ai^  TTniversity  in  the  United  King- 
ioBiy  and  women  who  have  passed  oer- 
tna  cf  the  hiRher  examinations  held  by 
Ae  UniveroitieSy  may  be  reooniized  as 
— Htir*  teachers,  and  wUl  be  admissible 
ts  examination  for  certificates  after  serv- 
mg  as  assistants  for  one  year  in  a  school 
xaiar  inspection  if  the  Inspector  reports 
farourabiy  of  their  skill  in  teaching  and 
nsdingy  and,  in  the  case  of  women,  of 
mdlowork.  We  require  them  to  come 
Id  work  for  a  ^ear,  and  offer  them  a  fair 
iild,  and  it  will  be  a  field  through  which 
A^  will  pass  to  the  schools.  It  will 
Ung  1^  tne  whole  profession,  and  raise 
As  tone  of  the  teacners  of  the  elemen- 
tsij  schools  by  the  qualifications  which 
ftsBS  teachers  will  possess.  I  am  now 
dmitto  conclude.  Certificates  will  be 
ao  kmger  granted  without  examination  ; 
aid  no  certificate  will  be  cancelled,  sus- 
aeadod,  or  reduced  until  the  Department 
am  informed  the  teacher  of  the  charges 
igainat  him,  and  has  given  him  an  oppor- 
laailj  of  explanation.  Now,  I  have  two 
•MB&ons  about  which  my  noble  Friend 
&B  Member  for  Liverpool  (Viscount 
ArndttoQ  has  some  difficulty,  and  as  to 
wUeh  I  know  that  whatever  merit  there 
isiaiham  is  due  to  my  noble  Friend; 
feat  I  believe  they  were  made  to  meet  a 
aCate  of  things  tlmt  is  now  passing  away. 
Iha  Mjinent  of  honour  certificates  will 
feadiBDontinaed.  The  noble  Lord  thought 
tta  hooour  system  stimulated  the  attend- 
iSMS  of  ehilarsn,  and  that  it  was  one  of 
flie  maaas  of  indirect  compulsion.  He 
that  it  would  be  largely  availed 


of,  and  it  was  thought  there  would  be  a 
payment  of  £50,000  a-year;  instead  of 
which,  owing  to  the  objection  that  it 
was  always  to  be  a  reward  in  the  future, 
and  that  it  was  prospective  and  not  re- 
trospective, the  honour  certificate  has 
caused  a  great  deal  of  heartburning  and 
a  g^eat  deal  of  difficulty,  and  I  know  of 
nothing  that  has  caused  so  much  trouble 
to  the  Department.  A  person  feels  that 
the  child  at  the  end  of  the  year,  if  he 
does  not  receive  his  payment  back,  is  in 
some  little  difficultv,  and  that  it  is  a 
wrong  done  to  the  children.  Now,  there 
is  no  need  of  this  stimulus  any  longer, 
and  I  think  it  can  be  better  employed 
in  bringing  them  into  the  night  school 
than  in  spending  £50,000  a-year,  which 
goes  mainly  to  the  children  of  the  lower 
middle-class.  Then  there  is  another 
question.  The  production  of  a  Child's 
School  Book  will  no  longer  be  required 
as  a  condition  of  the  payment  of  annual 
grants.  Now,  the  school  book  was  meant 
to  keep  a  record  of  the  a^e  and  attain- 
ments of  [the  child,  so  tnat  it  might 
be  a  record  for  all  purposes,  whether  as 
a  record  for  labour,  or  on  passing  from 
school  to  school.  I  was  very  sanguine 
myself,  and  I  know  I  spoke  very  strongly 
on  this,  and  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
nearly  all  over  the  country  it  is  a  com- 
plete failure.  In  a  town  like  Birming- 
ham not  2  per  cent  of  the  school  books 
have  been  used.  Some  of  the  children 
have  three  and  four,  and  as  many  as  1 1 
school  books,  and  I  find  a  statement 
here  where  a  child  has  been  found  with 
three  school  books  with  a  different  a^e 
in  each  school  book,  that  each  of  tne 
ages  was  a  wrong  one,  and  the  Factory 
Inspectors  refused  to  accept  the  school 
book  as  the  real  proof  of  the  child's 
age.  Therefore  The  Child's  School  Book 
must  go,  and  we  no  longer  make  the 

f  reduction  of  the  school  book  necessary, 
am  almost  ashamed  to  look  at  the 
clock.  I  have  only  one  more  topic  to 
speak  upon,  and  I  have  no  doubt  I  will 
be  asked  what  are  we  going  to  do  with 
the  system  of  inspection,  for  if  we  are 
going  to  give  special  money  grants  to 
schools,  how  are  you  going  to  deal  with 
individual  Inspectors  who  make  grants 
on  mere  caprice  ?  Well,  now,  our  sys- 
tem of  inspection  is  somewhat  over- 
grown. The  whole  Department  has 
grown  up  so  rapidly,  and  inspection  of 
every  individual  student  has  been  con- 
sidered so  important,  that  we  have  a 
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large  number  of  Inspectors — 120  or  130 
— and  an  equal  number  of  Inspectors' 
assistants,  and  if  we  continue  to  examine 
them  we  'must  increase  this  staff  every 
year.  We  have  complaints  from  various 
parts  of  the  country  as  to  the  laxity  in 
some  cases  and  the  want  of  indulgence 
in  others,  and  these  complaints  cause  a 
great  deal  of  trouble  and  anxiety.  What 
we  propose  to  do  is  to  divide  England 
and  Wales  into  districts.  We  shall  take 
from  amongst  our  very  best  and  most 
trusted  Inspectors  a  certain  number  of 
men  to  belnspectorsof  those  districts,  and 
we  shall  place  them  at  the  head  of  those 
districts.  Under  those  Inspectors  there 
will  be  otherlnspectors  who  will  be  subor- 
dinate in  the  district,  and  with  that  In- 
spector they  will  have  to  communicate, 
and  he  will  be  held  responsible  for  their 
work.  We  propose  by  that  to  diminish  the 
higher  grade  of  Inspectors,  and  to  call 
into  existence  another  class  of  Inspec- 
tors. We  have  no  freedom.  Some  of  our 
ablest  and  best  Inspectors'  assistants, 
who  have  taken  University  degrees, 
men  of  high  character  and  ability,  who 
have  spent  a  dozen  years  in  the  service 
of  the  Department,  cannot  earn  any 
considerable  addition  to  their  salary, 
and,  after  doing  good  service,  perhaps 
only  receive  £175  per  annum.  We  pro- 
pose to  get  an  Inspector  between  the 
Inspector  and  the  Inspector's  'assistant, 
and  we  propose  to  have  sub-Inspectors 
recruited  from  the  ranks  of  the  Inspec- 
tors' assistants  and  from  the  ranks  of 
the  schoolmasters.  The  salaries  of  those 
sub-Inspectors  would  have  to  be  fixed 
by  the  Treasury ;  but  they  would  only 
be  called  into  existence  as  sort  of  super- 
numeraries, when  others  retire  or  drop 
off;  but  we  propose  that  the  Chief  Inspec- 
tors of  the  Department — and  there  are  1 2 
or  1 5  of  them — shall  once  a  year  meet  at 
Whitehall,  and  lay  down  a  regular  sys- 
tem of  examination  for  their  respective 
districts.  They  shall  agree  upon  a  plan 
and  upon  their  tests  as  to  good,  fair, 
and  excellent,  and  shall  then  enforce 
that  uniformity  upon  the  Inspectors 
below  them.  We  nope  by  this  means 
to  achieve  much  more  uniformity 
throughout  the  country.  I  do  not  in- 
tend that  any  Inspector  shall  be  em- 
j>loyed  who  has  not  had  ample  prepara- 
tion and  experience  in  the  schools;  but 
we  do  intend  that  there  shall  be  some 
test  exacted  firom  Inspectors  as  to  their 
capacity  to  inspect,  and  as  to  their  ability 

Mr.  MundiliM 


to  descend  to  chQd-life.  I  must  apolo- 
gize to  the  House ;  and  although  my 
Statement  must  be  rather  dry,  and  have 
no  charm  about  it,  yet  I  do  feel  that  the 
Department  with  which  I  am  connected 
is  as  much  associated  with  the  honour 
and  the  greatness  of  England  as  our 
Army  and  Navy. 

ART  AND  INDUSTRIAL  MUSEUMS. 
RESOLUTION. 

Ma.  JESSE  OOLLINGS,  in  moving 
the  following  Hesolution : — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  grants 
in  aid  ^of  Art  and  Industrial  Museums  dionld 
not  he  confined  to  London,  Edinhurgh,  and' 
Dublin," 

said,  he  congratulated  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Vice  President  of  the  Counoil 
on  the  real  and  substantial  progress  in 
education  he  had  shown  in  the  abb 
Statement  which  he  had  just  made. 
They  must,  however,  moderate  their' 
satisfaction  by  the  fact  that,  after  aU, 
with  all  their  machinery,  only  24  per 
cent  of  the  children  examined  had  pamed 
in  the  Fourth  Standard  and  upwards. 
He  wished  to  urge  on  the  House  the' 
necessity  of  declaring  that  grants  in  aid 
of  Art  and  Industrial  Museums  should 
not  be  confined  to  London,  Edinburgh, 
and  Dublin.  The  subject  involved  in 
this  Eesolution  was  one  of  great  and 
increasing  importance.  It  was  one  which 
concerned  every  constituency  in  the 
Kingdom.  It  was  occupying  in  a  larger 
and  larger  degree  the  minds  of  those 
in  the  Provinces  who  were  interested  ia 
the  question  of  industrial  and  other 
art,  and  of  their  bearing  on  the  pros- 
perity of  their  great  national  industries, 
and,  therefore,  on  the  prosperity  of  the 
country  generally.  A  Conference  of  re- 
presentatives of  Municipal  Corporations 
was  held  in  Birmingham  in  1877,  to 
consider  the  claims  of  the  Provinoes. 
This  Conference  met  again  in  London 
later  in  the  same  year.  About  60  Muni- 
cipal Bodies  were  represented,  and  de- 
putations were  appointed  to  wait  on  the 
Commissioners  of  the  1851  Exhibition, 
the  Trustees  of  the  National  Gallery  and 
of  the  British  Museum.  It  was  under- 
stood that  the  Commissioners  of  the  1851 
Exhibition  had  nearly  £1,000,000  of 
surplus  at  their  disposal ;  but  the  result 
of  the  interview  was  an  impression  on 
the  deputation  that  nearly  the  whole 
amount  would  go  to  the  bcoiefit  of  Len- 
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don,  and  very  little  to  the  Frovinoes. 
from  the  TmstcMe  of  the  British  Museum 
aad  of  the  T^ational  GFallery  unsatis- 
iKtoiy  official  replies  were  reoeived. 
Be  matter  oontained  in  the  Besolution 
«■•  now  ripe  for  discussion,  and  would 
some  np  ag^n  suid  again  with  renewed 
laee  till  it  was  settled.  A  similar 
Basolation  -waa  moTod  in  the  House  in 
1878.  On  that  occasion  the  noble  Lord 
(Vlsoonnt  Sandon),  who  then  occupied 
the  position  of  Vice  President  of  the 
Obnncily  made  a  speech  in  which  he  fully 
leoognized  the  importance  of  the  ques- 
tin,  spoke  of  the  advantages  that  would 
floma  from  Museums  of  Science  and  Art 
m  the  I'ToTinoeSy  and  said  that  he  hoped 
the  following  Session  to  make 
statement  on  the  subject.  He 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
Aa  preaent  Vice  President  of  the  Oouncil 
wdbU  g^ve  aome  equally  satisfactory 
—nam  II  that  the  matter  would  receive 
thi  attention  of  the  present  Government, 
tiiat  aome  ateps  would  be  taken  next 
in  the  direction  indicated  by  the 
laHlntion.  He  did  not  wish  to  com- 
fUn  of  the  aid  given  to  the  Pirovinces 
■  furaa  art  and  science  teaching  was 
MBcemed.  He  wished  that  the  grant 
fcv  that  porpoae  was  much  larger  than 
Ik  was ;  but  of  the  amount  granted  the 
Ikovinoea  received  a  considerable  share. 
Be  did  not,  however,  regard  this  as  any 
waossaion  to  the  Provinces,  but  simply 
is  reeeiving  that  to  which  they  were 
inl^  entitled.  The  question  involved 
ia  Ins  Besolution  was  one  referring  to 
Alt  and  Industrial  Museums.  The  Mo- 
tioa  waa  not  made  in  antagonism  to  the 
Baata  made  for  these  purposes  to  Lon- 
aont  Dublin,  and  Edinburgh.  Those 
wko  were  acquainted  with  the  unrivalled 
eoDection  to  be  found  at  South  Kensing- 
tSB  woald  not  begrudge  the  money  spent 
Hare.  Thw  would  rather  regret  that 
ikm  flmds  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the 
■aaagers  of  South  Kensington  had  been 
aff  late  years  decreased  rather  than  in- 
In  making  such  collections  it 
now  or  never.  The  field  for  the 
of  original  specimens  was 
Mllinflr  nanower  and  narrower,  while 
na  ouleotors  from  all  countries  were 
Boaa  and  more  alert.  What  might  be 
htmffiit  to-daj  for  £1  would,  in  a  year 
ar  two^  cost  £20,  or,  what  was  more 
Kksljry  be  absolutely  unattainable.  What 
ftqr  wanted  waa  to  establish  in  their 
fsoBrinaal^eantres  those  appliances  which 


were  admitted  to  be  absolutely  necessary 
if  they  were  to  maintain  their  manu- 
facturing supremacy.  To  illustrate  the 
position,  let  him  refer  to  the  town  of 
Birmingham,  which  was  the  centre  of 
the  great  manufacturing  district  in  the 
Midlands.  He  referred  to  that  town 
simply  because,  being  for  many  years 
Chairman  of  the  Free  Library  and  Art 
Gallery  Committee,  and  also  intimately 
connected  with  the  manufactures  of  the 
district,  he  was,  in  a  measure,  familiar 
with  its  position  and  needs.  But  that 
which  applied  to  Birmingham  applied 
in  the  same  degree  to  other  towns,  such 
as  Manchester,  Liverpool,  Leeds,  Not- 
tingham, Sheffield,  Bradford,  Leicester, 
and  others.  There  were  writers  and 
lecturers  on  art,  rectors  of  Colleges,  and 
superior  persons  who,  while  disagreeing 
among  themselves  in  many  things, 
seemed  to  unite  in  lecturing,  and  some- 
times in  libelling,  the  English  workman. 
They  were  evidently  unacquainted  with 
the  workshop,  or  with  the  difficulties 
and  disadvantages  under  which  the 
workman  and  manufacturer  lay.  Some 
time  ago  an  important  branch  of  in- 
dustry in  the  Midlands,  giving  employ- 
ment to  many  thousands  of  workmen, 
was  threatened  with  serious  injury  by 
competition  on  the  part  of  the  Ameri- 
cans. An  American  manufacturer  called 
on  him,  and  he  was  enabled  to  place  be- 
fore him  samples  of  the  English  and 
American  work  side  by  side,  and  on 
examination  the  American  gentleman 
frankly  admitted  that  he  could  not  com- 
pete. The  English  work  was  produced  by 
men,  some  of  them  scarcely  able  to  read 
and  write,  with  no  aid  except  from  their 
natural  skill,  industry,  and  perseverance. 
The  conclusion  of  the  American  manufac- 
turer was,  that  if  they — the  Americans 
— had  workmen  with  equal  natural 
powers  and  perseverance  they  could, 
with  the  addition  of  the  teaching  and 
help  they  could  give  them,  beat  the 
world  in  these  manufactures.  The  fact 
was,  that  the  English  workman,  for 
natural  capacity  and  perseverance,  was 
the  best  in  the  world.  But  they  did 
little  for  him.  The  Midlands  was  the 
seat  of  the  iron  and  metal  industries, 
giving  occupation  to  thousands.  Yet 
Birmingham  had  no  collection  of  iron 
and  metal  work,  no  illustrations  of  what 
was  done  in  olden  times,  or  what  was 
now  being  done  in  other  countries  com- 
peting with  us.    Birmingham  was  the 
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seat  of  tlie  jewellery  trade.     Most  of 
what  was  called,  and  sold  as  London 
jewellery,  was  made  in  that  much-abused 
town.     Yet  there  were  no  illustrations 
to  speak  of,  no  examples  of  the  manu- 
facture for  educational  purposes.  It  was 
true  that  in  a  quiet  room,  in  a  secluded 
part  of  the  British  Museum,  there  ex- 
isted some  splendid  specimens   of  the 
goldsmith's  art  in  the  shape  of  the  Car- 
tellani  jewels.     The  last  time  he  visited 
them  there  were   six  persons  present, 
two  ladies,  two  gentlemen,  a  child,  and 
the  policeman  or  keeper.     He  was  glad 
that  the  nation  possessed   them  under 
any  circumstances ;  but  were  these  spe- 
cimens subject  to  the  view  and  to  the 
study  of  the  jewellers  in  Birmingham, 
it  was  probable  that  improved  taste  in 
manufacture  would  be  the  result.     He 
might  go  on  and  speak  of  the  position 
of  the  glass,  japan,   ornamental,    and 
other  manufactures ;  but  the  illustrations 
he  had  given  were   sufficient.      Now, 
they  were  familiar  with  the  argument 
which   the  upholders  of  centralization 
were  fond  of  using — namely,  that  rail- 
way communication  was  now  so  com- 
plete that  anyone  could  run  up  to  London 
and  see  splendid  examples  of  ironwork 
at  South  Kensington,  jewellery  at  the 
British  Museum,  and  so  forth.     But  the 
utmost  working  men  could  expect  was 
to  go  by  a  day  trip  to  London  once  or 
twice  a-year.     The  great  majority  did 
not  do  that.     Besides,  it  was  an  argu- 
ment which  cut  both  ways.     Suppose, 
for  example,  that  the  finest  collection  of 
cutlery   existed    at   Sheffield,  and    the 
finest  collection  of  lace  at  Nottingham. 
The    railway   arrangements    were    the 
same  and  the  distance  the  same  in  going 
from  London   to  Nottingham  as  from 
Nottingham  to  London.     With  regard 
to  loans,  the  authorities  at  South  Ken- 
sington   were  showing  a  wisdom   and 
liberality  in  that  direction  which  could 
not  be  too  much  commended.     They 
were,  by  this  means,  showing  their  will- 
ingness   to  extend  the  advantages  of 
these  collections  to  the  nation  at  large, 
to  whom  these  collections  belonged.  But 
loans,  while  of  great  use,  were  not  suffi- 
cient.    There  must  be  permanent  col- 
lections.    There  were  uresh    workmen 
comine  of  age  and  coming  forward  every 
day.    It  was  necessary  that  a  workman 
should  examine  again  and  again  a  piece 
of  work  of  high  excellence  in  order  to 
catch  the  spirit  of  it,  and  the  trick  of 
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the  hand  by  which  it  was  produoed. 
They  were  not  asked  for  large  sums  of 
money  to  be  sent  down  to  the  industrial 
centres  to  be  spent  in  making  a  formleaa 
collection    of   articles    and    curiositiea. 
Nor    were    they  asked    that    localities 
should    receive   assistance    which    had 
shown  no  disposition  to  help  themselTea. 
But  they  asked  for  grants  to  assist  local 
efforts  in  the  formation  of  Art  and  In- 
dustrial Museums ;  in  the  formation  of 
special    collections,  illustrating   certain 
branches  of  industry,  and  meeting  tha 
special  requirements    of   the    locality. 
For  instance,  pottery  from  Staffordshii^ 
lace    from    Nottingham,    iron,    mctali 
glass,  jewellery  from  Birmingham,  tez« 
tile  fabrics  from  Manchester,  Leeds,  fto# 
This  could  be  best  done  with  the  co- 
operation or  through  the  agency  of  tba 
authorities  of  South  Kensington,  whoaa 
means  of  collecting  and  general  expe* 
rience  gave  them  far  greater  facilitiaa 
than  local  bodies  could  possess.  He  would 
like  to  quote  a  few  words  of  a  g^entla* 
man  of  the  hic^hest  authority  on  thii 
question,  Mr.  J.  C.  Bobinson,  formeilj 
Art  Superintendent  of  South  Kensing- 
ton Museum.     He  wrote  last  year  aa 
follows : — 

*'  The  pecuniary  resources  of  the  State  miuiL 
then,  in  some  shape  or  other,  be  brought  in  aia- 
of  local  resources ;  in  other  words,  it  is  for  tha 
State  to  concern  itself  with  the  nature  and  ooa^ 
stitution  ot  the  topical  Provincial  Museum,  and 
to  assist  in  shaping  such  collections  as  already 
exist  in  forms  of  practical,  yet,  at  the  aama 
time,  elevating  influence." 

Mr.  Eobinson  further  remarked — 

*^  The^r  ^(Provincial  Museums)  have  a  gpraaft 
and  special  work  to  do,  very  complex  and  oiflU 
cult  m  itself,  and  which  nothing  but  libanl 
and  far-reaching  assistance  on  the  part  of  tha 
State  will  enable  them  sufficiently  to  cany 
out." 

He  was  glad  to  find  in  the  Estimataa 
for  the  year  a  small  sum  of  £2,000  for 
casts,  electrotypes,  and  reproductions  of 
treasures  existing  in  foreign  countrieai 
the  originals  of  which  could  ncTor  be 
seen  by  the  mass  of  the  people.  Ha 
congratulated  his  riffht  hon.  Friend  oa 
this  movement  in  the  right  direoticm* 
The  sum  was  very  small ;  but  he  h<q^ 
another  year  that  it  would  be  largely  in- 
creased, and  that  these  reproductions  of 
works  of  art  might  form  part  of  tha 
grant  demanded  for  the  Provinces.  Ha 
contended  that  it  was  a  mistake  to  anp* 
pose  that  it  was  only  necessaiy  for  work* 
men  to  studyindustnal  art.  Inemenwlio 
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kid  cyporimuties  of  seeing  and  studying 
imtoigBy  drswinn,  and  other  ezam- 
|laiof  whatwas oaUed  ''highart"  would 
MHkflly  to  have  their  tastes  sooultivated 
nd  fheir  ideas  of  beauty  so  developed 
ss  to  be  the  better  able  to  produce 
Aipnlj  and  beautiful  things  in  the 
knidi  of  indnatry  in  which  they  hap- 
MBfld  to  be  ensaged.  The  right  hon. 
Qenfleman  "wouldy  perhaps,  say  that  the 
tnrna  should  do  all  that  was  necessary 
^  AemeelveB  out  of  the  rates.  But  he 
■Mt  xemember  that  these  localities 
wwB^  and  had  been,  rating  themselves 
Is  die  utmost  of  their  powers.  Further, 
Ait  thcgr  "were  supplementing  their 
hIss  by  individual  emnrts  and  sacrifices 
rftte  most  liberal  character.  It  was 
feat  sufficiently  known  to  what  a  large 
it  the  variouB  towns  were  taxing 
and  what  efforts  they  were 

^    for    the   purpose  in  question. 

Oslf  a'week  or  two  ago,  in  the  Dorough 
Urn  bad  Uie  honour  to  represent,  he  as- 
riitod  at  the  opening  of  a  museum  which 
kdcost  about  £10,000,  and  ihis  in  ad- 
to  the  maintenance  of  free  libra- 
sad  other  work  in  the  same  direc- 
They  would  take  Birmingham 
'■■plj  as  an  example  of  what  Provincial 
tivns  were  doinff.  In  that  borough 
ftqr  were  raising  aoove  £6,000  per  annum 
fan  the  rates;  but  this  was  barely  suffi- 
dnt  Cor  the  free  libraries  and  left  no- 
ttng  for  art  purposes.  On  the  security 
iCms  rate  wey  had  spent  since  1868 
Aove  £80,000  in  builoing,  furnishing, 
Bil  maintaining  their  libraries.  They 
fad  prorided  a  small  art  gallery  at  a 
HSfc  of  £15,000  by  private  subscription, 
fa  1878  they  raised  nearly  £16,000  by 
■faoriptions.  They  had  just  laid  the 
fcsnJslion  stone  of  a  new  tat  gallery,  at 
as  sstimated  cost  of  £50,000.  Towards 
^PMAiwp  this  gallery  they  had  raised 
idiseriptions  to  above  £17,000.  The 
inaiMiH  Institute  stood  on  land  now 
£80,000,  given  by  the  town.  The 
of  the  £istitute  had  purchased 
siilinonnT  land,  and  were  enlarging 
bnildings  at  a  cost  of  £45,000,  for 
they  had  to  rely  on  private  sub- 
While  the  people  of  Bir- 
were  makiug  these  earnest 
Wt^msofflUnent  efforts  to  supply  their 
,  thejr  were  actually  taxed  to 
extent  of  above  £4,000  per  annum 
the  support  of  parks,  museums,  and 
ksr  institotions  in  London,  towards 
ifUdh  die  people  of  Ifondox^  were  paying 


nothing  whatever  from  their  rates.  As 
an  example  of  how  these  art  g^eries 
and  museums  were  prized  and  used  in 
the  Provincial  towns,  he  would  state  that 
in  the  year  1877,  the  year  before  the 
fire  which  destroyed  the  building,  there 
were  394,645  visitors  to  the  Birmingham 
Art  Gallery  and  Museum.  The  number 
of  visitors  to  the  general  departments — 
excluding  reading-room — of  the  British 
Museum  in  the  same  year  was  but 
539,281.  Adding  the  libraries  and 
reading-rooms  in  both  eases  the  number 
of  visitors  to  the  Birmingham  Institution 
was  538,135.  To  the  British  Museum 
699,511.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
might  ask  them  to  go  for  powers  to  in- 
crease the  rates  for  these  purposes.  But 
it  was  useless  in  the  present  depression 
to  attempt  this,  nor  was  it  fair  to  do  so. 
It  was  overriding  the  willing  horse.  So 
long  as  the  present  method  of  rating 
and  taxation  existed  he  thoufi;ht  it  would 
be  impossible  to  get  all  they  needed 
without  liberal  grants  from  the  Imperial 
taxes.  The  rates  bore  heavily  on  shop- 
keepers and  others,  who  at  these  times 
found  it  ofken  difficult  to  make  ends 
meet,  while  many  who  were  far  more 
wealthy  got  off  comparatively  easy.  Be- 
sides, in  the  great  centres  of  industry 
there  were  often  more  people  outside  in 
the  districts  around  than  inside  the 
boroughs.  These  all  used  the  institu- 
tions of  the  borough,  and  it  was  well 
that  they  should  do  so ;  but  they  paid  no- 
thing to  the  rates,  and  could  not,  there- 
fore, contribute  to  the  support  of  the 
institutions  which  they  cujoyed  except 
through  the  general  taxation.  He  found 
from  the  Estimates  of  1880-1  that  the 
total  amount  given  from  the  taxes  to  sup- 
port institutions  in  Dublin  was  £34,174, 
in  Edinburgh  £22,648.  For  London 
the  total  amount  was  £369,329.  Of  this 
sum  above  £100,000  was  for  the  support 
of  London  parks,  £254,757  for  the  mu- 
seums. Not  a  farthing  from  the  London 
rates  went  in  support  of  these  institu- 
tions. If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  dis- 
puted the  claims  of  the  Provinces,  how 
would  he  defend  this  expenditure  in 
London  ?  What  defence  could  he  make, 
for  example,  of  the  £7,000  per  annum 
granted  for  the  Bethnal  Green  Museum, 
a  purely  local  institution  ?  The  growth 
of  population  in  and  around  such  towns 
as  Liverpool,  Manchester,  Leeds,  and 
Glasgow  was  so  enormous  that  it  seemed 
to  him  absurd  to  apply  the  term  national 
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exclusively  to  institutions  maintained  in 
London,  Edinburgh,  and  Dublin.  This 
question  was  not  a  local  one,  but  one 
involving  a  principle  of  g^eat  public 
policy,  one  affecting  the  trade  of  the 
country  generally,  a  matter  in  which  the 
whole  nation  benefited,  and  towards 
which  the  whole  nation  should  pay. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  and  on  this 
side  who  represented  counties  and  coun- 
try interests  were  as  much  interested  in 
it  as  were  the  Hepresentatives  of  towns. 
If  the  trade  of  tne  towns  was  lost  or 
diminished  then  the  country  must  suffer 
in  consequence.  He  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  be  satisfied 
by  saying  that  they  could  get  examples, 
casts,  &c.,  from  South  Kensington  at  a 
great  reduction  on  the  cost  price.  He 
did  not  deny  those  advantages,  and  was 
grateful  for  small  mercies.  But  they 
were  considering  a  far  larger  question 
than  that,  and  they  could  not  remain 
contented  with  the  crumbs  which  fell 
from  the  rich  tables  of  London.  He 
thought  that  when  millions  could  be 
found  for  other  purposes — often  for  very 
doubtful  purposes — there  should  be  no 
difficulty  in  granting,  say,  £200,000  or 
£300,000,  for  a  work  on  which  the  hap- 
piness and  prosperity  of  the  country  so 
largely  depended.  He  would  not  detain 
the  House  by  referring  to  the  social  ad- 
vantages of  these  institutions,  and  to  the 
extent  to  which  they  added  to  the  hap- 
piness of  the  people.  He  believed  that 
it  was  to  institutions  like  these  that  they 
must  rely  in  a  large  degree  for  the  solu- 
tion of  many  of  these  serious  problems 
which  affected  and  injured  the  social  life 
of  the  people.  He  had  only  one  thing 
more  to  allude  to  before  sitting  down, 
and  it  was  this.  This  subject  had  occu- 
pied his  mind  very  closely ;  but  he  had 
been  always  met  with  a  great  diffi- 
culty in  the  fact  that  the  management  of 
their  National  Institutions  was  in  such 
a  confused  and  unsatisfactory,  state. 
The  British  Museum  was  under  one 
management,  the  National  Gallery  under 
another,  the  South  Kensington  Museum 
under  a  third.  In  the  first  two  Institu- 
tions were  many  treasures  stowed  away 
which  would  give  great  pleasure  and  be 
of  much  educational  value  in  the  Pro- 
vincial towns.  This  confusion  of  manage- 
ment was  such  a  difficulty  that  early  in 
the  Session  he  drew  up  a  Resolution 
affirming  the  necessity  of  placing  these 
and  similar  National  Institutions  under 

Jfr.  J0ii$  CoWngi 


one  responsible  Parliamentiuy  manage* 
ment.  But  this  would  not  be  suffldenti 
All  their  educational  institutions  were, 
or  ought  to  be,  connected  and  co-operat« 
ingy  and  he  believed  that  nothing  wooll 
meet  the  case  but  the  placing  of  all  edu- 
cational work  under  one  management. 
The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  had 
under  his  care  elementary  education,  the 
importation  of  cattle,  endowed  sohoolti 
South  Kensington  Museum,  the  jEdoI* 
and-mouth  disease,  and  50  other  matten. 
In  next  Session,  if  the  House  would  per* 
mit,  he  would  venture  to  propose  that 
in  this  country,  where  the  subject  of 
education  in  all  its  branches  was  taking 
a  position  of  more  and  more  importaaoe^ 
there  should  be  a  ''Department  of  Pabli^ 
Instruction  "  receiving  the  whole  atteo* 
tion  of  a  "  Minister  of  Education."  Thi^ 
hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  moviay 
the  Resolution  of  which  he  had  giTsa 
Notice. 

Mb.  SLAGG,  in  seconding  the  Beaola* 
tion,  said,  the  present  was  a  very  oppor- 
tune moment  for  discussing  the  impoztaiit 
question  which  had  been  brouflfiit  ibr- 
ward  by  the  hon.  Member  for  fpswidhu 
When  foreigpi  countries  were  running 
us  so  closely  in  the  industrial  race ;  at  ft 
time  when  such  nostrums  as  Beoiprooifaf ' 
and  Protection  were  dragged  from  theif ' 
graves  and  presented  in  their  ghaei^ 
cerements  to  the  living  generation  ae 
cures  for  the  evils  under  which  the  ooo^ 
try  was  now  suffering,  the  time  of  Ike 
House  might  be  very  well  occupied  in 
considering  how  best  to  provide  a  remedj 
to  meet  the  competition  which  Brititt 
industries  had  now  to  face.  There  wai 
no  doubt  that  foreign  nations  were  pftf^ 
ing  a  great  deal  of  attention  to  the  pn>» 
motion  of  those  arts  and  sciences  whkk 
related  to  industry,  while  we  in  this  ooan* 
try  were  doing  very  little  that  was  praotft* 
cal  in  the  same  direction.  He  did  notte 
a  moment  wish  to  minimize  the  eflEoilp 
that  were  beine  made  in  education,  art| 
and  science;  but  the  question  whkik 
had  been  so  very  ably  spoken  to  that 
night  by  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Jeaif 
Gollings)  was  one  which  he  thought  had 
not  hitherto  received  the  due  oonaidev^ 
tion  of  the  Government.  He  would  net 
underrate  the  efforts  made  by  tiie  Sontik 
Kensington  Museum,  and  would,  wift 
the  permission  of  the  House,  oonfine 
himself  to  a  section  of  the  subject  whie^ 
he  thought,  might  have  the  praotkel 
attention  of  the  Sduoation  Departipent^ 
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He  referred  priiuinllf  to  the  reproduc- 
Ijoa  and  distribntum  of  articles  in  our 
luge    ata&eums.      Those    who    vidted 
Sooth  Eeosiugton  wonld,  he  wu  sure, 
be  immenselj  gratified  with  the  coUec- 
tioa  of  reproductions  not  oolj  of  Eng- 
liih,  bat  also  of  Contiiiental  objects  of 
art  workmane^p  fiom  the  studios  of 
ttngton  and  Innchi  of  Paris.    These 
•lijeets   had    been  rmroduced   b;   the 
(ketrotype    prooeaa    in    a.    manner    so 
aothechc   and  artlBtio  as  to  be  for  all 
porpoees,  except  those  of  connoisseurs, 
tjBite  ss  gpood  as  the  originals.     At  an; 
nte,  for  art  purposes  thej  were  so.    He 
eished  that   tha  idea  he  threw  out  last 
Seeeton  that  it  vas  possible  to  reproduce 
Jkeee   and    diatribate  them  among  the 
mvaeutas    of   the  oountxy  without  cost, 
te,  st  bU  eveuta,  at  the  smalleBt  possible 
SBct,   should    aov  be  carried  out.     He 
Tssaware  that  at  present  the  art  schools 
obtained  reproduotioDS  at  a  reduction  on 
eoet  price  of    50  per  cent ;  but  that  was 
not    enougli.       The   art  achools   which 
yere  teaching  drawing  were  doing  com- 
wnUively  little   towuds    teaching   in- 
njitrial  art.      He  beliered  it  was  within 
tbe  scheme  of  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Ootmcil  to  put  the  art  museums  of  the 
Ptorioces   on   the  same  footing  as  the 
St  schools  i    and  he    obserred  in  the 
Bttimat«e    a    eum  of  £1,500  which  ap- 
PMred  to  be  intended  towards  this  pur- 
foee.     Tfe  belioTed  the  Education  De- 
wttment  had  done  a  great  deal  during 
die  Kecees    in  reproducing  sereral  im- 
portant works  of  art,  a  large  amount  of 
1^  beat  college  plate  and  the  ^te  of 
k  farngn  oountriee,  espedaU;  of  Bussia, 
— —      *  — I  •opied  and  added  to  our 
lltiun.     But  he  must  sa; 
these  articles  were  very 
I,  they  wore  more  into- 
ities    than   as  objects 
uaefolly  copied  or  advao- 
'  to  industrial  art.    All 

ities  on  this  subject 

_  ._  agree  that  nothing  was  so  useful 
tea  traiaing  tha  eye  in  the  most  perfect 
id  for  the  guidance  of  taste  aa 
del,  and  no  country  pos- 
n^endid  and  abundant 
itique  models  as  existed 
JMoseam.     Not  only  did 

.__    these   objects    to    be 

re  rety  best  for  training  the  eye 
ud  judgment  in  design,  but  on  the 
Continent,  and  eapeda^  in  France,  it 
*    ~  long  sinco  been  disoorered  in  tiieir 


industrial  schools  that  when  copied  by 
casts  they  were  the  best  and  surest 
means  of  teaching  the  students  in  mat- 
ters of  design  and  form.  There  were 
also  in  the  British  Museum  unique  and 
magai&cent  collections  of  drawings  and 
engravings  of  the  old  masters,  of  coins, 
ana  also  of  medals.  Many  of  tiieHe  coins 
and  medals  had  been  already  copied  iu 
an  admirable  manner  by  the  electro- 
type process.  He  had  no  heaitation  in 
saying  that  for  all  practical  and  educa- 
tional purposes  these  copies  were  quite 
equal  to  the  originals.  The  copies  of  the 
antique  models  were  even  better  than 
the  originals  for  the  practical  purposes 
of  the  art  student.  The  two  museums  of 
London  were,  he  agreed,  the  fittest  home 
for  all  the  originsl  works )  but,  at  the 
same  time,  he  was  firmly  convinced  that 
it  would  be  an  iaestimable  benefit  to  the 
country  if  a  systematic  process  of  repro- 
duction were  entered  upon,  so  that  every 
institution  and  school  a nd  even  every  indi- 
vidualintheKingdomshouldknow  where 
to  apply  aucceasfully  for  a  copy  of  each 
object  of  interest  in  our  National  Collec- 
tion. He  would  not  attempt  to  under- 
rate what  had  already  been  done  at  the 
British  Museum ;  but  many  articles  were, 
as  yet,  not  reproduced.  The  magnificent 
old  engravings  had  not  been  copied  as  far 
as  he  knew.  As  to  having  a  Minister  of 
Education,  he  was  not  in  favour  of  multi- 
plying the  appointments  of  Ministers. 
He  would  rather  define  their  existing 
appointments  a  little  more  and  develop 
their  functions.  He  did  consider,  how- 
ever, that  it  would  be  a  very  great  ad- 
vantage to  have  a  responsible  and  in- 
dependent head  of  all  Art  Collections, 
who  would  be  enabled  to  command,  in  an 
itelligible  manner,  objects  which  were 


now  scattered  in  a  most  puzzling  way. 
Iiould  be  responsible 
for  the  reproduction  scheme,  and 


Such  a  gentleman  should  be  responsible 


fuoctions  he  should  be  assisted  by  the 
beet  artistic  power  of  the  British  Museum 
and  the  National  Gallery,  in  order  to 
guide  his  operations.  This  was  not  a 
dtletiartU  scheme,  or  one  that  emanated 
from  painters  and  sculptors,  because 
he  had  no  intention  of  facilitating  the 
increase  of  indidurent  sculptors  and 
painters,  of  whom  there  were  too  many 
already.  His  idea  was  purely  an  in- 
dustrial one,  aa  he  wished  to  give  every 
possible  assistance  to  the  development 
of  industrial  arts  and  sciences.  He  would 
briefly  allude,  in  ooncluaion,  to  another 
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aspect  of  the  case.  In  the  large  orer-popu- 
lated  towne  there  were  maay  quarters 
where  men  and  women  lived  unloTely 
and  Bqualtd  lives,  apart  altogether  from 
all  influences  of  beautj  and  refinement. 
While  they  complained  that  their  lives 
were  to  some  extent  degraded,  their 
tastes  debased,  and  that  thej  had  little 
aptitude  for  the  enjoyment  of  refined 
occupations,  he  thought  they  were  apt  to 
foi^ethow  few  opportunities  these  people 
had  of  being  brought  into  association 
with  that  wmch  was  elevating  and  re- 
fining. He  spoke  for  those  who  lived 
in  those  slums,  to  whom  Buch  associa- 
tions would  be  of  inestimable  value. 
They  would  appreciate  them,  and  that 
they  did  appreciate  them  was  shown 
by  abundant  evidence,  for  when  these 
collections  were  sent  down  firom  the 
South  Eensington  Museum  to  the  large 
towns  people  went  in  crowds  to  see 
them.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Collings)  had 
pointed  out  what  had  been  done  in  Bir- 
mingham to  provide  habitations  for  Buch 
collections.  In  his  (Mr.  Slagg's)  own 
constituency  a  very  handsome  and  com- 
modious art  museum  had  lately  been 
acquired  by  the  Munidpali^.  It  was 
impossible  that  they  could  fill  it  them- 
selves. Original  objects  were  daily  be- 
coming more  difficult  to  acquire ;  and 
those  not  purchased  already  would,  it 
seemed  likely,  voiy  soon  be  bought  up 
by  the  South  Kensington  Museum. 
Thoy  must,  therefore,  look  to  the  repro- 
ductions of  which  he  had  spoken.  They 
wanted  systematic  collections,  and  com- 
plete series  of  these  objects  issued  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  suit  the  especial 
trade  or  industry  of  the  district.  The 
House  was  aware  that  a  Itoyal  Commis- 
sion had  been  appointed  te  investigate 
the  art  schools  on  the  Continent.  He 
had  the  honour  to  be  placed  on  that 
Oommisaion,  and  he  looked  forward 
with  extreme  interest  to  its  proceedings. 
Ho  believed  it  would  put  the  House  in 
possession  of  facts  which  they  were  not 
aware  of  in  r^ard  to  the  efforts  of 
foreign  nations.  The  subject  before  the 
House  would  grow  in  importance,  and 
he  hoped  the  Department  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  would  take  time  by  the 
forelock  and  bring  forward  some  scheme 
for  filling  the  museums  in  the  Provinces, 
as  the  time  was  very  near  at  hand  when 
the  Provincial  people  would  demand  such 
aids  to  their  industry  and  manufactures. 


Amendment  proposed, 

To  IssTB  out  from  the  word  "  Thst "  to  tlU 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  tbe  wards 
"  in  the  opinioD  of  this  Hoose,  gnnta  in  lid  o( 
Art  and  Indnatiis]  Muaenms  ghould  not  b«  ooo- 
fined  to  London,  Edinburgh,  and  Dablin." — 
{Mr.  Jtut  CoUiits;) 

instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 

Sroposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tlu    . 
iuestion." 

Mb.  ECBOYD  said,  he  had  gp^sKt  i 
pleasure  in  supporting  the  propoaitioii  : 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Ur.  i 
Jesse  Oollings).  He  was  strongly  ia.  i 
favour  of  (riving  such  instruction  to  oar  i 
artizaus,  who  were,  at  the  present  mo*  i 
ment,  unable  to  compete  with  their  mon  i 
highly  educated  competitors  ftbiOMd.  j 
Very  strict  limits,  however,  moat  be  ] 
placed  upon  the  aid  so  given,  aa  it  VU  \ 
not  possible  to  extend  it  beyond  flu  .\ 
great  cities  and  the  lai^  towns,  whit^  j 
were  the  real  centres  of  our  important  in-  ^ 
dustries.  Such  an  education  would  h&ni  i 
he  was  convinced,  a  most  important  bcmuI  > 
and  political  bearing  on  the  minds  of  fll*  | 
people.  Whatever  was  done  to  en- 1 
courage  a  knowledge  of  art  in  graail  i 
cities  and  towns  must  he  done  at  onoa,  \ 
and  would  he  perfectly  justified  ;  and  hi  t 
had  no  doubt  that  the  results  would  | 
more  than  repay  the  cost  of  the  aid  i 
given.  He  quite  agreed  with  lilw  \ 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  as  to  the  a^  j 
mirable  intelligence  and  industiy  whidl  / 
the  English  workman  threw  into  bil  ■ 
work  with  such  success,  unedaoated  ! 
though  he  might  be,  in  the  t«d^  i 
nical  sense  of  the  word,  as  oompand  ' 
with  those  who  had  enjoyed  great* 
advantages.  He  was  glad  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  Slaj^ 
had  supported  the  Resolution,  altho^^ 
he  thought  it  was  quite  unnecessary  that 
he  should  hare  dragged  into  the  diaon^ 
sion  this  matter  of  Reciprocity.  Ha 
must  confess  himself  that  he  did  not 
know  what  Reciprocity  meant ;  hut  flioaa 
who  were  high  authorities  upon  great 
commercial  questions  and  the  oonditiona 
of  manufacturing  industry  attaohed  tt* 
greatest  importance  to  Reciprocity,  and 
Mr.  Cobden  himself  held  it  out  aa  aB 
inducement  to  the  country  to  adopt  A 
Free  Trade  poUcv.  The  hon.  Membar 
for  Manchester,  however,  appeared  to 
have  seen  a  great  deal  fiuther  than  hia 
master,  Mr.  Cobden,  ever  saw ;  but  h* 
did  not  think  he  would  erer  Bncoead  Is 
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ooufiiudni^  the  oonntry  fliat  Bedprocity 
voold be  affected  hv toe propoBaibefore 
iiie  House.  In  ao  &r  as  Buoh  teohnical 
•dnoation  oould  help  them  in  their  home 
trade,  it  wotild,  he  readily  conceded,  be 
prodnodve  of  the  greatest  gpood.  At  the 
same  time,  it  would  never  enable  the 
hon.  Member  for  Manchester  to  send 
aaliooee  to  India  in  competition  with 
Germanj  in  face  of  duties  of  50  per 
eent.  He  felt  great  interest  in  the  state- 
neat  the  zieht  hon.  GFentleman  the  Vice 
Apasident  of  the  Goundl  had  made,  and 
1m  hoped  that  these  alterations  in  the 
Oode  would  be  productiye  of  very  great 
adTantag:e  to  the  countxy.  As  far  as  he 
eiNiId  understand  them,  they  seemed  to 
be  made  in  a  right  and  reasonable  spirit, 
and  he  had  no  £>ubt  they  would  be  care- 
ftdlj  examined  by  all  those  interested 
IB  regard  to  education.  He  hoped  that 
aothing  would  bedone  to  ix^ure  voluntary 
sdioola.  He  had  no  doubt  that  the  sub- 
SBriptiona  in  aid  of  the  work  of  voluntary 
SBhools  represented  on  the  part  of  the 
giren  a  personal  interest  in  education 
vlueh  ooud  never  be  replaced  by  grants 
Bade  by  the  State.  He  might  allude  very 
diortly  to  the  question  of  compulsion. 

He.  SPEAElEB  :  I  must  point  out  to 
fte  him.  G^tleman  that  the  Question 
hsAne  the  House  is  '*  That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  and  that  the 
■ore  oonvenient  course  would  be  for  the 
Houae  to  dispose  of  the  Amendment 
hsAxre  the  general  subject  of  Education 
is  disonased. 

Mb.  EGBOYD  said,  he  recognized 
Aa  light  hon.  Gentleman's  ruling,  and 
woola  only  add,  in  conclusion,  that  he 
idt  groat  mterest  in  the  Motion  broueht 
fvwazd  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Ips- 
widi,  and  he  sinoerelv  hoped  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  would  be  able  to  meet 
flie  desires  of  the  great  constituencies 

Ha.  STOBY-MASKELYNE  said,  he 
hoped  the  hon.  Oentleman  the  Member 
for  Ipewioh  would  understand  that  in 
going  counter  to  his  proposition  to  ex- 
Mad  public  money  to  help  Birmingham 
aewas  not  wiUiout  sympathy  with  the 
kn.  Gentleman's  objects.  He  did  not 
iathe  smallest  degree  underrate  the  ad- 
ventagee  of  the  institutions  of  which  the 
kn.  &ember  had  spoken,  whether  from 
Aa  point  of  view  of  tedmical  education 
or  tmi  a  higher  aspect  as  civilizing 
MHuieii  ptomoting  the  culture  of  the 
Bsople.  At  the  same  time,  he  should  like 

TQL  OOIiXIY.    [thibd  sxbies.] 


to  know  howthe  proposition  he  made  was 
to  be  limited.  How  were  they  to  select 
the  towns  to  which  it  was  to  apply  or  to 
keep  the  expense  within  due  bounds?  Was 
the  hon.  Oentleman  goinfi;  to  give  to  the 
House  a  schedule  of  those  towns  to 
which  his  benevolence  would  be  applied? 
What  would  he  do  with  regard  to  the 
question  of  free  libraries?  If  it  was 
right  to  spend  the  national  funds  on 
Provincial  museums,  simply  because  they 
were  beneficial  institutions,  it  would  be 
equally  right  to  assist  in  providing  every 
small  town  in  England  with  a  free  library 
out  of  the  public  funds  for  the  same  rea- 
son. His  constituents  lived  round  the 
head  waters  of  the  Thames.  They  had 
to  contribute  to  the  restraining  and  civi- 
lizing that  river  in  places  some  way  from 
their  abodes  ;  and  because  the  dredging 
of  the  Thames  helped  to  drain  some  of 
their  lands  they  nad  to  bear  the  cost. 
They  did  not  ask  the  people  of  Birming- 
ham to  do  this  for  them.  Why  were  they 
then  to  pay  for  the  civilization  and 
higher  education  of  Birmingham  and  its 
neighbourhood?  Should  not  the  same 
principle  apply  at  Birmingham  as  in  the 
Thames  Valley  ?  Why  should  not  Bir- 
mingham provide  a  Museum  for  itself  ? 
Was  Birmingham  too  poor  to  do  what 
Manchester  had  done?  A  half-penny 
rate  levied  on  the  Black  Country  would 
yield  all  that  Birmingham  desired,  and 
why  did  not  the  hon.  Gentleman  ask 
for  powers  to  levy  such  a  rate  ?  On  all 
the  rest  of  the  points  he  was  at  one  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  Indeed,  he  did  not 
rise  merely  to  oppose  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  but  to  show  how,  in  his 
opinion,  the  great  National  Museums 
could  aid  those  in  the  Provinces.  They 
could  aid  them  with  very  uncostly  but 
very  valuable  reproductions,  and  they 
could  aid  them  by  training  good  men 
to  look  after  their  museums.  Nearly 
every  work  of  art  in  metal  in  the  British 
Museum  and  South  Kensington  could  be 
so  reproduced  that,  for  all  educational 
purposes,  the  copy  would  be  as  good  as 
the  original ;  and  those  which  could  not 
be  copied  might,  from  time  to  time,  be 
sent  down  to  Provincial  towns  for  exhi- 
bition. His  own  experience  justified  him 
in  saying  that  a  really  good  curator  of  a 
museum  could  not  be  made  in  a  day ; 
and  in  setting  about  establishing  mu- 
seums, they  must  remember  that  it 
was  the  man  who  made  the  collection, 
and  not  the  collection  which  made  the 
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man.  A  collection  was  of  no  use  what- 
ever without  a  man  who  understood  and 
arranged  and  catalogued  it.  When  he 
was  an  officer  of  thelBritish  Museum  he 
often  wished  there  had  existed  some 
solidarity  between  the  department  of 
which  he  was  keeper,  and  similar  de- 
partments in  local  Museums.  He  could 
have  kept  them  informed  of  oppor- 
tunities as  they  arose  for  purchasing 
mineral  specimens,  and  all  the  more  eco- 
nomically because  on  a  more  consider- 
able scale,  when  the  purchases  might  be 
made  for  several  institutions  simul- 
taneously. While  the  National  Mu- 
seums could  thus  put  the  authorities  at 
Birmingham  or  elsewhere  in  the  way 
of  buying  things  for  their  museum  eco- 
nomically and  well,  he  thought  that 
such  great  towns  ought  to  spend  their 
own  money  for  purposes  of  that  kind ; 
and,  therefore,  if  the  hon.  Member  went 
to  a  division  he  should  vote  against  him 
on  that  point. 

Mr.  OAINE  said,  he  had  felt  very 
strongly  on  this  subject  for  many  years, 
and  he  should  have  very  great  pleasure 
in  supporting  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich ;  and  if  any- 
thing were  needed  to  prove  that  some 
intimate  connection  existed  between  the 
great  National  Museum  in  London  and 
those  minor  galleries  and  kindred  insti- 
tutions in  the  Provinces,  it  had  been 
supplied  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Crick- 
lade.  He  had  spoken  of  the  difficulty 
in  limiting  these  centres  of  population, 
and  as  to  whether  the  gprants  should  be 
given  in  money  or  in  kind.  For  his 
own  part,  he  thought  more  valuable 
articles  could  be  g^ven  in  kind.  There 
seemed  to  him  little  difficulty  about  the 
limitation.    The  Government  might  sup- 

5ort  by  such  grants  any  town  whose 
'own  Council  had  already  erected  or 
acquired  premises  in  which  such  collec- 
tions coidd  be  suitably  stored  and 
exhibited,  provided  those  authorities, 
whether  Town  Councils  or  otherwise, 
undertook  the  entire  responsibility  of 
their  care  and  safe  return,  insuring  them 
while  there.  He  ventured  to  say  a  word 
in  support  of  using  the  present  collec- 
tions for  the  purposes  of  the  Provinces. 
He  appealed  to  the  Government  for  some 
SrSsistance  in  the  shape  of  loan  exhibi- 
tions for  the  valuable  institutions  which 
the  Earl  of  Derby,  Mr.  Mayer,  and 
otherB  had  so  munificently  given  to 
liveipool.  He  had  taken  a  close  in- 
terest  in    everything   connected   with 


science  and  art  education  in  Liverpool 
for  many  years,  and  he  had  noticed  now 
all  students  in  science  and  art,  especially 
in  art,  were  handicapped  by  the  want 
of  works  of  art  by  great  masters  which 
they  could  study.  Duplicate  etchings 
and  engraving^  could  be  taken  out  of 
the  collections  in  the  British  Museum 
without  interfering  with  the  efficiency  of 
National  Collections,  and  these  might  go 
on  loan  to  the  various  art  galleries 
throughout  the  country,  to  encourage 
and  foster  one  of  the  most  growing  arts 
in  the  country.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  had  drawn  attention  to  the  great 
amount  of  foreign  competition  inter- 
fering with  their  trade  and  commerce. 
He  did  not  intend  to  enter  upon  the 
question ;  but  there  was  one  branch  of 
reproductive  art — that  of  etching — in 
which  competition  from  France  com- 
pletely extinguished  all  native  talent. 
He  attributed  this  to  the  difficulty  that 
art  students  had  in  getting  full  oppor- 
tunities, even  in  the  British  Museum,  of 
studying  it.  He  had  always  held  that  it 
was  the  first  duty  of  the  British  Moseum 
to  take  suitable  premises  to  display  a 
series  of  educational  engravins^  and 
etchings,  showing  the  art  from  the  very 
earliest  date  down  to  the  present  day. 
That  could  be  easily  done,  ne  believea, 
and  many  artists  in  Manchester,  Bir- 
mingham, and  Liverpool,  who  were 
givinggreat  attention  to  this  reproductive 
art,  found  it  impossible  to  study  as  they 
would  wish  to  in  consequence  of  the 
difficulty  of  &;etting  access  to  subjects. 
Liverpool  had  made  rapid  strides  witlun 
the  last  10  years  in  this  respect,  and  the 
Art  Galleries  there  had  been  of  vexy 
great  service  to  young  artists,  entirely 
owing  to  the  great  energies  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Corporation.  In  establish- 
ing a  permanent  Art  Gallery  in  Liver- 
pool, tnere  had  sprung  up  a  School  of 
Art  that  was  known  as  the  Liverpool 
School  of  Painting,  especially  of  water- 
colours.  He  thought  a  selection  might 
be  made  from  the  collection  of  etchings 
and  engravings  in  the  British  Museum 
that  might  be  framed  in  strong  frames, 
and  sent  on  circuit  throughout  me  coun- 
try. He  did  not  say  the  British  Museum 
should  part  with  its  treasurers ;  they 
should  always  keep  a  hold  of  and 
constant  watch  over  them.  But  they 
might  spare  them  on  loan,  and  do  a 
great  service  to  art  and  every  artistio 
manufacture  throughout  the  countiy. 
It  WM  impoflfiiblQ  for  yoang  Proyui* 


lUS 


Arimi 


I  AvousT  8,  1881 1        Industrial  Mui^um.      1254 


cul  utiste  to  oome  up  to  London  to 

£»  tbronp;li.  their  art  education  in  the 
otropolu  on  aocoant  of  the  expense 
it  entailed.  Thionghout  France  there 
were  looal  oolleotions  of  art,  which  were 
of  the  greatest  yalue  technically ;  and  if 
thej  were  to  maintain  their  supremacy 
in  art  mannfaotnre,  the  Gk>yemment 
most  take  the  matter  up  and  attempt  to 
settle  it  on  the  Knee  of  the  Motion  of  the 
han.  Member  for  Ipswich.  It  was  most 
important  that  the  curators  of  all  the 
departments  of  these  great  museums 
dioald  have  distinct  instructions  given 
them  that  when  collections  came  into 
ifaair  hands  at  fixed  prices,  as  they  gene- 
xally  did,  and  fer  a  given  time,  those 
effien  should  not  be  parted  with  until 
those  in  eharse  of  IVovincial  museums 
snd  Art  GUleries  had  been  communi- 
ested  with.  Liyerpool  devoted  £3,000 
or  £4,000  a-year  to  the  purchase  of 
worka  of  art,  and  those  in  chaive  would 
he  only  too  ghid  if  the  authorities  in  the 
British  or  »)uth  Kensington  Museums 
wonld  communicate  with  them  when  any- 
thing came  into  their  hands.  There  was  a 
gsneralimpreesionin  artisticcirdesthatin 
me  Natioiud  Gkdlery — in  the  ceUars  and 
nrreta — there  were  hundreds,  if  not 
flumsands,  of  etchings  and  water-colours 
h^  Tomer,  rolled  up  and  never  seen, 
mnply  because  there  was  no  room  to 
exhibit  them.  He  trusted  if  that  were 
so,  the  authorities  of  the  National  Gallery 
would  unearth  these  invaluable  works 
of  art  and  have  them  properly  mounted, 
and  lend,  if  not  give  them,  to  some  of 
those  g^at  institutions  spoken  of  in  that 
diaciiflBion.  The  oommittee  of  the  Liver- 
pool Corporation  wonld  only  be  too 
ttiankful  to  have  a  loan  of  a  number 
of  Turner's  works,  and  he  was  quite  sure 
ttat  artists  would  take  large  advan- 
tage of  them. 

Ms.  G.  HOWABD  said,  he  was  sorry 
flie  hon.  Member  for  Crioklade  (Mr. 
Stoiy  •  Maskelyne)  found  it  necessary 
to  oppose  the  Motion.  He  (Mr.  Q. 
Howard),  however,  rose  to  correct  the 
emmeous  statement  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Scarborough  (Mr.  Caine), 
fliat  there  were  great  stores  of  Turner's 
drawings  hidden  in  the  cellars  of  the 
National  Oallerr.  There  was  a  large 
eolleotion  of  such  drawings,  which  had 
been  mounted,  and  were  exhibited  in  a 
room  on  the  gpround  floor,  the  only  place 
■mailable  for  the  purpose,  but  which  was ' 
iidzlT  lighted.  The  drawings  were  kept , 
a  dielTvey  from  which  tbey  could  be ! 


conveniently  taken  when  anyone  wanted 
.  to  examine  them.  It  was  considered 
better  to  keep  them  in  this  way  on 
shelves,  as  they  would  be  liable  to  fade 
if  exposed  to  the  light;  but  a  certain 
number  of  them  were  always  open  to 
public  view.  Three  loan  collections  of 
Turner's  drawings  had  been  formed, 
and  they  were  from  time  to  time  sent 
on  loan  to  Provincial  museums.  The 
Trustees  of  the  National  Gallery  were 
anxious  to  do  all  in  their  power  to  make 
their  art  treasures  generally  available 
for  the  public  benefit.  At  the  same 
time,  he  would  recommend  that  the 
South  Kensington  Museum,  which  pos- 
sessed a  valuable  collection  of  moulds 
made  for  the  casts  exhibited  there,  should 
distribute,  as  they  might  do,  at  a  com- 
paratively slight  cost,  a  number  of  the 
best  casts  throughout  the  country. 

Mb.  WIGGIN  said,  he  should  sup- 
port the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ipswich.  It  was  impossible  for 
persons  in  the  country  to  come  up  con- 
stantly to  London  to  visit  the  Metro- 
politan museums,  or  attend  the  profes- 
sorial art  and  scientific  lectures.  On 
this  ground  the  Central  Art  Department 
ought  not  only  to  supply  the  Provinces 
with  proper  examples  of  art  manufac- 
ture, but,  further,  ought  to  constitute 
the  Professors  at  South  Kensington  peri- 
patetic, in  order  that  they  might  visit 
the  largo  centres  of  industry  in  the 
country.  The  Government  ought  not  to 
hesitate  for  a  moment,  considering  the 
importance  of  the  matter,  to  vote  a  large 
sum  of  money  to  the  Education  Depart- 
ment that  these  objects  might  be  carried 
out. 

Mk.  MAGNIAC  said,  that  although 
a  strong  opinion  had  been  expressed  by 
his  hon.  Friend  in  favour  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich 
(Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings),  he  trusted  that  it 
would  not  be  adopted,  because  he  feared 
it  would  interfere  with  the  question 
being  dealt  with  in  its  entirety.  The 
fact  was  that  they  had  not  got  a  really 
National  Museum.  They  had  instead  a 
congeries  of  museums,  each  being  more 
heterogeneous  in  its  collections  than  the 
other.  Their  Governing  Bodies  were 
selected  on  the  most  extraordinary  prin- 
ciples. The  British  Museum  had  15 
Trustees,  nine  of  whom  were  elected  on 
the  ridiculous  principle  that  they  were 
the  descendants  of  particular  families, 
while  the  balance  were  selected  because 
it  was  supposed  they  possessed  a  quMt" 
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dilettante  knowledge  of  art.  Owinff, 
howeyer,  to  the  system  they  had  to  ad- 
minister, the  institution  was  in  a  state 
of  stagnation.  It  was  not  doing  the 
work  which  it  was  intended  to  do,  and, 
from  its  constitution,  it  could  not  do  so. 
It  was  managed  under  an  old  Act  of 
Parliament,  which  the  Trustees  had 
never  sought  to  have  altered.  Only 
last  week  he  asked  one  of  the  Trustees 
whether  it  was  contrary  to  law  that  they 
should  lend  for  exhibition  some  of  the 
works  of  art  which  the  museum  con- 
tained ?  In  reply  to  that  question  he 
was  told  that  it  would  require  an  Act  of 
Parliament  to  enable  them  to  do  so. 
But  that  was  a  matter  which  ought  to 
have  been  remedied  long  ago.  It  was, 
he  believed,  the  absolute  duty  of  the 
Trustees  to  have  had  a  Bill  brought  in  to 

gut  an  end  to  that  state  of  things,  and 
e  could  not  doubt  that  the  House  would 
pass  such  a  measure.  Then  they  had  the 
National  Gallery,  which  he  believed  was 
even  more  conservative  than  the  British 
Museum.  What  he  meant  was  that 
there  was  even  a  ereater  absence  of 
power  to  act  in  the  Governing  Body  of 
the  National  Gallery  than  there  was  in 
that  of  the  British  Museum.  The  insti- 
tution had  six  Trustees,  one  or  two  hav- 
ing been  Trustees  for  many  years.  One 
was  a  Colonial  Governor;  and  if  he 
could  manage  the  affairs  of  the  National 
Gallery  whue  in  a  distant  Colony,  it  was 
evident  that  there  could  not  be  much  to 
do,  or  else  that  everything  was  managed 
on  the  drifting  principle.  Another  held 
an  office  in  the  Foreign  Service,  and  he 
had  been  absent  for  a  long  time  from 
England.  The  Curator,  by  some  strange 
and  anomalous  arrangement,  was  almost 
invariably  a  past  Koyal  Academician. 
Then  they  had  the  South  Kensington 
Museum,  where  his  hon.  Friend  could 
find  an  exemplification  of  the  principle 
which  he  desired  to  have  extended. 
But  though  the  GK>veming  Body  were 
able,  active,  and  zealous,  they  could  not 
do  all  the  good  they  might  do,  and  which 
the  country  not  unreasonably  looked  for 
from  them.  He  was  not  able  to  nve 
the  figures  for  the  last  year,  as  the  Ite- 
port  of  the  Museum  for  1880  had  not  yet 
been  presented ;  but  he  saw  by  the  Be- 
port  of  1879  that  through  the  agency  of 
the  oiroulatinff  department  of  the  South 
Kensing^n  Museum  no  fewer  than 
1,670,000  persons  had  been  enabled  to 
visit  exhibitions  of  art  objects  sent  from 
Soath  Kensington  to  {he  large  ftovin-  ! 
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dal  towns.  That  which  was  the  case 
with  South  Kensington  ought  to  be  the 
case  with  the  British  Museum  and  the 
National  Gallery.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Ipswich  proposed  by  his 
Amendment  to  give  grants  of  sums  of 
money  to  Provincial  museums  to  purchase 
works  of  art  for  themselves.  But  he 
should  remember  that  every  acquirer 
looked  upon  every  other  acquirer  with 
feelings  of  hate  and  mistrust;  and  he 
feared  that  those  feelings  would  not  be 
absent  from  the  minds  of  the  conductors 
of  the  Provincial  museums,  who  would 
thus  be  enabled  to  go  into  the  market 
and  bid  against  each  other. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  said,  his  sug. 
gestion  was  that  the  South  Kensington 
authorities  should  make  or  sanction  the 
purchases. 

Mb.  MAGNXAC  said,  there  was  one 
real  remedy  which  ouffht  to  be  adopted 
— namely,  the  establiuiinff  of  a  central 
department  to  govern  all  those  bodies. 
This  was  certain,  that  it  was  impossible 
things  could  be  left  much  longer  in  their 
present  state — some  sufiPering  from  stag- 
nation, some  from  incapacity,  and  others 
from  uselessness.  The  first  thing  the  Cen- 
tral Body  should  do  would  be  to  classify 
all    the    existing    collections.      At  the 
British  Museum,  for  example,  there  was 
a  magnificent  collection  of  etchings,  en- 
gravings,  and  drawings  by  the  great 
masters;  while  many  of  ihe  originals 
were  in  the  National  Gtdlery.     They 
ought  to  be  together,  for  the  object  of 
all  collectors  was  completeness ;  and  the 
same  observation  applied  to  South  Ken- 
sington, which  had  recently  entered  on 
the  domain,  one  not  its  own,  of  clas- 
sical antiquities.     That  very  day  he  had 
seen  in  the  National  Gallery  three  of  the 
most  deplorable  specimens  of  pictures 
that  had  ever  been  placed  there.     Pro- 
bably they  never  would  have  been  pla<^ 
there  at  fdl  if  we  had  had  a  governing 
authority  which  was  competent  to  put  its 
foot  down  on  purchases  of  this  kind. 
The  appointment  of  such  an  authority 
would  also  be  a  remedy  for  the  state  of 
chaos  in  which  some  of  our  museums 
were  placed  by  bequests  and  gifts  of  ob- 
jects of  classical  and  medieeval    anti- 
quity, and  objects  of  art  and  of  natural 
science,  which  were  left  or  presented  on 
the  condition  that  thev  should  all  be 
kept  in  one  place.    Probably  the  objec- 
tion of  testators  to  the  unnecessary  dis- 
persal of  their  collections  would  be  re- 
moved if  they  knew  that  the  objects  thejt 
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Soeaflwd  wanld  be  diatribated  in  suit- 
B  quAitan  by  a  responsible  central 
aatiioritT.  In  oonolaaion,  be  would  ex- 
pNH  a  bope  that  fbe  rigbt  bon.  OentLe- 
Bia  ibe  \^ee  IVeaident  of  the  Ooundl 
would  find  time  to  deal  with  this  ques- 
tion. No  method  of  making  grants  in 
aid,  bowerer  well  meant,  could  e£Peota- 
illy  graople  with  the  subject,  which 
on^t  to  be  dealt  with  in  the  manner  he 
bad  indicated. 

Mm.  MUNDELLA  said,  be  was  very 
amy  to  inteipoee  in  the  discussion, 
wbieb,  be  admitted,  bad  been  produc- 
tive of  great  adrantage ;  but  he  would 
aak  bis  lion.  Friend  the  Member  for 
bswioh  (Mr.  JjBaae  Oollings}  to  with- 
vaw  bia  Motion.  He  (Mr.  Mundella) 
folly  recognised  the  importance  of  the 
naationi  and  entirely  lympathized  with 
fta  deaire  of  his  bon.  Imend  the  Mem- 
ber Ibr  Ipswich  that  Municipal  Museums 
dMMikl  De  established  in  tbe  principal 
towns  in  England  and  should  receive 
some  aasistanoe  firom  the  central  autho- 
Bty.  But  assistance  in  the  shape  of 
^a^ng  Talnable  works  of  art  coula  not 
be  given  by  the  (Joyemment  to  all  the 
maaouma  in  England.  To  the  existence 
of  the  Sonlb  ^nsington  Museum  was 
doe  the  Ihot  that  every  considerable  Pro- 
viBcial  town  was  desirous  of  having  a 
■milar  inatitution  of  its  own.  Increase 
cf  appetite  grew  firom  what  it  fed  upon. 
Ibe  question  was,  bow  the  desired  ob- 
jaet  waa  to  be  attained  ?  Was  it  to  be 
attained  by  meana  of  nants  from  the 
Laparial  Exchequer  ?  He  asserted  that 
flbat  would  be  impossible.  Even  if  the 
Ibing  were  poaaible,  it  would  be  wrong 
to  eome  to  the  Exchequer  and  say — 
"Ton  mnat  set  up  a  museimi  in  every 
gnat  town  in  England."  The  thing 
was  impoaaible  owing  to  the  rarity  of 
file  obieota— even  the  duplicates — ^to 
be  ezfaiDitedi  and  they  were  becoming 
ttora  aoavoe  and  costly  every  day.  It 
woold  be  utterly  impossible,  for  example, 
la  eoiUeot  another  South  Kensington 
Koseiim.    His  bon.  Friend  asked  that 

rats  &r  theae  works  of  art  should  not 
eonfined  to  London,  Dublin,  and 
Bdinbvmrb ;  and  another  bon.  Member 
flEr.  Ynmn)  aaid^  your  Science  Pro- 
■BBon  na  your  mining  engineers  should 
tat  be  ooafined  to  London,  but  should 
be  peripatetie.  "They  ought  to  go 
lata  ihe«*^»*»"g  districts,  and  teach  those 
_. ^  ji^  jjittmng  and  other  industries 
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School  in  London  exist  for  ?  There  was 
no  mining  business  in  London ;  but  the 
school  was  there  because  it  was  a  great 
centre,  and  it  existed  solely  for  the  Pro- 
vinces and  other  districts  in  England. 
His  bon.  Friend  seemed  to  think  the 
South  Kensington  Museum  existed  ex- 
clusively for  the  benefit  of  London.  He 
(Mr.  Mundella)  was  only  responsible  for 
one  portion  of  that  Museum — the  Science 
and  Art  Department.  That  Department 
existed  infinitely  more  for  the  Provinces 
than  for  London.  His  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Jesse  Colling^)  expressed  surprise.  Let 
him  point  out  to  him  that,  although  he 
put  a  Notice  on  the  Paper,  asking  the 
House  to  declare  that  these  g^nts 
should  not  be  confined  to  London,  Dub- 
lin, and  Edinburgh,  but  should  be  more 
equally  distributed  to  the  Provinces, 
that  was  exactly  what  was  done  in  the 
case  of  those  gprants.  Of  the  Science 
School  and  Science  grant,  £33,842,  or 
84  per  cent,  went  to  the  schools  in  the 
Provinces,  while  £6,386,  or  16  per  cent 
only,  went  to  the  schools  in  London, 
Dublin,  or  Edinburgh.  Again,  of  the 
aid  grant  to  art  schools,  £22,510,  or  78 
per  cent,  wont  to  the  Provinces,  and 
only  £6,461,  or  22  per  cent,  to  London, 
Dublin,  or  Edinburgh.  The  sum  of 
£8,694  was  given  to  the  School  of  Mines, 
practically  for  instruction  entirely  for 
the  Provincial  industries.  He  would 
now  take  the  art  training  schools  in 
London,  Dublin  and  Edinburgh,  which 
trained  nearly  all  the  teachers  in  the 
United  Kingdom.  Of  150  and  odd  art 
schools  in  the  country,  the  teachers  in 
about  130  schools  had  been  trained  at 
South  Kensington  Local  Schools,  also, 
had  the  privilege  of  purchasing  works 
of  art  and  necessaries  at  prime  cost. 
Surely  that  was  encouraging  art  in  the 
Provinces.    A  special  Eeport  had  been 

Eublished  of  the  circulation  of  art  objects 
elonging  to  South  Kensington  Museum. 
Every  Member  of  the  House  could  as- 
certain what  had  been  done.  They  had 
a  large  staff,  working  at  its  fullest 
strength,  engaged  in  circulating  the 
South  Kensington  works  of  art.  He 
had  no  wish  to  reflect  on  the  British 
Museum  or  the  National  Gallery ;  but 
he  would  say,  if  there  was  one  institu- 
tion which  did  its  work  effectually,  and 
which  had  been  worked  to  the  very 
fullest  stretch  of  its  capacity,  it  was  the 
South  Kensington  Museum.  Indeed, 
bis   own  friends  were  in  the  habit  of 
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complainiiig  tliat  whenever  they  went 
to  that  Museum  to  see  some  particular 
work  of  art  the  case  was  empty,  and  a 
label  announced  that  it  was  lent,  to 
Birmingham  or  some  other  Provincial 
town.  The  number  of  art  objects, 
paintings,  and  drawings,  estimated  at 
five  years'  purchase,  alone  circulated 
in  the  Provincial  towns  in  1880  was 
9,437 ;  of  scientific  apparatus,  1,970. 
Examples  were  circulatea  in  55  institu- 
tions. The  cost  of  circulation  amounted 
to  £4,659.  He  thoroughly  agreed  with 
the  Mover  and  the  Seconder  of  the  Be- 
solution  in  reference  to  our  local  indus- 
tries. He  believed  the  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester  (Mr.  Slagg),  who  was 
about  to  serve  on  a  Technical  Education 
Commission,  would  find  that  no  country 
in  Europe  was  doing  as  much  for  art,  as 
appHed  to  manufactures,  as  was  being 
done  in  this  country  at  this  moment 
through  the  medium  of  the  South  Ken- 
sington Museum.  How  they  could  assist 
these  museums  was  in  the  matter  of  re- 
production. His  hon.  Friend  seemed 
to  overlook  the  fact  that  for  the  first 
time  this  year  a  Vote  of  £2,000  would 
be  taken  for  reproduction  of  works  of 
art,  ancient  and  mediaeval,  and  Votes  of 
£1 ,500  under  sub-head  4.  Objects  which 
would  cost  £3,000,  and  whose  value 
would  be  more  than  double  that  amount, 
would  be  given  for  the  small  contribu- 
tion of  £1,500  from  the  localties.  If 
the  sum  was  not  larger  it  was  not  his 
fault ;  he  had  done  his  best  to  make  it 
larger.  His  hon.  Friend  hoped  that 
he  would  not  fall  short  of  the  promises 
made  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Middlesex  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
in  1877  ;  but  he  thought  he  had  gone  a 
good  deal  beyond  the  noble  Lord.  The 
noble  Lord  said,  on  the  occasion  re- 
ferred to,  that  the  present  was  a  time 
when  the  resources  of  the  country  were 
strained,  and  a  strict  economy  was  very 
properly  exercised  by  those  who  had 
control  of  the  public  expenditure,  so 
that  the  hands  of  Ministers  in  charge  of 
the  various  Departments  were  much 
tied.  The  noble  Lord  added  that  the 
Government  would  not  overlook  the 
matter,  which  would  receive  careful 
consideration,  and  when  it  came  under 
discussion  next  year  he  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  able  to  give  an  opi- 
nion one  way  or  the  other.  That  was 
what  was  said  by  the  noble  Lord ;  but 
this  year  the  Gtovemment  were  prepared 
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to  give  £8,00b  for  reproductions,  which 
the  Provincial  towns  miffht  have  for 
half  the  cost  if  they  would  only  begin 
to  help  themselves.  When  he  sat  below 
the  Gangway,  for  three  years  in  suoces- 
sion  he  brought  in  a  Bill  to  enable  every 
locality  to  rate  itself  under  the  Free 
Libraries  and  Museums  Act  to  the 
amount  of  2d.  in  the  pound.  The  Muni- 
cipalities ought  not  to  be  fettered  in  the 
way  they  were  at  present.  This  House 
unduly  exercised  a  controlling  power 
when  it  said  that  for  free  libraries  and 
museums  only  a  rate  o£ld.  in  the  pound 
would  be  allowed.  A  second  Id,  would 
pay  for  the  museums;  and,  what  was 
more,  local  liberality  would  be  developed 
to  an  enormous  extent.  Li  Birmingham 
one  person  alone  had  subscribed  £8,000, 
and  a  few  others  £7,000  more.  That 
was  only  a  beginning,  and  he  was  as 
sure  as  he  was  of  his  existence  that  in  a 
few  years  Birmingham  would  have  a 
fine  museum.  Such  institutions  werei 
of  course,  not  built  in  a  day.  The  col- 
lection at  South  Kensington  was  the 
laughing-stock  of  the  country  for  a  lon|f 
time ;  but  now  the  public  had  come  to 
appreciate  its  value.  It  was  rather  dis- 
creilitable  to  us  that  we  had  no  gallezy 
of  the  finest  casts.  At  South  Kensing- 
ton they  had  resolved  to  have  a  gtJlery 
of  casts.  They  were  prepared  to  have 
Votes  year  after  year  for  the  purpose, 
and  if  those  Votes  went  on  increasing 
he  should  be  the  better  pleased.  His  hon. 
Friend  ought  to  be  satisfied  with  what 
had  been  already  achieved.  It  was  doe 
to  the  persistency  and  eloquence  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  Slagg) 
that  they  had  a  Vote  on  the  Estimates 
this  year.  Let  his  friends  in  Manches- 
ter and  Birmingham  and  elsewhere  ac- 
cept what  the  Government  were  doing 
this  year,  and  next  year  he  should  be 
happy  to  see  what  the  Treasury  would 
do  for  those  most  useftd  institutions* 
The  cultivation  of  the  love  of  beauty 
and  the  feeling  for  art  workmanship 
would  be  of  the  greatest  benefit  to  the 
Provinces.  If  the  matter  was  onoe  set 
on  foot,  local  liberality  would  come  to 
the  aid  of  local  rates,  and  with  such 
duplicates  as  the  Department  was  pre- 
pared to  give  the  towns  would  have 
splendid  museums.  He  must  remind 
the  House  that  it  was  not  by  grants 
from  the  State  that  the  great  towns 
of  Italy,  Germany,  and  other  oountrior 
created  their  museums ;  but  it  was  hf 
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tbe  ipirit  and  local  patriotiBm  of  their 
dtuans  which  made  people  proud  of 
ft«r  towns.  He  did  not  think  that 
Imnoolt  Manehester/or  Birmingham 
VM  aeficient  in  that  local  patriotism 
lAioh  characterised  Florence  and  other 
dfciflB  which  were  distingaiBhed  on  the 
Oontinent  toft  their  devotion  to  and  cul- 
tiration  of  art. 

Sm  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  he 
begged  the  House  to  distinguish  between 
what  the  Trustees  of  the  British  Museum 
floold  do  legally  and  what  they  could 
nut  Several  wings  which  had  been 
i&ided  to  on  the  present  occasion  were 
oitizely  b^x>nd  their  nowers.  The  hon. 
Kember  m  Bedford  (Mr.  Magniac) 
wished  that  the  Trustees  should  hand 
over  their  prints  to  the  National  GFal- 
IsKT.  The  Trustees  had  no  more  power 
to  hand  over  those  prints  than  his  hon. 
friend.  They  were  strictly  tied  down. 
He  was  sure  he  might  say  that  the 
Urasteea  were  reader  to  consider  any  sug- 
nstions  which  mi^ht  be  thrown  out; 
Dot  it  was  hardly  fiEur  to  blame  them  for 
not  doing  what  th^  had  no  power  to 
do.  Then  his  hon.  I*riend  said  that  the 
InisteeB  might  have  brought  in  a  Bill 
to  eni^e  £em.  He  did  not  think  it 
was  for  the  Trustees  to  do  so.  In  1878, 
sa  Act  passed  through  that  House 
oiaUing  the  Trustees  to  give  away 
dnpIicateSy  and  from  that  moment  they 
wete  end!eaTouring  to  carry  out  the 
object  of  the  Act  as  faithfully  as  they 
eonld.  They  had  in  the  British  Museum, 
peihaps,  the  very  finest  collection  in  the 
voildy  of  which  the  nation  might  well 
bs  proud.  He  hoped  that  his  hon. 
Friend  would  for  the  present  be  con- 
tented with  the  discussion  that  had 
been  raised,  and  would  not  go  to  a 
division.  There  was  evidently  so  much 
to  be  said  in  favour  of  reconsidering 
flia  position  of  the  National  Museums, 
that  the  whole  subject  might,  perhaps, 
be  discussed  with  advantage  another 


Ms.  ILLINOWOBTH  said,  he  was 
qpdte  willing  to  bear  testimony  to  the 
rnadinnnii  with  which  the  authorities  of 
tta  South  Kensington  Museum  had  as- 
■ited  the  effcnts  which  had  recently 
been  made  to  establish  a  local  museum 
at  Bradford.  His  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Ibnber  for  Sheffi^d  (Mr.  Mundella) 
hsd  cheeiAilly  complied  with  the  request 
iHuoh  had  been  made  to  him.  His  hon. 
Jhisad  the  Member  for  East  Cumber- 


land (Mr.  E.  B.  Howard),  with  equal 
readiness,  when  an  application  was  made 
to  the  National  Gallery,  undertook,  on 
behalf  of  that  institution,  to  do  all  that 
he  could,   and   the  result  was  that  a 
valuable    collection    had  been  lent  to 
Bradford.    It  was  not  known  or  antici- 
pated at  Bradford    that   these  liberal 
concessions  would  be    made,   and  the 
grants    had    been    received    with    the 
greatest  ^ratification  and  surprise.     He 
suggested  to  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
importance  of  letting  it  be  generally 
known  that  these  collections  at  South 
Kensing^n  and  elsewhere  were  available 
for  the  use  of  localities  even  if  it  were  only 
for  a  short  period.  But  he  confessed  that 
he  was  not  altogether  satisfied  with  the 
position  of  his  right  hon.  Friend.     He 
had  said  that  it  was  necessary  to  keep 
the  great  originals  in  London,  where 
they  would  be  sufficiently  guarded.    He 
thought  that  some  of  these  fl;reat  pic- 
tures and  objects  of  art  would  be  a  great 
ornament  to  local  museums,  and  it  would 
be  a  relief  in  many  instances  to  over- 
crowded galleries   in  London  to  send 
them  away.    He  thought  that,  so  far  as 
educational  results  were  concerned,  the 
Provinces  would  receive  as  much  benefit 
from  these  exhibitions  as  the  people  of 
London  did.    He  mij?ht  go  further,  and 
say  that  it   was    of  the  greatest  im- 
portance, in  regard  to  the  industries  of 
many  parts  of  England,  that  there  should 
be  higher  education  in  arts  and  science. 
He  quite  agreed  that  the  National  Ex- 
chequer should  not  be  liable  for  the 
whole  of  the  attendant  expense;   but 
wherever  districts  had  shown  a  desire 
to  have  these  collections,  and  to  esta- 
blish a  course  of  art  studies,  such  as 
Manchester,  Liverpool,  or  Birmingham, 
he  thought  the  Department  should  deal 
with  these  localities  in  a  liberal  way. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  had  pointed  out 
that  a  sum  of  £1,500  for  tliis  year  had 
been  set  aside  for  the  distribution  of  art 
objects,  in  addition  to  £2,000  for  their 
reproduction ;  and  he  held  out  that  as 
an  earnest  of  better  things  to  come. 
He  must  say  that  to  him  the  sum  ap- 
peared to  be  contemptible.     An  hon. 
Friend  sitting  near  him  had  said  the 
figure  must  be  £150,000.     He  should 
have  been  satisfied,  too,  if  that  had  been 
the  figure.  The  sum  of  £1,500  was  alto- 
gether inadequate,  and  almost  an  insult 
to  the  country.     He  must  ask  his  right 
hon.  Friend  to  bring  greater  pressure 
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upon  the  Treasury;  and  he  suggested 
that  if  economy  were  to  be  practised, 
as  he  argued  was  desirable,  it  should  be 
carried  out  in  the  direction  of  saving 
the  tons  of  gunpowder  that  were  blown 
away  in  nunnery  experiments  and  such 
like.  It  nad  been  said  that  London  was 
a  convenient  centre  for  these  collectionsi 
and  that  the  art  objects  there  exhibited 
were  accessible  to  persons  from  all  parts 
of  the  country.  But  there  were  many 
struggling  young  men  throughout  the 
country  who  would  be  eager  to  avail 
themselves  of  these  treasures  if  they 
were  within  a  short  distance  of  their 
homes  ;  but  the  expense  of  a  journey  to 
London  and  of  remaining  there  for  such 
a  time  as  to  make  their  studies  valuable 
was  a  very  serious  matter. 

Mb.  ANDEESON  wished,  in  the  first 
place,  to  acknowledge  in  the  strongest 
terms  the  manner  in  which  the  South 
Kensington  Museum  authorities  assisted 
with  loans  and  articles  for  exhibition 
those  localities  which  desired  such  as- 
sistance. He  had  occasion  recently  to 
§0  with  a  deputation  from  Glasgow  to 
le  Department  on  this  subject,  and 
he  could  assure  the  House  they  were 
met  more  than  half-way.  The  Depart- 
ment was  now  engaged  in  making  a 
selection  of  most  valuable  articles  of 
Oriented  art  to  be  sent  down  to  an  exhi- 
bition in  Glasgow.  He  did  not  think,  how- 
ever, that  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  had 
really  met  the  question  before  the  House. 
There  was  a  want  of  management  in 
connection  with  the  great  museums — 
the  National  Gallery  and  the  British 
Museum — which  was  very  much  to  be 
condemned.  Only  the  other  day,  two 
pictures  by  David  Koberts  were  be- 
queathed to  the  nation ;  but  the  National 
Gallery,  having  already  pictures  by  that 
artist  on  its  walls,  refused  to  accept  them. 
Why  could  not  these  pictures  have  been 
taken  by  the  nation,  put  into  a  circulating 
department  with  others,  and  sent  round 
the  country  ?  Simply  because  the  Na- 
tional Gallery  happened  to  be  crowded, 
valuable  pictures  of  this  kind  were  de- 
clined as  a  bequest.  The  main  point  of 
his  hon.  Friend  TMr.  Jesse  Ceilings)  was 
the  treatment  oi  the  Provinces  as  com- 
pared with  London,  and  that  was  a 
complaint  which  he  (Mr.  Anderson)  had 
been  makinj^  ever  since  he  came  into 
the  House.  London  had  everything  done 
for  it,  and  did  nothing  for  itself ;  whereas 
Provincial  cities  did  everything  for  them- 
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selves,  and  were  left  to  do  so.  At  pre- 
sent, grants  were  only  given  to  London, 
Dublin,  and  Edinbur^.  They  were 
given,  he  believed,  to  Edinburgh  and 
Dublin  because  they  were  considered  as 
Metropolitan;  but  the  industrial  ma** 
seums  were  misplaced.  There  was  an 
industrial  museum  at  Edinburgh  sup- 
ported by  the  State;  but  Edinburgh 
was  not  an  industrial  city.  Glasgow  and 
Dundee  were  the  two  chief  industrial 
towns  in  Scotland,  and  they,  if  any,  ought 
to  receive  such  assistance  from  the  State* 
Some  hon.  Members  objected  to  anything 
being  done  for  industrial  towns  ;  but 
urged  that  grants  should  only  be  given 
for  the  Metropolis.  But  they  seemed  to 
forget  that  the  prosperity  of  the  Metro- 
pohs  depended  upon  the  prosperity  of 
the  Ptovmcial  towns,  and  the  prosperity 
of  those  towns  was  only  to  be  kept  up  1^ 
doing  evej^thinff  we  possibly  could  to 
promote  the  te<mnical  education  of  the 
people  of  those  towns.  It  was  from  that 
point  of  view  that  he  ventured  to  sup- 
port the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Ipswich. 

Me.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  wished 
to  point  out  that  the  British  Museum 
had  a  valuable  collection  of  engravings 
which  no  one  hcirdly  ever  saw.  Some 
time  ago,  when  an  exhibition  of  engrav- 
ings was  held  at  Burlington  House,  the 
British  Museum  did  not  come  forward 
and  contribute  to  that  exhibition,  so 
that  the  public  had  no  opportunity  of 
seeing  what  engravings  the  nation  pos- 
sessed. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK:  The  Trustees 
of  the  British  Museum  have  no  power 
to  lend  their  collection  of  engraving^. 

Mb.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  thought 
if  that  was  the  case  it  would  be  a  good 
thing  to  give  the  Trustees  that  power. 
Those  engravings,  if  they  could  be  seen 
by  the  public,  would  do  much  to  im- 
prove the  artistic  taste  of  the  people. 

Mb.  WOODALL  said,  most  of  them 
who  had  experience  in  museums  must 
know  that  what  was  wanted  was  not 
merely  permanent  collections  with  whioJi 
people  became  familiar  and  in  time  very 
weary,  but  that  which  was  continually 
fresh,  suggesting  new  lines  of  thought ; 
and  it  was  because  it  accomplished  that 
particular  end  that  he  wished  to  tender 
nis  strong  acknowledgments  of  the  very 
great  value  of  the  circulating  depart- 
ment of  South  Kensington.  ThatB3rsteBi 
of  oizonlation  where  ImaI  muteoms  wete 
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whUMied  had  worked  rery  well  for  a 

lumber  of  years  with  yery  contracted 

■ataruil,  and  it  was  only  within  com- 

nnAiyely  recent  times  that  works  had 

M8D  taken  out  of  the  museum  proper 

md  lent  drenlating  round  the  countiy. 

With  the  enooarag^ement  of  the  House, 

wl  Boch  pressure  as  the  House  could 

suRise  upon  the  Gk>yemment,  strength- 

adng  them  in  that  IResolution,  he  saw 

BO  reason  why  the  whole  of  the  South 

Knsington  Museum  should  not  he  made 

sraQable  throughout  the  Proyinces.    It 

appeared  to  him  that  their  aim  should 

M  to  encourage,  strongmen,  and  extend 

flds  systeni,  rather  than  to  ask  for  aid 

lor  the  purchase  of  a  permanent  colleo- 

tion,  to  be  kept  in  the  local  museums. 

Ho  miffht  mention    that  in  his    own 

honnigE  there  were  three  museums  at 

tkil  moment  which  were  aided  by  grants 

from  the  circulation  department.    Be- 

Mitly,  when  they  wanted  a  collection 

of  Japanese  examples  a  certain  sum  of 

WMiey  was  subscribed  in  order  to  secure 

As  50  per  cent  aid  giyen  by  the  Depart- 

■snt.    The  result  was  they  obtained  a 

yerv  yaluable  collection ;  and  while  this 

mud  be  done,  it  was  unreasonable  to 

•ik  the  House  to  pass  a  Eesolution  to 

As  eflbct  that  g^rants  in  aid  of  Industrial 

lai  Art  Museums  were  not  to  be  confined 

ts  London,  Edinburgh  and  Dublin.   He 

vould  only  ask  that  in  granting  this  aid 

fte  Department  should  abolish  the  dis- 

tinetkm  which  had  been  a  little  embar- 

issring  in  limiting  the  aid  to  Museums 

bk  oonnection  with  Schools  of  Art. 

Ma.  MUNDELLA :  That  has  already 
p^ifln  done* 

Ma.  WOODALL  said,  he  was  glad 
cf  that.  Where  localities  had  pro- 
fided  firee  libraries  and  establi^ed 
■msenms,  they  gave  the  Department 
an  aasnrance  that  objects  sent  to  them 
would  be  cared  for,  and  proper  faoi- 
Ihies  afforded  for  the  public  seeing 
tiuoi.  One  other  sue^estion  was  that 
tbs  Tslue  of  these  oBjects  of  art  sent 
down  from  time  to  time  would  be  largely 
iaonased  if  a  system  of  lectures  were 
oigaaized  for  the  purpose  of  giving  an 
ffipwitiffn  of  the  objects  themselves. 

Qneetion  put. 

Ihe  House  divided : — Ayes  48  ;  Noes 
85:  Mqority  87.— (Div.  List,  No.  360.) 

Maia  Question  proposed,  ''That  Mr. 
^pahir  do  now  leave  the  Ohair." 


SCIENCE  AND  ART  DErARTMENT, 
SOUTH  KENSINGTON  —  UNITED 
WESTMINSTER  SCUOOLS  OF  ART- 
CASE  OF  MR.  GOFFIN,  THE  HEAD 
MASTER.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON,  who 

had  the  following  Besolution  on   tho 

Paper : — 

"  That  tho  rotontion  by  the  Governors  of  tho 
Unitod  Westminster  Schools  of  Mr.  Golhn  as 
head  master  of  that  public  institution,  after  ho 
had,  by  a  Select  Committee  of  this  House 
specially  appointed  in  1870  to  inquire  into  his 
conduct  at  tne  request  of  tho  Governors  of  tho 
Schools,  been  found  guilty  of  a  systematic  course 
of  fraud,  falsehood,  and  subornation,  is  a  public 
scandal,  and  as  such  demands  the  immediate 
attention  of  the  Education  Office  and  Charit}' 
Commissioners, '  * 

said,  it  was  with  groat  regret  that  he 
was  compelled,  in  the  interest  of  public 
morality,  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  this  case ;  but  the  issues  in- 
volved were  so  grave,  and  so  affected, 
not  only  the  whole  system  of  science  in- 
struction provided  and  paid  for  by  the 
State,  but  so  directly  impugned  the 
honour  and  authority  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  that  he  had  no  alternative, 
even  at  this  period  of  the  Session,  but 
to  bring  the  matter  before  the  House. 
He  was  afraid,  however,  that  if  he  had 
been  able  to  put  his  Eesolution  it  would 
have  been  regarded  as  couched  in  strong 
language  ;  and,  therefore,  unless  he  laid 
before  the  House  the  full  details  of  the 
accusation  it  might  appear  so  incompre- 
hensible as  not  to  be  worthy  of  credit. 
It  was  necessary,  in  the  first  place,  that 
the  House  should  remember  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  these  science  and  art 
examinations  were  conducted  and  the 
method  of  payment  consequent  thereon. 
All  moneys  paid  through  the  Education 
Office  or  tho  Art  and  Science  Depart- 
ment to  managers  of  schools  for  tho 
support  of  schools  or  classes  were  do- 
pendent  upon  the  results  of  certain  pro- 
scribed examinations.  In  elementary 
schools  these  examinations  were  con- 
ducted in  person  by  the  Education  In- 
spectors and  they  ranged  over  the  wholo 
year.  For  art  and  science  there  was  a 
different  system.  The  examinations 
were  conducted  by  printed  papers  issued 
at  a  certain  given  date  to  all  the  schools 
and  classes  in  the  Kingdom ;  the  ex- 
aminations were  held  simultaneously, 
and  all  the  papers  were  then  sent  back 
to  the  Art  and  Science  Department,  were 
examined  by  the  various  Professors  at 
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South  Kensington,  and  for  every  obild 
or  individual  who  passed  a  certain  test 
in  any  one  or  more  given  subjects  a  pay- 
ment of  £1  per  head  for  each  subject  so 
passed  was  paid  to  the  school  or  class  in 
which  he  had  been  taught.  A  certain 
interval  must  necessarily  elapse  between 
the  date  at  which  these  examination 
papers  were  distributed  by  South  Ken- 
sington and  the  day  upon  which  the 
examination  was  held,  and  during  that 
period  the  secretary  or  committee  of  the 
School  of  Arts  were  specially  responsible 
for  their  safe  custody.  As  an  additional 
precaution  against  fraud,  two  members 
of  the  committee  were  requested  to  per- 
sonally vouch  by  their  signatures  that 
the  regulations  and  conditions  of  the 
Department  had  in  every  sense  been 
complied  with.  Upon  the  faithful  ful- 
filment of  these  duties  depended  the 
whole  system  of  examination ;  if  the 
committee  thoroughly  performed  their 
self  -  imposed  duties,  nothing  could 
be  simpler  and  more  satisfactory 
than  its  working ;  if  they  neglected 
them,  the  examination  might  become  a 
fraud  of  the  worst  description,  inculcat- 
ing deceit  and  dishonesty  into  the  minds 
of  the  children  examined.  The  pay- 
ments made  for  teaching  science  far  ex- 
ceeded those  paid  for  elementarv  in- 
struction. Few  elementary  schools  ob- 
tained for  all  the  subjects  taught  under 
the  Code  a  payment  of  £1  per  scholar, 
whereas  every  pass  in  science  brings  in 
£1,  and  many  students  take  up  several 
science  subjects  at  a  time.  During 
the  time  he  was  at  the  Education 
Office,  a  good  many  instances  of  fraud 
in  connection  with  these  art  and  science 
examinations  came  before  him;  in  al- 
most every  instance  they  were  the  result 
of  negligence  on  the  part  of  the  com- 
mittee or  governing  body  of  the  school. 
Of  the  unhappy  cases  by  far  the  worst 
were  the  frauds  of  Mr.  Goffin,  the  pre- 
sent head  master  of  the  Westminster 
United  Schools.  These  schools  were 
established  by  a  scheme  of  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commissioners,  and  were  sup- 
ported by  funds  previously  administered 
Dy  the  Corporation  of  London.  They 
were  among  the  largest  middle-class 
schools  in  the  Metropolis,  containing 
over  600  boys.  Being  secondary  schools, 
they  were  not  under  the  Education  De- 
partment, and  the  only  authorities  hav- 
ing any  indirect  control  over  them  were 
the  Charity  Commissioners.  Mr.  Goffin, 
an  elementary  certificated  teacher,  was 
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in  1874,  at  a  salary  of  £500  per  annum, 
appointed  head  master  of  the  schools  by 
the  Governing  Body,  of  whom  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Maidstone  (Sir 
Sydney  Waterlow)  was  the  chairman. 
Mr.   Goffin  proceeded  to  establish  aii 
and  science  classes  in  connection  with 
South  Kensington,   and  the  paymenti 
made  for  such  teaching  through  the  Gto* 
vemors  were,  in  1875,  £86  to  Mr.  Goffin* 
£8  to  an  assistant ;  in  1876,  to  Mr.  Gh>ffin 
£355  10«.,  to  the  assistant  £41— total, 
£396  10«.  In  1877,  to  Mr.  Goffin  £386,  to 
thea8sistant£65 — ^total,£451.  Thesepay- 
ment«  were  all  made  upon  the  certificato 
of  the  Governors  that  all  the  precautions 
and  regulations  of  the  Department  hid 
been  fulfilled  to  the  letter.   Very  shortlj 
after  he  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  WM 
appointed  Vice  President  of  the  CounoiL 
In  May,  1878,  two  days  after  the  soienoa 
examination,  Colonel  Donnelly,  the  head 
of  the  Science  Department,  was  visitad 
by  a  man,  who  said  that,  as  a  matter  of 
duty,  he  felt  compelled  to  inform  him  of 
what  was  going  on  in  the  Westminster 
Schools.     Though  not  a  master  himself 
he  had  a  brother  in  that  Institution,  who 
told  him  he  believed  that  by  some  means 
Mr.  Goffin  got  hold  of  the  papers  befim 
the  examination,  as  the  ''tips,"  whioh 
was  the  term  given  to  his  lessons  jnsfe 
previous  to  the  examination,  were  unda* 
niable  answers  to  the  questions  set.  His 
brother,   to  test  the    nature  of   thesa 
''  tips,"  got  the  notes  of  a  boy  taken  at 
a  chemistry  lesson  just  previous  to  tha 
examination.     These  notes  were  givoa 
to  a  master  of  the  name  of  Hall,  who 
was  going  up  for  the  same  examinatioOf 
but  had  not  been  present  at  this  leosont 
as  soon  as  the  chemistry  examination 
was  over.    On  comparing  the  notes  with 
the  examination  paper,   Colonel  Don- 
nelly's informant  discovered  that  thej 
were  eight  direct  answers  to  eight  of  tha 
questions  set,  the  number  of  questions 
to  be  answered    at    this    examination 
being  limited  to  eight.  The  name  of  tha 
boy  who  took  the  notes  was  unknown 
to  him.     Colonel  Donnelly  was  much 
startled  by  this  information.      If  the 
notes  were  authentic,  Mr.  Gk>ffin's  goilt 
was  clear ;  and  if  one  master  had  know- 
ledge of  the  contents  of  the  examination 
papers,  it  was  not  unlikelv  that  othen 
might  have  obtained  similar  informsc 
tion.  Colonel  Donnelly  immediately  took 
with  him  to  the  schools  two  experienoed 
Inspectors,    Mr.    Iselin    and    Cantain 
Abney,  and  they  infbrmed  Mr.  Qomn  of 
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ft»  wdnre  of  fhe  cdiarge  they  liad  to 
MkBuithout  mentioning  the  name  of 
jhn  infonnant.     Mr.  Gk>mn  denied  that 
kiwM  ffuilty.     An  examination  of  the 
kyt  took  pmee,  characterized  by  much 
Piffling  and  prevarication  on  their  part, 
■1  ewtain   of  their  note-books  with 
Mmltj  were   aeeared.     The  evidence 
tm  obtained  was,  in  the  unanimous 
flUon  of  the  officers,  conduaive  proofs 
flf  Ae  authenticity  of  the  notes ;  for  the 
Mfts-booka  oonoborated  the  notes  in  all 
■ntienlars.    Colonel  Donnelly  expressed 
Innlf  in  strong^  terms  with  regard  to 
A»  dmffling^  answers  of  the  boys,  and 
mut  the   notes   to  him  (Lord    George 
Hamilfeon).     "When  he  said  that  he  sub- 
mitted this  matter  to  experts  at  South 
Zaosing^ton,  he^hoped  the  House  would 
nooDect  that  there  was  a  combination 
if  talent  there  such  as  there  was,  per- 
'laps,  not  to  be  found  in  any  other  De- 
intmenty  inclnding  Professors  Huxley, 
SosDoe,  and  others,  whose  names  were 
if  Bnrcnpean  celebri^.    Throughout  the 
whole  of  this  painful  case  oomplete  and 
absolute    nnanimitj   prevailea    among 
gentlemen  concerning  the  charge 
t  Mr.  Goffin ;  while,  on  the  other 
the  opinion  of  men  of  immense 
vactioal    experience  in  the  Education 
Department    at    Whitehall    had    been 
agiially      dear.      He     (Lord     George 
Usmifton')  went  through  the  case  with 
As  utmcMt    care,   ana  in  his  opinion 
ikm  mtemal  evidence  was  overwhelm- 
iag;   but  before  coming  to   any  final 
the  Department  communicated 
ihe   Gtyvemors,   asking  for  their 
they^  in  turn,  asked  for  a  more 
hlsiliMl  charge,  which  was  given  them, 
AoDg^  he   declined  to  part  with  the 
sridenoe   and  note-books  of  the  boys; 
\n^  at  the  same  time,  suggested  to  the 
flefemors  a  visit  to  8ou&  Kensington 
Is  enable  them  to  see  the  nature  of  ti^ese 
Awoments.     The  Governors  then  held  a 
yflimiluij  inquiry  of  their  own,  and, 
■rinnTim  all  Mr.  Oofi&n's  statements, 
ftsy  forwarded  the  result  of  their  la- 
*     n  to  South  Kensington,  threatening 
Department  with  a  legal  action  if 
chaiges  were  not  withdrawn.    He 
through  the  defence  of  the  Gt>- 
andhe  found  that,  so  far  from 
eiHtliiowingy  it  most  conclusively  es- 
**Miihftfl  Kr.  Goffin's  guilt.     He  de- 
any  way   to  withdraw    the 
A  protracted  correspondence 
ISniuing  that  the  Governors 


were  impervious  to  anything  the  De- 
partment could  say,  its  decision  was 
made  absolute ;  and  all  Mr.  Goffin's  cer- 
tificates were  withdrawn.  The  threat- 
ened legal  action  was  not  brought.  In 
the  course  of  that  year  Mr.  Goffin 
became  one  of  the  committee  of  the 
National  Union  of  Elementarv  Teachers, 
and,  in  consequence,  the  whole  power  of 
that  very  influential  body  was  used  on 
his  behalf.  Petitions  were  sent  to  almost 
every  Member  of  Parliament  with  an 
elaborate  defence  of  Mr.  Gt)ffin,  and 
when  Parliament  met  in  the  ensuing 
year  the  hon.  Member  for  Maidstone 
(Sir  Sydney  Waterlow)  gave  Notice  of 
a  Motion  on  behalf  of  the  Gt)vemor8  for 
a  Select  Committee  to  investigate  the 
case.  In  the  meanwhile  he  received  so 
many  communications  from  persons  whose 
opinions  he  respected,  that  he  went  with 
the  utmost  care  into  the  whole  case  more 
than  once,  and  the  evidence  began  so  to 
accumulate,  both  as  regards  Mr.  Gt)ffin's 
antecedents,  as  well  as  his  conduct  at 
these  schools,  as  to  induce  the  belief 
that  for  many  years  past  he  had  carried 
on  a  system  of  wholesale  fraud.  In  1865 
he  was  master  at  Exton,  Oakham. 
Heavy  payments  were  made  to  him  for 
passing  small  children  through  a  num- 
ber of  science  subjects.  Doubts  were 
excited  in  the  minds  of  the  Examiners 
from  a  curious  identity  of  mistakes  in 
certain  papers.  The  suspicion  was  in- 
dignantly repelled  at  first  by  the  com- 
mittee; but  on  the  16th  of  October, 
1865,  they  admitted  the  charge  in  the 
following  terms : — 

"Tnasinuch  as  you  wrote  to  the  committco, 
through  me,  (luestioning  the  fair  dealing  of  the 
main  examinations,  though  the  points  referred 
to  were  honourably  carried  out,  yet  they  direct 
me  to  inform  you  a  communication  was  made 
last  week  by  the  boys — viz.,  the  questions  con- 
tained in  the  working  paper,  and  laid  before 
them  on  the  night  of  the  examination,  were  all 
known  to  them,  and  learnt  by  heart.  I  have 
further  to  acquaint  you  that  the  teacher  has  re- 
signed his  post  as  schoolmaster  here,  and  the 
class  consequently  has  broken  up." 

Mr.  Gt)ffin  next  attracted  attention  at  a 
school  at  Woking.  Children  of  tender 
years  were  taught  from  six  to  12  subjects 
of  science  at  a  time,  and  succeeded  in 
passing  in  many  of  them.  Again  the  sus- 
picions of  the  Department  were  aroused. 
Seven  separate  Inspectors'  Eeports  were 
made  commenting  on  the  complele  igno- 
rance of  children  jindeT  viva  voce  examina- 
tion compared  with  their  uniform  meoha- 
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nical  answers  at  the  written  examina- 
tions. Constant  cases  of  copyingocourred. 
Mr.Goffin  still  contrived  to  baffle  discovery 
by  the  adroitness  of  his  replies,  and  in 
1874,  mainly  on  the  recommendation  of 
the  managers  of  this  school,  he  was  ap- 
pointed head  master  of  the  Westminster 
Schools.  He  had  letters  which  he  would 
not  read  from  managers  both  of  the 
Woking  and  Exton  schools.  Both  were 
much  to  the  same  effect,  pointing  out 
how  Mr.  Goffin  had  deceived  them,  how 
thorough  their  confidence  in  him  had  been, 
and  how  he  had  concealed  his  faults  by 
a  most  extraordinary  power  of  lying. 
But  that  after  he  was  gone  his  system  of 
fraud  had  become  the  talk  of  the  place. 
By  a  mere  accident  he  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  received  information  which 
induced  the  Department  to  believe  that 
if  an  inquiry  on  oath  were  instituted 
such  an  exposure  would  ensue  as  would 
open  the  eyes  of  the  blindest,  and  ac- 
cordingly he  moved  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, as  it  was  the  only  means  by 
which  he  could  institute  such  an  in- 
quiry. It  was  appointed  in  July, 
1879,  and  Mr.  Lowe  (now  Lord  Sher- 
brooke)  became  its  Chairman,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ghravesend  (Sir  Sydney 
Waterlow)  representing  the  Governors. 
The  constitution  of  the  Committee  was 
perfectly  impartial,  and,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  himself  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ghravesend,  no  one  knew  beforehand  of 
the  nature  of  the  evidence  to  be  brought 
before  the  Committee.  They  determined 
to  examine  witnesses  on  oath,  because 
they  believed  that  if  either  party  were 
disposed  they  could  raise  the  question 
in  a  Court  of  Law  by  bringing  an  action 
for  perjury,  for  whereas  the  evidence 
given  oefore  a  Select  Committee  was 
privileged  so  far  as  libel  was  concerned, 
yet  the  witness  was  subject  to  the  same 
penalties  for  perjury  as  in  a  Court  of 
Law.  Mr.  Goffin  from  the  outset  had 
always  asserted  that  he  was  the  victim 
of  a  conspiracy,  into  which  teachers, 
pupils,  inspectors,  clergymen,  and  school 
managers  seemed  all  to  have  entered. 
The  Committee,  therefore,  determined 
to  allow  no  one  but  the  witness  under 
examination  to  be  in  the  room,  and  thus, 
by  subjecting  every  witness  to  the  most 
rigorous  examination,  prevent  the  pos- 
sibility of  the  conspiracy,  such  as  Mr. 
Goffin  complained  of,  from  accomplish- 
ing its  purpose.  The  course  of  proce- 
dure thus  adopted  by  tiie  Committee 
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was  en)eoially  favourable  to  the  speoiBl 
line  of  defence  of  Mr.  Goffin,  that  he 
was  the  victim  of  conspiracy.  He  shooldf 
in  the  interest  of  the  Department,  have 
preferred  an  inquiry  open  to  the  public^ 
at  which  the  skilled  experts  of  the  De- 
partment could  themselves  have  con- 
ducted their  case.  As  it  was  he  wis 
placed  at  mat  disadvantage.  The  ho» 
tile  attitude  of  the  Governors  precl«4ed 
him  from  making  the  necessary  preUmi- 
nary  inquiries  by  which  he  could  befoM 
this  Committee  have  ascertained  what 
teachers  and  boys  were  willing  to  speak 
the  truth  concerning  Mr.  Goffin's  prai^ 
tices.  He,  therefore,  summoned  smdi 
witnesses  as  he  thought  were  likely  to 
speak  the  truth,  though  several,  he  kneW| 
were  hostile  witnesses.  The  oral  eri- 
dence  extracted  from  them  was  over* 
whelming;  but  the  documentary  evi- 
dence was  even  stronger.  Teacher  aftet 
teacher  admitted  that  when  unfit  for 
examination  they  had  been  taught  the 
answers  to  questions  set  to  enable  them 
to  pass ;  document  after  document  ia 
Mr.  Goffin's  own  handwriting  was  pro- 
duced giving  direct  answers  to  questions 
set,  and  only  to  such  questions;  and 
letters  in  Mr.  Goffin's  handwriting  even 
more  criminating  were  produced.  Boja 
came  up  who  had  passed  from  three  to 
six  subjects  in  science  when  under  18 
years  of  age  by  being  taught  the  answers 
by  heart  overnight  to  the  questions  set, 
while  it  was  a  matter  of  physical  impos- 
sibility that  they  could  have  made  the 
attendances  necessary  to  qualify  them 
for  the  subjects  they  passed  in.  Bat  it 
was  not  merely  the  nature  of  the  evi- 
dence, but  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
given,  that  carried  conviction.  Evenr 
witness  was  severely  cross-examined^ 
yet  the  information  obtained  from  the 
reluctant  fitted  with  a  nicety  and  aoou- 
racy  in  unforeseen  details  that  no  pre- 
meditation could  have  insured.  He  had 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that  if  thc^ 
could  have  gone  at  much  greater  length 
into  the  case  they  could  have  obtained 
revelations  far  more  startling.  But  the 
evidence  they  obtained  during  the  two 
or  three  days  when  they  examined  wit- 
nesses was  deemed  so  conclusive  and  so 
far  more  than  sufficient  for  the  purpose 
in  view,  that  they  did  not  consider  it 
necessary  to  take  further  evidence.  The 
whole  of  the  evidence  was  sent  to  Mr. 
Goffin,  and  he  had  a  week  to  prepare 
his  defence.    On  one  point  alone  the 
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notseen the boyi'ezuiimAtiDii paper.  He 
(Lord  Qeorg^  Hamilton)  vas  examining 
the  boy,  Jones  by  name,  and  be  had  a 
aospidon  that  the  name  of  the  boy  was 
known  to  some  of  the  mastere  who  had 
taken  these  notes.  Bo  he  said  to  this 
boy — 


nidance  was  eli([lLtIf  defeotiTe,  &r,  al- 

tboogh  the     authentuntv  of   the  notas 

pten  to  Colonel  Donnelly  was  diaticUy 

ptiTdd  by  several  vitneases,  the  Gom- 

ldn«e  were  unable   to  find  the  boy  who 

Buk  them.     Mr.  Goffln  oame  up  and  was 

tominod  all  day.     They  were  relactant 

tonamine  him  on  oath,  but  hsinsistad. 

VUh  characteristia  audaoi^,  ha  seleoted 

«W  he  belieTod  to  be  the  weakest  point 

■  the  caae  against  him,  and  npon  it 

lii^«d  bis  whole  defence.    He  uleged 

tt<t  ha  was  the  Tiotim  of  a  oonapiraoy, 

■•d  that  the  outoome  of  that  conspiracy 

vac  the   concoction  of  these  notes  by 

evtain    of    the    ooDspirators  whom   he 

asndoned  by  niune,  and  it  was  beoause 

haooold  not  by. fair  means  hare  given 

Ifaa  information  which  they  contained 

ftat  they  were  conoooted  to  rain  him. 

these  assertions  were  made  on  oath. 

Mb  further  said  thatinqoiiy  ought  to  be 

Made  for  the  hoy.    If  the  hay  was  in 

tbe  school  why  was  he  not  forthooming  ? 

If  oot,  he  was  eatitled  to  aasert  that  the 

were    not  authentia.    He  made 

and  other  atatementa ;  but  he  did 

Mt  ^et  any  direct  eridenoe  to  rebut  the 

brought  agaioatbim,  though  he 

Bre  OS  a  long  list  of  witnesses,  the  in- 

Snocee  from  whose  eridenoe,  he  said, 

vsold,  in  hia  belief,  disprove  what  liad 

bMD  said    againet  him.     It  would  have 

bom  the  duty  of  the  Committee  to  have 

examined  all  these  witnesses  so  long  as 

my  doubt  remainadon  their  minds;  out 

the  next  day,  by  the  merest  accident,  the 

aathore   of  these  and  other  notes  were 

Useovered.      In    looking    through    the 

of   the  chemistry 

«en  in  the  hands  of 

io»  &e  examination, 

to  South  Kensington 

^___      h  the  extraordinary 

between  the  symbols,  formu- 

tai  uid'writing  of  one  paper  and  the 

•gtas  in  question  aa  to  make  him  think 

Jbttheboy  whose  name  was  on  the  paper 

"     author  of  the  notee.     The  boy 

it  for,  and  he  at  once  admitted 

notes  were  his,  and  taken  at  a 

Ifr.  Ooffln  just  previous 

They  compared  his 

ination  papers.    It 

ipoMible  for  these  notes 

e  examination  paper  by 

lent,  for  the  answer  to  every  single 

nestion  on  the  examination  paper  was 

B  these  notes.     It  was  impossible  for 

to  have  c^ooooted  them  who  had 


about  them f  — (A.)    'I   forget    now.' 

'  Try  and  think.     Did  aoybo^-  ever  aend  to  you 

about  thMe  not«»f '     (A.)  ■  I  waa  in  the  alaaa 


ft  day — in  Mr.  Kent's  claaa — and  he  said  to 
uioboyB — "  Have  any  of  you  given  any  notes  to 
anybody  t  "  and  1  said  "  Ye«,  sir,  I  gave  notes 
to  Mr.  Hall."  He  aaid,  "  That  is  nothing ; "  and 
thatiaaU.'" 

Another  boy  in  the  same  way  identified 
notes  which  were  almost  as  remarkable 
as  those  he  had  just  referred  to.  It 
might  seem  to  the  House  a  serious 
matter  to  convict  a  man  upon  the  evi- 
dence of  a  small  piece  of  paper  ;  but  the 
House  must  understand  what  these  notes 
were.  Of  course,  any  practical  teacher 
oould  anticipate  with  more  or  less  confi- 
dence the  class  of  questiona  whioh  might 
beset;  but  no  one  couldguessthe  exact 
torms  of  the  questions.  lu  arithmetic  it 
would  not  be  difficult  to  anticipate  that 
a  Rule  of  Three  sum  might  be  set ;  but 
no  one  could  anticipate  what  the  exact 
termsofthesum  woutdbe.  Intheexami- 
nations  on  chemistry  anyone  might  fairly 
anticipate  that  a  question  relatmgtothe 
active  atomicity  of  certain  Bubstances 
might  be  asked  ;  but  the  substances  of 
which  this  question  could  be  asked  num- 
bered many  hundreds.  The  Examiner 
named  five ;  and  not  only  were  the  selected 
five  hit  ofFiothe  notes,  but  theywere  ar- 
ranged in  the  identical  order  in  which 
they  occurred  in  the  examination  paper. 
On  the  theory  of  prob abilities,  the  proba- 
bility of  such  a  feat  being  honestfy  per- 
formed was  a  thousand  billions  to  one. 
Stating  it  in  a  material  shape,  it  was 
about  the  same  as  hitting  on  a  particular 
drop  of  water  out  of  all  the  water  that 
passed  Teddington  Weir  in  a  month  ;  or, 
to  put  it  in  sporting  phrase,  like  "  spot- 
ting "  the  winner  of  the  Derby  for  the 
next  10  consecutive  years  by  giving  his 
number  on  the  card,  assuming  that  there 
were  30  starters  each  year.  The  author- 
ship and  authenticity  uf  these  notes  hav- 
ing beea  established  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  entire  Committee — who  in  this  case 
were  j  udge  and  1  ury  combined — they  wore 
unanimously  of  opinion  that  tho  case  was 
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over,  otherwise  they  would  have  heard 
every  witness  Mr.  Goffin  wished  to  call. 
Sir  Sydney  Waterlow,  as  representative 
of  the  GFovernors,  acquiesced  in  this  de- 
cision, and  moved  a  Beport  expressing 
his  conviction  that  Mr.  Goffin  was  guilty ; 
but  the  majority  of  the  Committo  were 
of  opinion  that  it  did  not  go  far  enough, 
and,  after  some  discussion,  the  following 
Beport  was  agreed  to.  If  Sir  Sydney, 
on  the  part  of  the  Governors,  had  shown 
any  reluctance  or  doubt  as  to  Mr.  Goffin's 
guilt,  the  Committee  would  have  pro- 
longed the  case  until  he  was  convinced. 
The  Report  was  as  follows : — 

*<  Your  Committee  are  satisfied  from  evidence 
taken  on  oath  and  from  documents  laid  before 
them — (a)  that  Mr.  Goffin,  the  head  master  of  the 
United  Westminster  Schools,  did  disclose  to  his 
pupils  in  certain  science  classes,  just  previous  to 
the  examinations,  the  answers  to  a  large  number 
of  questions  in  the  examination  papers ;  {hS  that 
the  information  which  he  thus  gave  was  oi  such 
a  nature  that  he  must,  before  imparting  it  to 
his  cl  issos,  have  known  the  contents  of  tne  ex- 
amination paper ;  [e)  that  the  registers  contain- 
ing the  attendance  roll  of  the  pupils  of  Mr. 
Goffin  were,  in  certain  cases,  falsified  by  Mr. 
Goffin  and  his  assistants  to  obtain  payment  of 
pupils  who  had  not  made  the  necessary  number 
of  attendances ;  (d)  that  the  statements  in  the 
petitions  signed  by  pupils  and  teachers  on  Mr. 
(Coffin's  behalf,  and  presented  to  the  governors 
of  the  United  Westminster  Schools,  were  false, 
and  were  known  by  some  of  the  signatories  to  bo 
so.  Previous  to  his  appointment  in  1874  as 
head  master  of  the  United  Westminster  Schools 
Mr.  Goffin  was  master  of  St.  John*s  School, 
Woking.  Your  Committee  have  taken  evidence 
as  to  his  system  of  teaching  science  there,  and 
from  that  evidence  it  is  clear — {a)  that  a  large 
number  of  pupils,  including  mere  children,  were 
enabled  to  pass  examinations  in  a  g^reat  number 
of  science  subjects,  of  which  they  knew  scarcely 
anything,  by  being  systematically  taught  by 
heart  on  the  day  of,  or  the  day  previous  to,  the 
examination,  answers  to  the  questions  set ;  {b) 
that  fraudulent  fabrication  oi  the  attendance 
registers  wsis  systematically  practised  in  order 
to  obtain  pavment  upon  the  pupils,  who,  by 
another  fraud,  had  been  enabled  to  pass  the  ex- 
amination. The  investigations  now  held,  have 
disclosed  the  fact  that  ^Ir.  Goflin  has  carried  on 
a  course  of  fraud  in  a  manner  and  to  an  extent 
which  must  have  greatly  lowered  the  tone  of 
morality  among  a  large  body  of  scholars  and 
teachers.  Your  Committee  record  their  em- 
phatic opinion  that  fraud  thus  reduced  to  a 
system  and  almost  elevated  to  the  dignity  of  an 
art,  requires  the  immediate  attention  of  the  Edu- 
cation Department  ^dth  a  view  to  the  adoption 
of  such  further  precautions  as  will  prevent  a 
repetition  of  these  disgraceful  practices.  Your 
Committee  further  express  a  hope  that  the  De- 
partment will  deal  as  leniently  as  their  public 
duty  will  allow  with  the  teachers  who,  in  the 
course  of  this  inquiry,  have  by  their  evidence 
exposed  themselvee  to  the  charge  of  complicity 
with  some  of  Mr.  Goffin's  proceedings.*' 

Lord  Qcargc  ffamiUon 


He  should  like  to  know  whether  a  i 
stronger  Beport  could  be  made  agaiiui  a 
anyone  than  the  Beport  he  had  read  f  .1; 
During  the  discussion  of  the  Beport^  a 
there  was  some  difference  of  opmiaii  I'l 
amongst  the  Members  of  the  Committee  ss 
as  to  the  punishment  to  be  awards^  ij 
some  Members  being  of  opinion  that  Mr.  a 
Goffin  should  be  committed  for  petjinj,  :;i; 
and  that  a  recommendation  to  taat  eflM  ai 
should  have  been  made  to  the  Speaker;  i\ 
but,  ultimately,  another  view  prerailed,  ^ 
and  it  prevailed  on  this  understanding  4^ 
alone — first,  that  the  hon.  Baronet  fha  '^ 
Member  for  Ghravesend  (Sir  SvdiMj  i^ 
Waterlow)  should  dismiss  Mr.  GoSb  .^ 
as  soon  as  he  could  assemble  iSbi'^^ 
Governors,  and  he  (Lord  GeoxKeHamll-!^^: 
ton)  undertook  to  consult  the  Legal  AjA^j^jj 
visers  of  the  Government  as  to  whetlMiyi^ 
or  not  it  would  be  possible  to  bring  ^& 
action  for  fraud  aeainst  Mr.  Goffin.  Bi^ 
accordingly  consulted  the  Law  Adviaemi|l 
of  the  (>own,  and  he  found  that  thetfl^ 
was  an  insuperable  obstacle  to  Boohai.^ 
course,  as  all  the  money  ultimately  >^^ 
ceived  by  Mr.  Gt>ffin  had  been  paid  ta|^ 
the  Governors  of  the  Schools,  upon  ihiai^i| 
certificate  that  all  the  regulations  of  fhll 
Department  had  been  complied  with,  waK^ 
he  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  was  *-"**' 
that  there  was  a  technical  plea  ^ 
could  be  set  up  which  would  prednd^f '^ 
Mr.  Goffin  being  prosecuted  for  firand.  ?^ 
In  October,  to  his  amazement,  he  >^?^ 
ceived  a  letter  from  the  Governors,  m^^ 
which  it  was  stated  that  at  a  meetin^^ 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Graveeenl|;^ 
(Sir  Sydney  Waterlow)  in  the  chair,  thup^j*^ 
unanimously  came  to  the  conclusion  not  r^ 
to  abide  by  the  Beport  of  the  Commitfes^^^^ 
but  requested  the  prosecution  of  lEr.-|.^ 
Goffin  in  a  Court  of  Law.  He  (Loidl;^ 
George  Hamilton)  then  pointed  outthilf « 
it  was  not  possible  for  them  to  do  ife  {  ^} 
but  that  if  Mr.  Gt)ffin  wanted  to  go  to: " 
law  he  had  only  to  bring  an  action  tat 
perjury  against  the  witnesses  whoM 
veracity  he  impugned.  But  what  did 
Mr  Goffin  do  ?  There  was  one  oonrtt 
which  he  might  adopt,  which  everybody' 
knew  would  be  futile  except  for  tibie  par* 
pose  of  throwing  dust  into  the  eyes  of 
the  public.  If  he  had  broueht  an  aotakm 
for  perjury  against  any  en  these  wife* 
nesses,  he  would  have  been  oross-as* 
amined,  and  the  case  would  have  bosK. 
tried  on  its  merits.  He  might  hBf# 
brought  an  action  against  Oolonel  Dob- 
nelly  or  the  other  officers  for  Beporti 
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iMflk  thoy  liad  made  to  him  (Lord 
Sum  Hamiltcm)  as  Yioe  Premdent  of 
iiOoiuuaL  But  lie  did  not  do  that ;  he 
koii^tan  action  for  libel  against  Oolonel 
DaBdW,  not  for  Beports  made  to  him 
^Md  Geor^  Hamilton),  but  for  the 
iriiwiee  whioili  lie  ffave  before  the  8e- 
ImI  Oommittee.  The  case  was  almost 
knJied  out  of  CSonrt ;  bat  it  served  Mr. 
flna's  pnzpoae.  For  18  months  he 
OggA  George  Hamilton)  was  preyented 
Ml  bringing  his  ease  before  the  public, 
the  Govemora  aooepted  the  excuse 
rehabilitated  Mr.  Goffin  in  his  po- 
Then  came  the  blackest  part  of 
to  which  the  House,  he  was 
wonid  pay  Tory  great  attention. 
Committee  were  Tery  painfully  im- 
~ — and  he  hoped  the  Members  of 
Honae  who  were  Governors  of  the 
wonld  ezcase  him — by  the  im- 
power  which  Mr.  Gh>ffin  had.  To 
the  words  of  a  witness — "  he  was 
_  of  the  school."  A  letter  was  put 
written  by  the  secretazy,  in  which  he 
remarked — "The  Governors  will 
do  or  order  anythingwithout first 
_  Mr.  Goffin."  JBLe  could  ap- 
whom  he  chose,  dismiss  whom  he 
and  the  rise  of  salaries  was  alto- 
dependent  upon  his  opinion.  The 
p  in  which  Mr.  GK>mn  exercised 
s  shown  in  the  evidence. 
Oommittee    were   very   painfully 

L  'hfj  the  terror  these  witnesses  had 

M,  lb.  doffin.     One  of  them  had  a  ques- 

pot  to  him,  and  he  said — ''  Must 

lak  tiie  truth  ?  "    Another  witness, 

a  material  witness,  was  asked  to 

.  how  he  came  to  sign  a  petition 

he  knew  to  be  false,  and  he  re- 

"  I  have  a  wife  and  two  children 

^ent  noon  me.  I  did  it  under  fear ; 

it  nnaer  protest."    It  would  be 

iwone»tod  that  all  these  witnesses  were 

Itased  witnesses — reluctant  witnesses. 

&^f  had  orders  served  upon  them  to 

"  sd  the   Committee  Boom ;  and  he 

many  to  say,  in  consequence  of  the 

of  me  School  allowing  Mr. 

to  remain  as  head  master  of  the 

School,  all  the  witnesses 

had  giyen  evidence  against  him 

mder  his  thumb,  and  a  very  heavy 

Lb  it  was.     There  was  a  letter  from 

of  those  witnesses,  named  Thomp- 

ssd  he  wrote  to  Colonel  Donnelly 

lifts  effisot  that,  since  the  Select  Com- 

Irittes^  he  had  been  subject  to  a  great 

dull  Qif  eunoyaaoei  both  in  school  and 


out,  at  the  hands  of  Mr.  Goffin,  and  he 
wanted  to  know  how  to  stop  *'  this  in- 
tolerable persecution?"  It  seemed  to 
him  (Lord  Georee  Hamilton)  that  the 
House  was  bound  in  honour  to  redress 
these  grievances.  Another  witness  swore 
on  oath  that  Mr.  Goffin  had  told  him 
that,  if  any  master  gave  any  evidence 
concerning  the  lessons  given  previous  to 
examination,  the  Governors  would  at 
once  dismiss  him.  He  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  did  not  know  whether  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Gravesend 
(Sir  Sydney  Waterlow)  would  be  able 
to  repudiate  that  charge ;  but  he  was 
informed  on  good  authority  that  the 
salary  of  almost  every  one  of  the  mas- 
ters who  stood  by  Mr.  Gt)ffin  had  been 
raised  since  the  inquiry.  Thompson, 
the  man  who  wrote  to  Colonel  Don- 
nelly for  protection,  was  one  of  the 
best  teachers  in  the  school,  and  he  had 
looked  at  the  reports  of  various  exami- 
nations, and  he  saw  that  the  boys  in  his 
form  had  done  better  than  a  good  many 
other  boys.  He  had  made  more  than 
one  application  for  an  increase  of  salary, 
had  been  referred  to  Mr.  Goffin,  and 
refused.  He  had  also  been  threatened 
with  the  loss  of  his  lodging,  and  lately 
Mr.  Thompson  had  been  relegated  to 
the  lowest  form.  It  was  the  knowledge 
of  these  facts  which  bad  induced  him  to 
brin^  this  case  before  the  House.  Lord 
Sherbrooke  had  urged  him  for  some 
time  to  bring  the  matter  forward,  and  to 
take  the  first  opoortunity  he  could.  As 
soon  as  Lord  Sherbrooke  saw  that  there 
was  a  chance  of  doing  so,  his  Lordship 
wrote  to  him  to  say  ''He  was  very  glad 
that  at  last  an  opportunity  had  occurred 
of  bringing  forward  the  scandalous  case 
of  Mr.  Goffin,  and  the  scandalous  con- 
duct of  the  Managers  of  the  School." 
The  Governors  of  the  Schools,  he  be- 
lieved, relied  very  much  upon  the  re- 
sults of  some  examinations  which  had 
taken  place  since  the  Keport  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  he  had  seen  the  Heport  of 
the  Examiner  upon  these  examinations  ; 
but  if  they  took  the  results  of  those 
examinations,  and  compared  them  with 
the  number  of  passes  which  his  pupils 
obtained  previously  when  the  **  tipping" 
system  was  in  force,  they  would  see  that 
therewas  great  difference  between  the  two. 
He  was  very  much  obliged  to  the  House 
for  so  patiently  listening  to  him,  and  he 
could  assure  the  House  that  a  more  un- 
pleasant duty  than  that  which  he  had 
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performed  it  was  impossible  to  conceive, 
if  lie  could  have  induced  the  Governors 
to  have  co-operated,  his  task  would  have 
been  very  much  easier,  as  it  was  with  ex- 
treme regret  that  he  had  been  compelled 
to  deprecate  their  conduct,  as  some  of  the 
Governors  were  his  personal  friends.  He 
had  no  doubt  that  they  wished  to  dis- 
charge their  duty;  but  it  appeared  to 
him  that  they  had  lamentaoly  failed. 
They  were  entrusted  by  Parliament  with 
the  guardianship  of  a  great  public  edu- 
cational institution.  How  had  they 
performed  their  functions?  They  had 
allowed  a  wholesale  system  of  rascality 
and  fraud  to  be  carried  on  under  their 
very  noses  by  their  head  master.  When 
he  was  detected  they  sided  with  him, 
and  they  allowed  themselves  to  be  made 
parties  to  an  inquinr  which  almost 
amounted  to  a  sham,  which  whitewashed 
this  Mr.  Goffin.  When  a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons,  at 
their  special  request  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  case,  report  unanimously 
Mr.  GofHn  to  be  guilty,  they  rejected 
that  decision ;  and  when,  later  on,  Mr. 
Goffin  deliberately  shirked  his  right 
of  raising  an  action  in  a  Court  of  Law, 
they  deuberately  supported  him  in 
his  shuffing.  Without  one  syllable  of 
the  sworn  testimony  of  14  witnesses 
being  disproved,  with  documents,  letters, 
and  notes  in  his  own  handwriting  con- 
clusively proving  his  guilt,  the  Governors 
deliberately  re-instated  Mr.  Gt)ffin  in  his 
position  as  head  master  of  the  School, 
where,  under  the  agia  of  their  protection, 
he  was  able  to  bully  those  who  gave  evi- 
against  him,  and  increase  the  salaries 
of  those  who  stood  by  him,  or  were  con- 
victed with  him.  There  were  700  boys 
in  this  school,  and  the  great  majority  of 
them  were  intended  for  commercial  pur- 
suits. Could  the  Governors  think  that 
these  boys  would  have  any  other  fact 
impressed  upon  their  minds  than  that  if 
there  was  one  policy  in  this  world  which 
it  was  not  advantageous  to  pursue,  it 
was  that  connected  with  honesty  and 
truth  ?  These  were  the  facts,  clear  and 
uncontroverted,  on  which  he  asked  the 
opinion  of  the  House ;  and  he  hoped 
that  in  the  discussion  which  ensued  the 

Soakers  would  make  it  clear  that  the 
ouse  of  Commons  did  not  consider  the 
fraud,  falsehood,  subornation,  and  per- 
jury were  the  projper  qualifications  for 
the  head  master  or  a  great  middle-dass 
aohool. 

Lin'd  Qwrge  RamilUm 


Mb.  WABTON  said,  he  never  iA« 
dressed  the  House  under  oircnmstaneM 
more  painful  to  himself.  This  subjeol 
was  brought  forward  by  one  of  the  Idrch 
most  of  the  Conservative  Party,  by  qnf 
from  whom  he  had  received  persomil 
kindness ;  but  the  interests  of  what  ha 
believed  to  be  truth  and  justice  reqoiied 
him  to  take  the  line  which  he  proposed 
to  take,  regardless  altogether  of  the  im* 
mense  authority  and  departmental  expe* 
rienoe  of  the  noble  Lora,  and  of  the  veaeg 
strong  prejudice  which  must  at  this  mo* 
ment  exist  against  Mr.  Gt>ffin.  Tha 
noble  Lord  had  not  told  the  House  wlio 
Mr.  Gbffin  was.  He  was  a  man  of  pio« 
eminent  ability,  a  man  of  most  unusual 
sdentifio  knowledge.  When  he  said  of 
pre-eminent  ability  and  scientific  knov* 
ledge,  he  meant  he  was  a  man  who  had 
taken  the  highest  distinction  in  eiabt 
different  sciences.  Not  only  that,  out 
he  had  unusual  aptitude  for  teaehing. 
There  were  many  sound  scholars  in  tha 
world ;  but  the  ffift  of  teaching  was  vaiy 
rare.  They  all  knew  very  well  that  if  in 
their  great  public  schools  there  was  any 
man  who  stood  out  amongst  the  list  oc 
untrained  head  masters,  distinguiahad 
by  this  gift,  how  his  memory  was  ohar 
rished  for  many  years.  That  oapaoity  of 
teaching  Mr.  Goffin  had,  in  addition  ta 
very  great  scientific  knowled^,  whi4l 
he  TMr.  Warton)  believed  no  hving  maa 
could  equal;  he  had  a  rare  faculty  of 
impressing  his  pupils  with  a  wondenlol 
love  of  knowledge,  which  led  them  ta 
prosecute  their  studies  with  great  devo- 
tion and  ardour.  The  House  must  bear 
in  mind  that  this  was  a  school  whiah 
was  distinguished  for  science,  and  thera- 
fore  it  was  not  imusual  for  a  man  gf 
such  ability,  with  such  apparatus  at  hla 
command — it  was  not  at  all  surpxiainf 
that  these  boys,  taught  by  him,  reallv 
succeeded  in  a  way  likely  to  asto^ah 
people  who  were  accustomed  to  boji 
taught  by  more  ordinary  men.  Let  thaai 
take  a  specimen  in  other  fields  than  flia 
examination  at  Westminster.  He  would 
take  the  examination  for  the  Oxfoid 
Local  Examination;  on  one  oocaaiQa 
there  were  only  31  boys  sent  up  altOp , 
gether  from  the  different  schools ;  gf 
tiiese  31  boys  seven  passed,  and  of  thaaa 
seven,  six  were  pupils  of  Mr.  Gtoffln*  and 
that  number  was  all  he  sent  up.  lia 
1880,  again,  in  the  Januanr  Osflnd 
Examination,  there  were  40  boya  asnt 
upi  and  out  of  those  40, 11  boys  pawsdli 


1 

\ 

J 

I 
1 
I 

n 

■^1 


im 


^^Vw^^^tV9  w^Nv 


(  Attoust  8,  1881)  Art  Department.        ]  282 


rnnm.  were  papfila  of  Mr.  Gbffln,  and 
itk  number  was  all  he  sent  They  were 
kli  about  the  way  in  which  this  case 
Mifld  before  the  Committee ;  he  was 
Mi  there  to  say  one  word  against  the 
Oommittee.  He  was  not  prepared  to 
my  that  aa  the  evidence  was  presented 
to  ikem,  ao  worked  up  by  the  Depart- 
■SBt  that  they  oould  very  well  nave 
eiDie  to  any  other  conclusion,  and  the 
Mse  looked  black— yery  black  indeed. 
Bey  were  told  that  there  was  a  preyious 
Mse  at  'Woking,  and  they  might  trace 
fta  very  aame  agency  there.  It  was 
mite  poflsible  for  men  of  pre-eminent 
diOity  to  haye  enemies  who,  perhaps, 
iii  not  aerople  to  take  reyenge.  Mr. 
OoAn  waa  a  man  of  a  highly  deucate  or- 
fpiriffwtifm,  and  of  a  neryous  tempera- 
maat — a  man  on  whom  the  adyancing 

ffm  had  worked  yery  great  injury  to 
health  and  happmess ;  and  when  a 
van  Mke  Mr.  Gk)ffin  was  brought  in  con- 
iaei  with  liord  Sherbrooke,  they  could 
inagine  there  would  be  yery  litde  sym- 
wtiiy  for  Mr.  Goffln,  who  came  before 
ike  Oommittee  faint  and  ill,  with  this 

oyer  him.  Those  who  had 

.the  eridence  would  remember  that 

Mr.  Ghiffin  was  asked,  in  the  tone  of  a 

Jadge  addressing  a  crimmal,  whether  he 

~    ~  sd  to  make  any  statement.    He  re- 

that  he  had  been  forbidden  by  his 

L  advisers  to  appear  at  all,  and  he 

to  be  excused.  Lord  Sherbrooke 

-*'  We  do  not  call  upon  you  to  giye 

but  I  understand  that  you 

wh  to  make  a  statement."    Mr.  Goffin 

nblied  in  the  affirmatiye.    Mr.  Goffin 

WW  Med  not  as  an  ordinary  criminal 

woold  haye  been,  in  which  case  the  pro- 

sauluia  would  first  haye  to  make  out  a 

SMS.    He  was  called  upon  for  a  defence 

lifare  the  case  of  the  prosecution  was 

■ada  oat.    Four  or  fiye  times  had  this 

■Bkion  been  likely  to  come  on,  and  on 

tee  of  thoae  occasions,  if  it  had  been 

hoeght  forward,  it  would  haye  been 

knmg^forward  as  a  substantiye  Motion ; 

ad  on  thoae  occasions  he  put  down  a 

KifiDe  of  the  Preyious  Question,  and  he 

lid  a  fimilftg  Notice  down  that  night,  al- 

ftnoghy  of  course,  he  could  not  moye  it. 

&  waa  ao  part  of  the  duty  of  the  House 

Is  iiitflrftyi^  with  the  wish  of  the  Qo- 

ysaonof  the  School.    The  eyidence  of 

flb  Oommittee  had  not  turned  away  the 

lue  end  affsotion  of  those  who  esteemed 

Mr.  Oaffln ;  it  had  not  turned  away  that 

-^'  "     and  that  leeling  on  the  part  of 
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the  GK)yemor8  of  the  School.  What  took 
place  after  the  condemnation  of  the  Com- 
mittee ?  There  was  a  meeting  held  in 
the  school,  at  which  some  600  or  700 
boys  were  present,  and  400  parents,  and 
14  of  them  addressed  the  meeting,  and 
they  all  of  them  expressed  their  confi- 
dence in  Mr.  Goffin,  and  resolutions 
were  passed  in  his  fayour.  If  that  was 
the  feeling  of  the  parents  and  of  the 
boys,  if  that  was  the  feeling  of  the  Go- 
yemors  of  the  School,  it  was  not  for  the 
House  to  say  whether  or  not  they  should 
continue  to  giye  their  support  to  Mr. 
Goffin.  It  was  not  a  question,  he  con- 
tended, for  that  House.  The  Goyemors 
of  the  School  did  not  wish,  and  the  pa- 
rents of  the  boys  did  not  wish,  to  haye 
anything  more  to  do  with  the  Depart- 
ment ;  they  were  conyinced  of  Mr. 
Goffin' s  innocence,  and  under  Mr.  Goffin 
the  school  had  acquired  a  reputation  for 
science.  He  held  in  his  hand  an  exa- 
mination of  the  boys  in  the  upper  sixth 
form  in  practical  chemistry,  not  an  exa- 
mination which  was  seen  before,  and  out 
of  a  class  of  31  boys,  23  passed,  getting 
the  maximum  marks,  and  the  average  of 
the  33,  although  reduced  by  one  boy, 
who  was  backward,  was  91.  After  such 
examination  as  that  the  school  could 
afford  to  dispense  with  the  Department. 
Ho  did  not  ask  the  House  to  judge  ;  but 
he  said  the  parents  were  right  and  the 
Government  wore  wrong.  The  House 
had  nothing  to  do  with  it ;  and  ho  asked 
the  House  not  to  g^ve  a  vote,  but  to  sus- 
pend its  judgment  until  some  proceed- 
ings were  taken  which  would  show  what 
ought  to  be  done. 

Sir  SYDNEY  WATERLOW  said, 
that,  with  the  permission  of  the  House, 
he  would,  in  the  first  place,  say  a  word 
personal  to  himself.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  had  stated  that,  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Committee,  he  had,  with 
others,  assented  to  their  lieport.  The 
noble  Lord  had  also  told  the  House  that 
he  had  proposed  a  Report  of  a  very  dif- 
ferent character.  A  division  was  taken 
on  his'Report,  showing  the  effect  which 
the  evidence  had  on  his  mind.  The  Re- 
port prepared  by  him  expressed  the  opi- 
nion that  the  evidence  laid  before  the 
Committee  justified  the  Department  in 
suspending  the  certificate  of  Mr.  Goffln. 
That  was  as  different  from  the  Report 
prepared  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee (Lord  Sherbrooke)  as  light  from 
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darkness.  Now,  he  was  willing  to  ad- 
mit, and  he  thought  all  the  Governors 
admitted,  that  Mr.  Goffin  had  been 
guilty  of  **  cramming"  to  an  extent 
which  was  an  injury  to  the  school,  to 
the  Department,  and  to  the  system  under 
which  money  was  paid  for  results,  and 
that  the  Department  was  therefore  jus- 
tified in  taking  away  his  certificate. 
But  the  Governors  were  of  opinion  that 
Mr.  Goffin  had  not  been  guilty  of  any 
worse  practice,  and  that  there  was  not 
a  tittle  of  direct  evidence  that  he  had 
had  in  his  possession  a  copy  of  the  exa- 
mination papers  beforehand.  No  single 
witness  was  called  to  show  that.  The 
whole  tenour  of  the  evidence  against 
liim  was  to  show  that  because  the  boys 

fave  certain  answers  they  must  have 
een  ''coached"  up  by  someone  who 
had  seen  the  questions.  There  were  30 
witnesses  outside  the  doors  of  the  Com- 
mittee Boom  waiting  to  be  called  at 
Mr.  Goffin 's  request  to  show  how  men 
practised  in  **  coaching" — a  better  word, 
Le  thought,  than  ** cramming" — could 
prepare  their  pupils ;  and  yet  the  Com- 
mittee would  not  allow  any  one  of  those 
witnesses  to  be  called  in  Mr.  Goffin's 
defence.  He  felt  it  only  right  to  say 
those  few  words  in  justification  of  the 
course  pursued  in  relation  to  the  Com- 
mittee. 

LoED  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  (inter- 
rupting) :  May  I  ask 

Sir  SYDNEY  WATEELOW  said, 
he  did  not  interrupt  the  noble  Lord 
when  he  was  proceeding  with  his  argu- 
ment, though  he  made  statements  with 
which  he  could  not  concur.  He  did  not 
propose  to  follow  the  noble  Lord  over 
the  course  of  the  examination  which 
took  place  before  the  Committee,  be- 
cause, if  he  did  so,  he  should  have  to 
give  question  after  question,  and  answer 
after  answer ;  but  he  ventured  to  say 
that  if  the  Committee  itself  was  an  un- 
fair tribunal,  it  would  be  very  difficult 
indeed,  in  a  House  like  this,  at  this 
period  of  the  Session,  to  bring  evidence 
on  the  one  side  and  evidence  on  the 
other,  to  enable  the  minds  of  Members 
of  this  House  to  be  in  a  condition  to 
judge  which  side  was  right  and  which 
side  was  wrong.  The  Board  of  Gb- 
vemors  came  to  a  resolution  that  the  de- 
cision in  Mr.  GK>ffin'8  case  by  the  Parlia- 
mentary Committee  could  not  be  re- 
garded as  final,  owing  to  the  fact  that 
toe  inquiry  was  conducted  with  dosed 

Sir  Stfdney  Waiirlow 


doors ;  that  Mr.  Goffin  was  not  allowed 
to  be  present,  except  when  giving  evi- 
dence, nor  to  be  heard  by  counsel,  nor 
permitted  to  cross-examine  the  witnesses 
against  him ;  and  that  while  more  than 
20  witnesses  were  ready  to  g^ve  evidence 
on  his  behalf  only  one  of  them  was  allowed 
to  be  heard.  They,  therefore,  requested 
the  Department  to  g^ve  Mr.  Goffin  an  op- 
portunity, as  he  desired,  of  vindicating 
his  character.  The  answer  to  that  reso- 
lution, contained  in  a  memorandum,  said 
that  if  the  Governors  were  dissatisfied 
with  the  unanimous  decision  of  the  tri- 
bunal to  whom  they  appealed,  it  rested 
with  them  to  carry  Mr.  Goffin's  case  to 
another  Court.  The  charges  had  not 
been  withdrawn ;  on  the  contrary,  the 
suspension  of  Mr.  Goffin's  certificate 
had  not  been  made  absolute,  and  yet 
legal  proceedings  had  not  been  taken. 
The  noble  Lord  said  Mr.  Goffin  had  ob- 
tained nearly  £400  as  fees  by  fraud. 
Surely,  if  that  was  the  case,  the  person 
who  so  obtained  the  money  ought  to  be 
punished.  The  Governors  were  advised 
that  the  Department  had  had  ample  op- 
portunity to  prosecute  Mr.  Goffin  in  a 
Court  of  Law,  where  the  examination 
would  have  taken  place  in  public,  and 
witnesses  would  have  been  called  for 
and  against  the  defendant,  whose  coun- 
sel would  have  been  able  to  cross-exa- 
mine the  witnesses.  He  (Sir  Sydney 
Waterlow)  moved  a  distinct  Eesolution 
in  the  Committee  that  the  proceedings 
should  be  open.  The  noble  Lord  had 
said  that  was  a  great  pubL'e  question. 
He  admitted  it.  It  would  raise  the  retry 
grave  question  whether  the  present  sys- 
tem of  payment  by  results,  or  practically 
offering  almost  a  bribe  to  tho  masters 
of  large  schools,  by  the  temptation  of 
nearly  doubling  their  salaries,  to 
*'  coach  "  a  small  number  of  boys  and 
to  pve  them  marked  attention,  to  the 
prejudice  of  the  great  mass  of  the 
scholars,  was  justifiable.  Since  Mr. 
Goffin's  certificate  was  taken  away  the 
Board  had  seen  a  marked  improve- 
ment. Attention  was  more  evenly  dis- 
tributed, and  the  condition  of  the  mass 
was  immensely  improved.  It  would,  he 
repeated,  raise  the  question  of  the  sys- 
tem of  almost  bribing  the  masters  to  do 
that  which  was  undoubtedly  to  the  pre- 
judice of  any  lawd  school.  But  he 
would  proceed.  The  answer  of  the 
Council  went  on  to  say  that  if,  with  a. 
view  of  justifying  their  ooi^duot  in  zetain* . 


ISM 


S§ini§$  mUI 


{AroTJST  8,  1881) 


Art  Department.         1286 


lag  Ifr.  QoSSta  at  the  head  of  the  inatita- 
tion,  it  should  jnrorethat  he  was  fj^ty  of 
the  gniTe  charges  that  were  brought 
against  him,  it  would  be  for  the  Board  to 
take  Bobh  steps  as  they  considered  adyis- 
aUe.  The  Govemors  of  the  School  gave 
Mr.  Ooffin  to  understand  that  unless  he 
ihoald  commence  legal  proceedings  in 
ofdar  to  have  the  chitfges  that  had  oeen 
made  against  him  properly  investigated, 
hemnstezpeottobedismissed.  Mr.Qoffin 
took  the  adVise  of  a  most  learned  counsel, 
and  was  adyised  to  take  action  against 
hia  proaecntor,  who,  he  might  say,  was 
hia  penecntor.    What  did  the  House 
flunk  the  Department  said  ?    They  did 
act  merely  rraiise  to  prosecute  the  man 
fliemaelTes,  but  when  the  man  turned 
found  to  prosecute,  with  the  assistance 
of  his  friends  from  one  end  of  the  coun- 
tiy  to  the  other,  the  Department  turned 
loond  and  pleaded  priyuege,  so  that  all 
poaaibili^  of  trying  this  question  in  the 
manner  in  which  it  ought  to  be  tried 
waa  lost  to  Mr.  Ooffin.    Therefore,  the 
Goremora  felt  they  ought  to  throw  back 
Ae  onna  on  the  Department  of  proceed- 
ing against  him  for  obtaining  public 
money  by  fSsOse  pretences.    The  noble 
Irfttd  had  told  the  House  that  in  the 
beginning  he  (Sir  Sydney  Waterlow) 
"a  discussion  as  to  whether  the 


Committee  should  be   conducted  with 
open  doors.    He  put  on  the  Paper  of 
Bnainesa  of  this  House  a  Notice  of  Mo- 
tion, addng  the  House  to  belieye  that, 
.from  beginning  to  end,  the  Governors 
wsce  anxious  to  have  an  open  and  fair 
faial  <tf  this  man.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Qeorge  itamilton)  and  Mr.  Lowe  (now 
lotd  Sberbrooke),  who  were  defending 
tta  Department,  were  virtually  in  the 
fosation  o^  judges  and  prosecutors  at  the 
sme  time.  Medical  testimony  was  given 
tint  Mx.  Gk>ffin  was  lying  on  a  sick-bed, 
and  he  (Sir  Sj^ney  Waterlow)  appealed 
ts  the  Oommittee  to  allow  him  to  ap- 

Eby  ooonsel.  They  refused  abso- 
y,  and  declared  that  he  should  not 
be  zepreaented  by  counsel,  nor  should 
ksbe  in  the  room  when  the  witnesses 
VWB  called  against  him.  He  asked  hon. 
Manbera  would  they  like  to  be  de- 
prived of  their  power  of  defence  and  of 
avBS-ezamination  ?  He  was  sure  they 
would  not.  They  refused  to  hear  from 
my  one  of  the  witnesses  that  were  called 
ts  give  evidence  any  statement  on  the 
r—tiftwlar  fiaot  on  which  everything 
Hiiiid — pamft^yj   whether  it  was  pos- 


sible for  the  boys  to  have  given  the  an- 
swers they  gave  without  having  seen 
the  papers.  There  was  not  a  tittle  of 
evidence  that  these  papers  had  ever  got 
out  of  the  hands  they  belonged  to.  The 
noble  Lord  had  discussed  me  question 
of  payment  by  results.  That  was  not 
the  question  before  the  House  at  all, 
though  he  hoped  the  time  might  soon 
come  when  they  should  have  to  dis- 
cuss that  question.  The  more  the  noble 
Lord  insisted,  as  he  did  insist,  that  the 
case  was  so  clear  that  it  was  quite  im- 
possible for  anybody  to  have  any  doubt 
about  it,  the  more  willing  he  ought  to  be 
to  allow  the  case  to  be  tried  in  a  Court 
of  Law.  The  noble  Lord  also  said  that 
there  was  the  strongest  possible  evi- 
dence that  it  was  absolutely  impossible 
that  the  master  could  have  made  the 
notes  he  did  without  having  had  supplied 
to  him  the  printed  examination  paper. 
There  wore  a  score  of  men  to  be  cailod — 
men  of  experience  in  those  matters — not 
one  of  whom  was  called.  Well,  then  it 
had  been  urged  that  Mr.  Gofifin  should 
have  appealed  against  the  decision  of  the 
Court  on  the  question  of  privilege.  Let 
any  hon.  Gentleman  present  who  knew 
anything  as  to  the  state  of  the  law  on  the 
question  give  his  opinion,  and  he  thought 
he  would  agree  with  the  learned  counsel 
in  the  case  that  it  would  have  been  use- 
less to  have  appealed  against  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Court  on  that  point.  He 
should  not  be  wrong  in  reading  a  few 
lines  from  the  judgment  of  Mr.  Justice 
Field  about  the  case.  He  said  the  Court 
was  of  opinion  that  the  plea  of  privilege 
was  a  good  one,  and  a  perfect  answer  to 
the  plaintiff's  case.  That  was  to  say,  it 
shut  up  the  plaintiff  entirely,  and  gave 
him  no  opportunity  of  going  on.  The 
plaintifi^  no  doubt,  suffered  from  that 
which,  on  the  face  of  it,  was  a  serious 
libel  upon  him,  and  it  was  desirable  he 
should  have  opportunity  of  investiga- 
tion. Further  on  the  Judge  said  it  was 
a  bad  thing  and  a  hard  thing  for  indi- 
viduals that  anyone  should  be  at  liberty 
to  say  that  a  man  was  committing  a 
crime,  and  that  the  law  could  not  call 
upon  him  to  prove  what  he  said.  Now, 
he  (Sir  Sydney  Waterlow)  should  like 
to  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether  he  pro- 
posed next  Session  to  bring  in  an  Act 
of  Parliament  to  alter  the  Act  relating 
to  this  school  ?  If  he  did,  thou  discus- 
sion would  take  a  larger  range  than  it 
could  at  present.  The  Governors  took  the 
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greatest  possible  care  before  they  ap- 
pointed   Mr.    Goffin    as    head    master. 
His  testimonials  were  of   the  highest 
character,  some  of  them  being  from  In- 
spectors connected  with  the  Education 
Department.    The  school  rapidly  filled, 
and,  at  the  present  moment,  there  were 
690  boys  in  a  school  only  biiilt  for  600. 
There  were  applicants  far  exceeding  the 
number  of  vacancies   that  arose.     No 
doubt,  the  school  possessed  many  advan- 
tages for  giving  a  sound  education  to 
boys  intended  for  commercial  life.     The 
best  way  to  judge  of  a  school  was  to 
consider  whether  the  boys  were  properly 
educated  and  were  sought  after ;  and  he 
mi^ht  say  that  there  was  scarcely  a 
public  company  seeking  clerks  that  was 
not  asking  for  these  boys.     Mr.  Gt)ffin 
passed  92  per  cent  of  the  boys  sent  up 
for  examination.    In  order  to  test  the 
qualities  of  the  school,  the  Governors 
last  year  appointed  Examiners  of  the 
highest  character,  and  of  the  greatest 
possible  talent  and  ability,   and    they 
took  care  that  the  masters  should  have 
nothing  to  do  with  it.    Let  him  read  a 
few  lines  from  the  Beport  of  the  Exa- 
miners as  regarded  the  written  examina- 
tion in  chemistry.     They  found  that  23 
boys  out  of  31  had  determined  a  difficult 
matter  correctly.  The  whole  Report  was 
of  an  eminently  favourable  character. 
What  he  asked  for,  and  what  he  asked 
of  the  Government,  was  that  they  should 
proceed  with  their  accusation  that  Mr. 
Goffin  had    been  guilty  of   obtaining 
nearly  £400  of  public  money.   He  could 
not  do  more  than  ask  the  Government 
either  to  prosecute  the  man,   or  allow 
Mr.  Goffin  to  go  on  with  his  action  for 
libel  and  slander.     He  therefore  asked 
the  Government  to  bring  up  an  action 
in  such  a  way  as  might  be  best  cal- 
culated to  bring  to  light  these  charges. 

Ma.  ERBINGTON  said,  that  as  he 
was  the  only  Member  of  the  Committee 
which  inquired  into  the  charges  against 
Mr.  Gt>ffin  who  had  not  spoken,  he  wished 
in  the  strongest  manner  possible  to  cor- 
roborate the  statement  made  by  the  noble 
Lord,  who  had  done  a  great  service  in 
bringing  the  subject  before  the  House. 
He  had  supported  his  hon.  Friend  who 
had  just  sat  down  (Sir  Sydney  Waterlow) 
in  the  Amendment  he  proposed  to  the 
Beport  of  the  Committee ;  and  his  hon. 
Friend  now  declared  that  that  Amend- 
ment simply  expressed  an  opinion  that 
the  evidence  laid  before  the  Committee 
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justified  the  Department  in  suspending 
the  certificate  of  Mr.  Goffin.    He  (Mr. 
Errington)  confessed  that  this  was  the 
first  time  he  had  ever  heard  a  suggestion 
that  that  was  the  sense  in  which  the 
words  of  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman were  intended  to  be  taken.    He 
thought  the  interpretation  hardly  just, 
because  the  subsequent  words  of  the 
Amendment  were  that  the  Committee 
desired  to  record  also  an  emphatic  opi- 
nion that  the  declaration  made  by  the 
masters  required  the  serious  attention  of 
the  Education  Department,  with  a  view 
to  the  adoption  of  further  precautions  in 
order  to  prevent  the  examination  papers 
from  becoming  known  outside  the  De- 
partment before  the  examination  took 
place.    That  meant  that  the  papers  had 
become  known  outside  the  Department 
before  the  examination.  He  (Mr.  Erring- 
ton)  had  supported  that  Amendment  with 
the  distinct  understanding  that  it  con- 
demned the  conduct  of  Mr.  Gt>ffin  quite 
as  stronofly  as  the  Report  of  the  Uom- 
mittee  aid.     The  question  really  was 
whether  a  man  of  the  skill  and  expe- 
rience of  Mr.  Gt>ffin,  by  mere  experience, 
could  have  guessed  and  interpreted  the 
questions  in  a  fair  and  legitimate  manner, 
and  taught  them  to  his  pupils  accord- 
ingly.   The  hon.  Member  for  Gravesend 
said  the  Committee  refused  to  listen  to 
certain  witnesses  who  were  in  waiting 
to  prove  that  what  Mr.  Goffin  had  done 
might  have  been  done,  more  or  less, 
merely  by  skill  and  experience  ;  but  the 
Committee  had  eot  far    beyond  that. 
He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  that 
if  that  question  had  been  opened  the 
Committee  ought  to  have  listened  to  the 
evidence  Mr.  Goffin  proposed  to  call.   He 
(Mr.  Goffin)  had  denied  the  authenticity 
of  the  notes  which  formed  the  accusation 
against  him.    He  denied  them  categori* 
cally,  and  said  they  were  a  forgery,  and 
the  result  of  a  conspiracy  against  him. 
The  noble  Lord  the  then  Member  for 
Bury  St.  Edmunds  (Lord  Francis  Hervey) 
pinned  him  exactly  to  that  declaration. 
He  asked  him  if  the  notes  were  authentic, 
and  whether  he  agreed  with  the  condu- 
sion  of  Professor  Boscoe  that  it  would 
be  impossible  to  have  framed  the  ques- 
tions in  a  particular  way  without  aooess 
had  been  had  to  the  questions  of  the 
Examiners.    Mr.  Gbffin  said  he  thought 
so,  and  that  he  should  have  agreed  with 
that.    Therefore,  Mr.  Goffin's  own  ad- 
mission was  thiit  the  answers  could  not 
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bftTV  been  given  throngh  any  mere  ez- 

poienee  and  knowledge  of  tuition.    It 

anst  be  remembered  tbat  at  that  nme 

there  waa  no  direct  proof,  although  there 

vaa  internal  eyidence,  that  the  notes 

were  authentio.    That  link  in  the  evi- 

denee  waa  atill  wanting.  Therefore,  Mr. 

CMln  thought  himself  perfectly  safe  in 

adhering  to  his  <dd  line  of  defence,  and 

in  aaying  that  the  notes  were  not  au- 

tiientie.     If  they  were  authentio,  then 

ike  caae  against  him  would  have  been 

conceded.  A  remarkable  point  was  that, 

haling  narrowed  the  issue  down  to  that, 

the  miaaing  link  was  in  the  end  ob- 

tainedy  and  the  Oommittee  got  eridenoe 

whidi  oonvinoed  them  that  the  notes 

beyond  all  question,  taken  at  the 

given   immediately  before  the 

ition,   and  for  the   purpose  of 

taaehing  the  pupils  the  questions  that 

were  to  be  askea.    They  had  obyiously 

the  aaaaranoe  of  Mr.  Ghoffin  that  if  the 

Botes  were  authentic  he  could  not  have 

^ven  the  answers  without  having  a  copy 

of  the  ESzaminers'  questions.  That  brougnt 

the  question  to  a  very  narrow  issue.  The 

meation,  as  far  as  the  public  out-of- 

ocara  were  concerned,  regarded  the  form 

«f  proeedure.    The  noble  Lord  admitted 

that   many  of  the  Oommittee  at  first 

■gfat  were  reluctant  to  accept  the  par- 

tiealar  course  of  procedure  proposed  by 

tha  Chairman  of  the  Committee ;  but  the 

km.  Baronet  who  had  just  sat  down,  and 

who  had  condemned  that  course  very 

ationgl7,oughtto  remember  that  strongly 

aa  he  felt  against  it  he  was  not  inclined 

to  divide  the  (Committee  against  it.    Al- 

^bongh  reluctant  to  assent  to  the  form 

of  procedure,  which  was  not,  perhaps, 

mal,  bat  which  was  forced  upon  the 

Oiunmittee  by  the  necessities  of  the  case, 

die  hon.  Baronet,  like  all  of  the  Mem- 

bsn  of  the  Oommittee,  had  on  considera- 

tioii  agreed  that  it  was  the  most  ex- 

Mdieot   course   to    adopt.     He    (Mr. 

ftrington)    was    sure    tne    Committee 

idopted  it  with  regret;  but  they  felt 

OB  eonaideration  that  it  was  the  best 

nd  moat  aatisfactory  course  they  could 

like.    He  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord 

ftat  that  course  had  a  most  satisfactory 

nwilt     It  enabled  the  Committee    to 

coBieto  a  conclusion  which  they  could 

Bot  have  come  to  as  certainly,  or  without 

ftegieateat  diffioul^,if  theyhad  adopted 

ny  other  conrae.   The  hon.  Baronet  had 

sd  the  charge  against  the  Edu- 

Department^  th^  they  had  not 


brought  an  action  against  Mr.  GK>f&n  for 
having  obtained  by  fraud  a  large  sum 
of  money.  No  doubt,  the  Committee 
were  of  opinion  that  the  money  was 
obtained  by  fraud;  but  it  was  paid 
over  to  the  trustees,  and,  therefore, 
an  action  for  fraud  would  not  lie.  If 
these  were  the  only  grounds  that  could 
be  urged  in  defence  of  Mr.  GFoffin,  he 
thought  the  case  of  that  eentleman  was 
a  very  weak  one  indeed,  ao  doubt  they 
must  all  feel  pained  in  joining  in  a  vote 
of  censure  against  a  body  which  was  so 
much  respected  as  the  Governors  of 
Westminster  School;  but  he  must  say 
that  he  thought  that  every  word  con- 
tained in  the  proposal  which  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Middle- 
sex had  placed  on  the  Paper  was 
fully  justified.  It  certainly  appeared  to 
him  to  be  a  scandal  that,  wnen  an  in- 
quiry of  this  kind  was  asked  for,  and 
after  it  had  been  concluded  in  the  way 
it  had,  the  Governors  of  Westminster 
School  should  think  themselves  justified 
in  absolutely  ignoring  the  decision  of 
the  Committee,  and  in  maintaining  Mr. 
Goffin  in  the  important  place  he  occu- 
pied, notwithstanding  the  gravity  of  the 
charges  against  him.  At  any  rate,  they 
ought  to  have  suspended  Mr.  Goffin,  or 
have  insisted  upon  some  practical  course 
being  taken  by  that  gentleman  for  the 
vindication  of  his  character.  The  Go- 
vernors called  upon  the  Department  to 
Erosecute  Mr.  Goffin;  but  the  last  decision 
aving  been  against  Mr.  Goffin,  that  gen- 
tleman was  bound  to  take  action  against 
the  Department.  It  was  quite  true  that 
Mr.  Goffin  did  commence  an  action ;  but 
it  was  of  such  a  nature  that  everybody 
knew  beforehand  it  would  be  ridiculed 
when  it  came  into  Court.  He  thought 
it  was  a  great  pity  that,  owing  to  the 
Forms  of  the  House,  they  had  not  now 
an  opportunity  of  affirming,  by  their  de- 
cision— 

"  That  the  retention  by  the  Governors  of  tho 
United  Westminster  Schools  of  Mr.  Goffin  as 
head  master  of  that  public  institution,  after  ho 
had,  by  a  Select  Committee  of  this  House 
specially  appointed  in  1879  to  inquire  into  his 
conduct  at  the  re^iucst  of  tho  Gt)vomor8  of  tho 
Schools,  been  found  guilty  of  a  systematic  course 
of  fraud,  falsehood,  and  subornation,  is  a  public 
scandal,  and  as  such  demands  the  immediate 
attention  of  tho  Education  Office  and  Charity 
Commissioners." 

Sir  JAMES  LAWRENCE  said,  he 
had  yet  to  learn  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
honourable  men  placed  in  such  a  posi- 
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tion  as  the  GoyemorB  of  Westminster 
School  to  act  contrary  to  their  consciences, 
whatever  decision  a  Committee  of  that 
House,  acting  in  a  different  manner 
from  that  upon  which  other  Committees 
usually  acted,  and  ending  in  the  exami- 
nation and  condemnation  of  a  man  with 
closed  doors,  after  forbidding  him  to  be 
present  during  the  whole  of  the  inquiry, 
and  not  allowing  him  to  call  the  wit- 
nesses who  were  in  attendance  to  speak 
in  his  favour — ^might  have  arrived  at. 
He  had  heard  with  surprise  some  of  the 
language  which  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  in 
regard  to  the  Governors  of  the  School. 
Perhaps  the  House  would  scarcely  be- 
lieve that  the  man  who  proposed  the 
resolution  read  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Gravesend  (Sir  Sydney  Waterlow)  that 
day,  who  had  gone  through  all  the  evi- 
dence, who  was  not  prejudiced  in  favour 
of  Mr.  Goffin,  but  rather  prejudiced 
against  him — that  the  very  man  who 
moved  that  Eesolution,  after  hearing  and 
considering  all  the  evidence,  was  that 
eminent  scholar  and  Divine,  Canon  Farrar . 
It  was  after  becoming  acquainted  with 
all  the  facts  that  Canon  Farrar,  at  the 
first  meeting  of  the  Governors,  called  to 
consider  the  question,  proposed  the  reso- 
lution which  had  been  read  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Gravesend,  and  it  was  passed 
unanimously  by  the  Governors.  The 
statement  made  by  the  noble  Lord  would 
have  conveyed  an  impression  which  he 
thought,  upon  reflection,  was  not  the 
impression  the  noble  Lord  desired  to 
convey;  but,  undoubtedly,  the  impres- 
sion produced  on  the  mind  of  any 
stranger  who  heard  the  subject  now  for 
the  first  time  would  be  that  Mr.  Goffin 
was  a  kind  of  charlatan,  who,  by  means 
of  fraud  and  underhand  practices,  had 
obt€iined  a  position  he  was  not  entitled 
to,  and  that  therefore  the  Department, 
for  a  long  series  of  years,  had  been  en- 
deavouring to  entrap  him.  Now,  refer- 
ence had  been  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Gravesend  to  the  position  Mr. 
Goffin  had  occupied  for  many  years.  It 
waa  well-known  to  anyone  who  knew 
anything  about  teaching  that  Mr.  Goffin 
was  the  first  teacher  of  technical  science 
in  the  country.  That  was  admitted  by 
every  person  connected  with  education  in 
the  country.  It  was  difficult  to  find  a 
man  who  held  a  different  opinion,  and 
they  had  evidence  adduced  in  the  course 
of  the  debate  that  when  oil  the  privi- 
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leges  previously  enjoyed  by  Mr.  GK>ffin 
were  taken  away  from,  and  when  the 
grdktest  care  was  taken  by  the  Governors 
that  no  special  examination  should  be 
held  in  the  school,  the  boys  educated  in 
the  school  still  continued  to  take  the 
very  highest  position.  He  was  not  there 
to  defend  either  the  action  of  Mr.  Gk>ffia 
or  the  course  of  his  life ;  he  was  there 
simply  as  one  of  the  Governors  of  the 
School  to  defend  the  action  of  the  Go- 
vernors ;  and  he  declared  in  the  most 
positive  terms  that,  as  honourable  and 
conscientious  men,  they  dared  not  dis- 
miss a  man  to  ruin  and  degradation 
until  they  were  satisfied  in  their  own 
minds  of  the  truth  of  the  charges  made 
against  him.  The  Gt)vemor8  were  not 
in  any  degree  partial  to  Mr.  Goffin ;  but 
they  were  animated  by  one  feeling — 
namely,  that  they  ought  not  to  absolutely 
ruin  a  man  until  they  arrived  at  a  satisr- 
factory  conclusion  tiiat  there  was  no 
doubt  as  to  the  truth  of  the  case  pre- 
ferred against  him.  He  was  anxious  to 
trace  the  early  part  of  the  case.  The 
noble  lord  had  told  him  himself  that  he 
had  made  up  his  mind  that  Mr.  Goffin 
•was  g^uilty. 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  begged 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon.  He  had 
never  said  anything  of  the  kind.  He 
might  have  told  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  was  satisfied  of  Mr.  Goffin's 
gxiilt  after  the  proofs  had  been  pro- 
duced. He  had  certainly  never  said 
that  he  had  made  up  his  mind  before 
the  proofs  were  produced. 

Sib  JAMES  LAWRENCE  said,  that 
what  the  noble  Lord  had  said  had  cer- 
tainly conveyed  that  impression  to  his 
mind.  He  would  withdraw  anything 
as  to  the  actual  words  used  by  the 
noble  Lord;  but  undoubtedly  the  im- 
pression conveyed  to  his  mind  was  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  made  up  his  mind 
as  to  Mr.  Goffin's  guilt.  Perhaps  the 
noble  Lord  would  remember  that  his 
(Sir  James  Lawrence's)  reply  was — "  I 
cannot  condemn  a  man  until  I  have  got 
at  all  the  facts."  But  it  was  not  only 
the  noble  Lord,  but  the  Department, 
which  appeared  to  have  made  up  its 
mind  to  crush  Mr.  Goffin  long  before 
the  whole  of  the  evidence  oame  oat. 
The  first  inquiry  was  oonduoted  by 
Colonel  Donnelly,  and,  to  say  the  least 
of  it,  it  was  conducted  in  a  most  extra- 
ordinary manner.  Instead  of  approach- 
ing the  boys  in  a  oondliatoiy  spirit  and 
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in  agenile  manner,  as  if  he  were  really 
uizioiiB  to  obtain  the  truth  from  them, 
to    each    answer    given    by  the    boys 
Oolonal  Donnelhr  said — ''You    are    a 
Har ;  yon  are  all  liars."    That  was  the 
eofozae  taken  by  the    gentleman  sent 
down  by  the  Department  to  ascertain 
tha  fiute  of  the  case.    The  noble  Lord 
Hid  that  the  boys  were  in  fear  and 
teembling  when  uiey  came  before  the 
Ooremors.      That  was    quite   untrue, 
and  the  Gknremors  were  able  to  obtain 
vary  dear  statements  from,  them.    He 
was  quite  aware  of  the  difficulty  of 
getting  any   Gt>Temment   Department 
to  confiaas  itself  in  error,  or  that  it  had 
done  inJQiy  to  an  individual.    An  in- 
■ftanoe  ocoiUTed  to  him  which  he  might 
mention  to  the  House.    When  he  first 
came  into  the  House  he  was  waited 
upon  one  day  by  a  man  who  was  one  of 
flie  most  trusted  of  the  porters  connected 
with  the  South  Western  Bailway.    The 
maa   said  he  wished  him  (Sir  James 
Lawrenoe)  to  do  him  a  favour.    He  had 
been  a  member  for  manv  ^ears  of  the 
police  foxoe,  and  he  had  miured  himself 
Terj    severely   in    struggling   with    a 
bni^Iar,  the  consequence  of  which  was 
that  he  was  laid  up.     The  doctor  made 
ap  his  mind  that  he  was  malingering, 
and   gave  evidence  before    the  Home 
Secretary  to  the  effect  that  when  he 
examined  the  man's  leg  he  found  traces 
of  iodine  upon  the  foot  which  he  had 
not  prescribed.     The  consequence  was 
that  the  man  lost  his  pension,  and  he 
was  taken  into  the  employment  of  the 
South  Western  Bailway,  and  became 
one  of  the  most  trusted  servants  they 
bad.     Some  years  afterwards,  on  some 
sltsrations  being  made  in  the  chemist's 
■hop  in  which  the  prescription  was  made 
■p,  the  original  paper  was  found  signed 
by  the  meiucal  man  who  gave  evidence 
■gainst  this  poor  fellow,   in  his  own 
handwriting,  and  in  the  document  ap- 
peared the  very  article  *' iodine,"  the 
maoription  of  which  he  had  forgotten. 
uB  (Sir  James  Lawrence)  went  to  the 
Home  Office  and  laid  the  facts  before 
Asm ;  but  the  only  answer  he  obtained 
was  that  they  oonld  not  undo  what  they 
had  already  done.     The  man  did  not 
ask  to  be  reinstated  in  his  position,  but 
amply  to  have  his  character  cleared. 
But  an    Kngl'^h    Public    Department 
hnew  nothing*  o£  that  rehabilitation  of 
chflaeterwwch  other  GK>vemments  and 
Mfioos  ware  alwaya  anxious  to  under- 


take, and  until  our  Government  adopted 
the  course  pursued  elsewhere  he  feared 
that  very  much  injustice  would  be  done. 
He  had  detained  the  House  much  longer 
than  he  ought  to  have  done;   but  he 
felt  warmly  in  regard  to  some  of  the 
expressions  which  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Lord,  and  which  he  considered  to 
be  quite  unjustifiable.      He  held  that 
no  man  had  a  right  to  impute  motives 
or  talk  about  a  public  scandal  in  regard 
to  the  action  of  men  who  held  honour- 
able positions.     He  thought  that  greater 
care  should  be  taken  by  the  heads  of 
Departments,  and  by  the  officials  under 
them,  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
public  conduct  of  other  men,  as  con- 
scientious as  themselves,  was  construed. 
Mb.  RATHBONE  said,  he  never  rose 
with  more  pain  to  address  the  House 
upon  any  subject  than  he  did  on  the 
present  occasion.     Many  men  whom  he 
sincerely  respected  were  among  the  Oo- 
vemors  of  the  Westminster  School ;  but 
it  seemed  to  him  that  this  was  one  of 
those  cases  on  which  it  was  most  im- 
portant that  the  House  should  express 
a  clear  opinion.    A  great  deal  of  the 
arguments    they  had    heard    went    to 
prove  Mr.  Goffin's  great  ability.     There 
was  no  doubt  that  he  was  a  man  of 
wonderful  ability  as  a  teacher  ;  and  one 
of  the   most  remarkable  proofs  of  his 
ability  was  that  he  should  have  been 
able  so  to  mislead  the  Governors  of  the 
School.     [Sir  JSydney   Waterlow  dis- 
sented.]    His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Gravesend  (Sir  Sydney  Waterlow) 
shook  his  head  ;  but  he  really  thought 
if  his  hon.  Friend  would  only  try  to 
carry  his  mind  back  to  the  time  when 
he     proposed   his     draft     Keport,    he 
would  see  at  once  that  the  line  he  had 
been  taking  to-night  was  absolutely  in- 
consistent with  that  Eeport,   and  what 
must  have  been  the  state  of  his  mind 
when  he  proposed  it.     Mr.  Goffin  swore 
positively  that  no  such  information  ever 
came  into  his  possession,  and  yet,  in  the 
Beport  proposed  by  the  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Committee   desired   to  record  their 
emphatic  opinion  that  the  declarations 
made    by  the  witnesses   required    the 
serious  attention  of  the  Education  De- 
partment, with  a  view  to  the  adoptioa 
of  further  precautions  in  order  to  pre- 
vent the  examination  papers  from  be- 
coming known  outside  the  Department 
before  the  time  of  examination.     If  that 
meant  anything,  it  meant  that  Mr.  Goffin 
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had  had  the  papers.  It  oonld  mean 
nothing  else ;  and,  if  so,  Mr.  Gk)ffin  was 
guilty  of  clear  and  deliberate  perjury, 
and  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Ghovemors  to 
have  prosecuted  him  for  that  perjury. 
They  were  the  only  persons  who  could 
prosecute  him  for  receiving  money  under 
false  pretences,  because  it  was  from  them 
he  received  it,  and  not  from  the  Depart- 
ment. He  imagined  that  most  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  had  made  up  their 
minds  that  Mr.  GFoffin  did  commit  these 
offenoee,  and  the  noble  Lord  had  shown 
that  this  was  not  the  first  offence.  Then, 
what  a  frightful  thing  it  was  for  the 
Governors  of  Westminster  School  to  pve 
their  sanction  and  countenance  to  a  man 
who  had  been  guilty  of  a  fraud  in 
regard  to  which  he  must  have  taken 
the  boys  with  him.  The  Vice  President 
of  the  Council  had  told  them  to-day 
that  he  was  going  to  remove  some  of 
the  great  temptations  to  fraud  to  which 
the  elementary  school  masters  had 
hitherto  been  subjected,  and  it  was  quite 
time  that  he  should  do  so,  for  anyone 
who  had  been  connected  with  public 
elementary  schools  knew  how  difficult  it 
had  been  to  maintain  that  high  spirit  of 
honour  which  was  so  important.  But, 
at  the  same  time,  when  they  oame  to 
look  at  the  effect  of  maintaining  a  man 
BO  able,  so  eminent,  and  so  distinguished 
as  Mr.  Goffin  in  his  position,  after  the 
Committee  had  distinctly  come  to  the 
nnanimous  conclusion  they  did,  he 
thought  it  was  of  immense  importance 
that,  by  some  means  or  other,  the  scandal 
of  maintaining  such  a  man  in  such  a 
position  should  be  put  an  end  to.  It 
was  not  merely  that  the  Governors  were 
called  upon  to  prevent  the  scandal,  but 
they  ought  to  consider  the  effect  of 
leaving  such  a  man  with  power  to  per- 
secute all  those  who  had  given  honest  and 
straightforward  evidence  against  him. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  that,  deplor- 
able as  it  might  be  to  leave  Mr.  Goffin 
with  power  to  persecute  persons  who  were 
objectionable  to  him,  it  was,  neverthe- 
less, only  a  common  practice  even  in 
connection  with  a  respectable  Govern- 
ment Department.  Therefore,  they  could 
not  condemn  Mr.  Goffin  on  that  account. 
The  noble  Lord  who  had  formerly 
been  Vice  President  of  the  Council  and 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  could,  from  his  expe- 
rience, quote  many  oases  in  which  a 
junior  member  of  the  Oiyil  Senrice  had 
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occasion  to  remember  any  imfortimate 
slip  he  might  have  made  against  his 
superiors  for  all  the  rest  of  his  life.  He 
(Mr.  O'Donnell)  had  studied  the  case  of 
Mr.  Goffin,  with  the  intention  of  brings 
ing  the  matter  before  Parliament  if  he 
could  conscientiously  do  so;  but  cer- 
tainly the  impression  produced  on  his 
mind  was  that  the  case  against  Mr. 
Goffin  was  not  made  out.  He  did  not 
think  that  sufficient  stress  had  been  laid 
on  the  peculiar  nature  of  the  study  to 
which  **coachers"or  "crammers"  directed 
their  attention,  [when  they  were  en- 
gaged in  coaching  a  pupil  for  passing  a 
particular  examination.  The  first  part  of 
the  duty  of  the  crammer  was  to  find  out 
who  the  Examiners  were,  and,  in  the  next 
place,  to  hunt  up  all  the  antecedents  of 
the  Examiners  with  the  skill  of  a  private 
detective.  He  would  obtain  informa- 
tion as  to  all  the  occasions  upon  which 
such  and  such  an  Examiner  had  acted, 
all  the  questions  which  that  Examiner 
had  put  upon  paper  ;  and  it  was  upon  a 
wisely  selected  average  of  such  ques- 
tions running  over  a  long  period  of  years 
that  a  professional  crammer  proceeded 
in  preparing  his  class  for  an  examina- 
tion to  take  place  two  months,  six 
months,  or  one  month  hence,  at  the  hands 
of  that  special  Examiner.  Only  yester- 
day an  old  College  chum  of  his  own,  now 
GQgCLg^  ii^  coaching,  breakfasted  with 
him.  His  friend  complained  that  too 
many  crammers,  and  the  most  succesa- 
ful  ones,  confined  themselves  to  the 
business  of  teaching  their  pupils  the 
answers  to  questions  which,  over  a  long 
space  of  years,  the  particular  Examiners 
before  whom  they  were  to  appear  had 
been  in  the  habit  of  asking  of  the  pupils. 
For  instance,  this  gentleman  was  a  coach 
for  some  of  the  examinations  for  com- 
missions in  the  Line,  commissions  given 
to  Militia  officers  ;  and  he  said  that 
among  the  Examiners  at  these  examina- 
tions within  recent  years  there  had  been 
Examiners  who  were  also  Examiners  in 
the  public  Colleges,  such  as  Woolwich 
and  Sandhurst.  The  crammer  knew 
very  well  that  Mr.  So-and-So,  Professor 
of  such  and  such  a  Department  at  Wool- 
wich, was  the  Examiner ;  and  he  would, 
therefore,  find  out  the  class  of  questions 
that  gentleman  had  propounded  at 
Woolwich  and  Sandhurst  over  a  series 
of  years,  and  after  he  had  found  tiiat  out 
bevond  all  doubt,  his  pupils  would  be 
able  to  dear  a  majority  of  the  q^uestioiis 
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Mked.     Cnunming  was  a  sort  of  art 
vliioli  had  been  brought  almost  to  per- 
iKtioii  in  the  present  day.  A  e^ort  time 
MO  there  was  an  hon.  Member  in  ^at 
Hoaae  who  was  at  the  head  of  one  of 
Ae  neatest  cramming  establishments 
m  vSiB  Kingdom.    ITnfortanately,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  deprived  of  his  seat 
bf  the  Terdict  of  an  Eleotoral  Commis- 
Bon.  He  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  was  sony  for 
ftat  untoward  event,  because  if  the  Oen- 
flsman  to  whom  he  referred  had  been 
diapoeed  to  give  a  brief  lecture  on  the 
saenoe  and  mysteries  of  crammings  he 
woold  certainly  have  been  able  to  as- 
lomsh  a  great  majority  of  that  House. 
It  had  been  pointed  out  to  him  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  by  an  experienced  crammer, 
in  a  moment  of  Bodal  ezpansiony  that 
the  more  distinguished  the  Examiners 
with  whom  a  crammer  had  to  deal  the 
more  safe  the  crammer  was  in  forecast- 
ing the  questions  that  would  be  asked. 
Ifen  ot  aistinguished  scientific  attain- 
menta  were  the  men  who  were  most  sure 
to  hare  a  dozen  particular  fads  of  which 
fiiej  were  particularly  proud.     Having 
amved  at  certain  orijnnal  views,  thej 
eonld  not  for  the  life  of  them  help  asking 
mastioiis  npon  them  year  after  year.  He 
(Ifr.  O'Donnell)  was  of  opinion  that  the 
whole  aystem  of  competitive  examina- 
lioiia  raqoired  re-casting.    It  was  some- 
fldnff  Uke  the  contest  between  big  guns 
and  iron  plates ;  the  guns  had  got  ahead 
of  die  plates,  and  the  crammer  had  got 
ahmiil   of  the  competitive  examination 
ayatem.  Looking  at  the  imperfect  nature 
of  Ae  tribunal  before  which  Mr.  Goffin 
if  there  was  one  tribunal  less 
than  another  it  was  a  Oom- 
mitteeof  thathonourable  House— looking 
it  the  imperfect  nature  of  that  tribunal, 
Ve  waa  certainly  utterly  unable  to  come 
to  aaj  oondnmon  hostile  to  the  good 
Intih  of  Mr.  Goffin.  Mr.  (Jolfin  seemed  to 
heamanof  wonderAil  ability  as  a  teacher, 
with  a  wonderful  genius  for  getting  at 
soaelnaiona ;  and  he  was  quite  sure  that 
Jiiing  the  period  Mr.  Goffin  was  en- 
gMain  preparing  Westminster  scholars 
iMier  a  strict    cramming    system,   he 
vould  have  made  it  his  business  to  go 
ftnmgh  all  the  antecedents  of  the  Exa- 
■insny  and  all  the  people  the  pupils  were 
Hkriy  to  oome  in  contact  with.    Being  a 
■n  of  sooh  ability,  it  was  not  astonish- 
bg  Aal  the  pupus  of  Mr.  Goffin,  as 
>  fHMial  rule,  satisfactorily  answered 
iboBi  90  per  oent  of  the  questions  put 


to  them.  He  thought  it  would  be  most 
difficult,  in  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  for  the  House  to  draw  any  hasty 
inference  as  to  the  guilt  of  Mr.  Goffin, 
or  to  come  to  any  conclusion  adverse  to 
him. 

Mb.   MUNDELLA  said,   he  had  no 
right  to  address  the  House  again  except 
by  permission  ;  but  he  would  not  detain 
the  House  for  more  than  two  or  three 
minutes.     The  question  had  only  been 
brought  to  his  attention  by  the  Notice 
placed  on  the  Paper  by  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  George  Hamilton) ;  and  everyone 
who  heard  the  noble  Lord  that  night 
must  feel  that  he  had  done  good  service 
in  bringing  it  forward.  When  the  ques- 
tion was  brought  under  his  (Mr.  Mun- 
della's)  notice  in  the   Department,  he 
made  an  inquiry  into  the  nature  of  the 
charges  against  Mr.  Goffin,  and  the  re- 
sult of  his  investigation  was  this — that 
Mr.   Goffin  was  guilty  of  the  charge 
brought  against  him,  andthatit  wasreaUy 
a  sad  thing  that  a  body  of  Governors  so 
eminently  respectable  as  the  Governors 
of  Westminster  School  should  have  re- 
tained a  man  in  such  an  important  posi- 
tion.    The  retention  of  such  a  man  was 
little  less  than  a  scandal,  and  it  was 
setting  a  very  bad  example.     He  was 
the  more  sorry,  because  it  was  really 
teaching  the  country  to  believe  that  the 
Department  were  disposed  to  charge  a 
man  with  fraud  when  there  was  no  real 
and  substantial  ground  for  the  accusa- 
tion.    He  did  not  know  that  it  was  pos- 
sible to  constitute  a  fairer  or  more  com- 
Elete  Committee  than  that  which   had 
een  appointed  at  the  suggestion  of  his 
hon.  Fnend  behind  him  to  investigate 
this  case.    It  consisted  of  Mr.  Lowthian 
Bell,  Mr.  IVIoore,  Lord  George  Hamilton, 
Lord  Francis   Hervey,  Mr.  Errington, 
Mr.  Eodwell,  and  Sir  Sydney  Waterlow. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Graves- 
end  charged  everyone  who  sided  against 
Mr.  Goffin  with  being  the  prosecutor. 
He  spoke  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Middlesex  as  the  prosecutor,  then  of 
Colonel  Donnelly  as  the  prosecutor ;  and 
he  (Mr.  Mundella)  was  afraid  that  he 
himself  would  now  be  looked  upon  as 
the   prosecutor.     Even   Mr.  Lowe,  the 
present  Lord  Sherbrooke,  was  spoken  of 
as  the  prosecutor,  because  he  had  hap- 
pened to  be  Vice  President  of  the  Coun- 
cil, and  it  was  supposed  that  he  must 
necessarily  be  affected  with  some  De- 
partmental taint  which  would  prevent 
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him  from  fairly  and  honourably  dealing 
with  a  question  like  that  of  Mr.  Goffin. 
Surely  the  House  would  not  suspect  that 
Members  of  the  Government  and  per- 
manent ofiB.cials  were  really  anxious  to 
convict  any  man  of  fraud  ?  From  what 
he  could  learn,  such  men  as  Professor 
Franklin  and  Professor  Boscoe  con- 
sidered that  the  case  against  Mr.  Goffin 
was  proved  beyond  all  doubt,  and  that 
it  was  a  scandal  that  such  a  man  should 
have  been  retained  so  long  in  the  posi- 
tion he  now  occupied.  There  was  no 
doubt  that  Mr.  Goffin  was  a  remark- 
ably able  man  and  an  excellent  science 
teacher ;  but  he  had  all  the  less  excuse 
for  the  course  he  had  taken.  It  was  not 
necessary  that  a  man  possessing  bo  much 
ability  should  have  recourse  to  fraud  in 
the  way  in  which  Mr.  Goffin  evidently 
had  had  recourse  to  it  in  order  to  obtain 
money  for  his  own  school  work.  It  was 
said  that  the  Education  Department 
ought  to  have  prosecuted  Mr.  Goffin,  and 
the  hon.  Member  behindhim  (Mr.  Erring* 
ton)  repeated  that  cry.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber, however,  knew  that  the  Department 
oould  not  do  so.  This  transaction  took 
place  nearly  three  and  a-half  years  ago 
—namely,  in  May,  1878 — andhowcoiud 
they  now  prosecute  Mr.  Goffin  ?  An  in- 
dictment for  fraud  would  not  lie  against 
him ;  that  was  very  well  known.  The 
fraud  was  not  committed  by  Mr.  Goffin 
directly  for  his  own  benefit,  but  only  in- 
directly, as  the  money  went  into  the 
hands  of  the  Governors.  If  a  criminal 
indictment  had  been  preferred  agednst 
Mr.  Goffin,  his  mouth  would  have  been 
closed ;  they  could  not  have  cross-exa- 
mined him,  and  they  would  have  been 
deprived  of  the  best  means  of  getting 
at  the  truth.  All  he  could  say  about  the 
matter  was  this — that  he  thought  the 
discussion  which  had  taken  place  would 
produce  a  good  effect.  He  hoped  the 
Governors  of  the  School  would,  on  re- 
flection, consider  that  it  was  a  scandal 
to  allow  the  present  state  of  things  to 
continue.  He  should  certainly  confer 
with  those  who  usually  advised  him  in 
legal  matters,  in  order  to  see  what  steps 
oould  possibly  be  taken.  He  was  afraid 
that  nothing  could  be  done  by  the  Edu- 
cation Department;  but,  if  not,  the 
Charity  Commissioners  might  consider 
whether  it  was  not  their  duty  to  inter- 
fere. He  did  not  care  how  eminent  or 
able  a  man  might  be ;  if  he  committed 
•uoh  a  fraud  as  this,  he  was  guilty  of  a 
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great  mistake,  and,  in  the  interests  of 
all  public  teachers,  he  ought  not  to  be 
allowed  to  continue  in  the  position  he 
occupied.  It  was  now  time  that  this 
discussion  should  come  to  an  end,  andy 
as  the  House  could  not  come  to  a  con* 
elusion  on  the  matter,  he  would  appeal 
to  it  to  resolve  itself  at  once  into  Com* 
mittee,  so  that  the  Government  might 
be  allowed  to  take  the  Education  Votes. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  asked  if  then 
was  to  be  a  discussion  upon  the  Esti- 
mates  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Certainly. 

Main  Question,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICES. 

Supply — comidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class   IV. — ^Education,   Science,   ahD 

Art. 

(I.)  £1,283,958,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Education,  England  and  Wales. 

YisoouNT  SANDON  said,  he  was  not 
anxious  to  trouble  the  Conmiittee  in  aaj 
way ;  but  he  thought  that  the  full  aiii 
very  interesting  Statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Council  would  require  a  good  deal 
of  time  for  the  consideration  of  the 
facts  contained  in  it  before  they  couUl 
express  any  judgment  upon  it.  Ha 
thought  no  excuse  was  needed  for  the 
long  speech  which  had  been  made  to 
them,  as  it  was  one  of  great  interest  to  all 
who  had  the  pleasure  of  hearing  it ;  and 
he  would  only  venture  to  remark  that  he 
hoped  another  time  to  have  the  satiafao* 
tion  of  entering  at  length  into  the  points 
which  the  rif^t  hon.  Gentleman  had 
laid  before  them  that  night.  He  wai 
inclined  to  doubt  the  advisability  of  the 
practice  which  the  Vice  President  had 
adopted  that  night,  and  which  he  (Via* 
count  Sandon)  tried  to  adopt  when  he 
mied  the  Office  of  Vice  President  of 
the  Council — ^namely,  of  making  a  State* 
ment  with  the  Speaker  in  the  Chair. 
Unfortunately,  other  matters  had  inter- 
cepted that  Statement,  and  the  natoral 
discussion  of  the  points  raised  bj  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  the  roBott 
was  that  they  had  arrived  at  a  very  late 
hour  before  they  were  able  to  duouii 
the  Vote.  As  he  had  said,  he  was  not  to 
blame  for  not  having  set  a  bad  egample 


■\ 


1 


1 

\ 


1901 


awpjpig 


[AvQxmB,  1881) 


Civil  Services. 


1302 


m  the  matter,  because  he  did  tryto  make 
Ui  statement  with  the  Speaker  in  the 
Chair ;  but  he  waspreTented  from  doing 
10  by  the  present  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
hnd.    He  gathexed  from  the  speech  of 
Ae  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  vice  Pre- 
■dent  of  the  Council  that  the  experience 
of  the  last  10  years  had  somewhat  dis- 
sgnointed  the  expectations  that   were 
miaed,  and,  to  some  extent,  that  it  dissi- 
pated some  of  the  fears  that  were  ex- 
praaaed.     Some  of  them  expected  that 
the  Tolontaxy  schools  would    be  very 
mueh  enoouraffed  by  the  course  of  legis- 
lation adopted;  but  those  expectations 
had  been  disappointed.    On  the  other 
hand,  the  expectation  entertained  that 
the  progress  of  education  would  be  a 
Etde  more  rapid  had  been  somewhat 
dashed.     The  hopeful  aspect  of  the  case 
was  that  the  parties  who  disagreed  in 
former  years  were  now  evincing  a  desire 
to  work  together  in  a  more  harmonious 
manner  for  the  benefit  of  the  children 
eonimitted  to  their  charge.     He  was 
gratified  to    hear  the  high  testimony 
iriiich  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
boKe  to  the  Toluntary  work  of  the  coun- 
tij,  both  in  regard  to  the  board  schools 
and  the  voluntary  schools.    They  found 
fhat   some  very  vague  and  voluntary 
flraanin  which  nad  been  formed  of  the 
past  had  been  abandoned,  judging  from 
fb»  Yiee  P^resident's  speech.    Nobody 
spoke  more  strongly  than  the  Vice  Pre- 
■dent  did  now  against  the  evils  of  free 
and  patnitous  education.     The  right 
luMu  Gentleman  was  perfectly  consistent 
in  that ;  but  it  was  most  important  that 
a  pevaon  holding  the  hiffh  position  of  the 
ijg)it  hon.  Oentleman  snould  be  able  to 
say  that  the  opinion  of  the  country  was 
Mitirely  against  free  education.    As  to 
idigions  instruction,  the  testimony  of  the 
li^t  hon.  Oentleman  was  in  favour  of 
its  valne ;  and  he  (Viscount  Sandon)  re- 
joioad  that  it  was  so  after  the  18  months' 
•mscienoe    the  right  hon.   Qentleman 
Mohad  of  the  working  of  the  Depart- 
■snL    He  congratulated  the  right  hon. 
flsDtleman  on  the  fact  that  it  had  fallen 
Id  his  lot  to  oome  to  the  House  at  a  time 
cf  eomparatzye  calm  in  the  Education 
Dapartmenty  so  that  he  was  able  to  turn 
kk  mind  to  a  further  revision  of  the 
Idaeation  Code.    He  hoped,  in  the  long 
na^  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  miffht  not 
hA  *^^*  in  trying^  to  be  concise  he  had 
Iteome  obaoure.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
waa  aUa  to  undertake  this  im- 


portant work,  owing  to  the  Department 
beinff  more  free  in  regard  to  the  supply 
of  sdnools,  and  owing  to  the  board  sys- 
tem having  been  started  and  eot  into 
full  working  order.  He  was  aLo  able 
to  undertake  the  work  of  compulsion 
which  had  been  proposed  by  his  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord 
George  Hamilton).  His  way  had  been 
cleared  for  him,  and  he  (Viscount  Sandon) 
felt  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
perfectly  right  in  giving  a  large  meed  of 
praise  to  the  exceeding  vigour  of  the 
heads  of  the  Education  Department,  not 
only  the  Gentleman  who  was  at  the 
head  of  all,  but  those  who  were  at  the 
head  of  the  subordinate  departments. 
In  regard  to  the  Code  itself,  he  hoped  he 
miffht  be  allowed  to  record  his  opinion, 
and  he  trusted  that  all  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  were  interested  in  education  would 
do  the  same.  Until  they  had  seen  the 
system  fully  in  operation,  the  whole 
future  of  the  schools  must  depend  en- 
tirely on  the  good  working  of  the  Oode. 
They  must  remember  that  all  the 
chauKes  were  purely  tentative  after  aU, 
and  tne  great  question  which  lurked  be* 
hind  was  that  of  the  money.  They 
were  told  that  they  were  not  to  consider 
the  money  question  at  present ;  but  to 
look  to  it  solely  as  an  educational  ques- 
tion. That  was  very  admirable  and  very 
excellent ;  but  the  schools  of  the  country 
must  look  to  it  from  the  money  point  of 
view ;  and  the  case  of  the  board  schools, 
and  voluntary  schbols,  as  between  small 
schools  and  largo  schools,  rural  schools 
and  urban  schools,  must  be  decided  by 
the  facilities  which  the  new  Oode  af- 
forded. It  would,  therefore,  be  unwise 
to  express  an  opinion  as  to  the  Oode 
until  they  knew  how  the  money  was  to 
be  allocated.  There  was  one  thing, 
however,  which  they  ought  to  require. 
He  did  trust  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  wateh  the  matter  carefully, 
so  as  not  to  place  too  groat  a  head  pres- 
sure upon  the  children.  He  said  that 
from  the  experience  he  had  gained  when 
Vice  President,  and  he  was  satisfied  that 
there  was  groat  danger  of  pressing  too 
heavily  on  children  of  tender  age.  He 
would  venture  to  call  special  attention 
to  the  case  of  the  pupil  teachers.  He 
was  quite  sure  that  in  many  cases  they 
demanded  far  too  much  from  young  pupil 
teachers.  They  had  to  give  out  these  poor 
children,  as  well  as  teke  them  in,  and  the 
pressure  upon  their  minds    was   very 
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great,  in'  having  to  teach  during  the 
greater  part  of  the  day,  to  stand  almoBt 
entirely  throughout  the  day,  and  then  to 
study  at  night.  Then,  also,  in  regard 
to  [increasing  the  intellectual  pressure, 
he  would  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, after  the  strong  expressions  he 
had  used  as  to  the  advantages  of  reli- 
gious teaching,  to  keep  a  careful  watch 
that  in  their  exertions  for  the  spread  of 
secular  knowledge  they  did  not  ignore 
religious  teaching.  There  was  great 
danger,  if  they  showed  that  the  interests 
of  the  State  in  the  schools  was  merely 
based  on  secular  knowledge,  that  in  the 
course  of  time  pure  religious  teaching 
would  be  cast  aside  as  of  no  importance 
whatever.  He  thought  that  was  quite 
unintentional  on  the  part  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government ;  and  he  believed 
that  they  might  virtually  make  it  im- 
possible that  that  religious  teaching 
they  wished  to  foster  should  suffer. 
He  congratulated  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man on  his  praiseworthy  endeavours  to 
remove  the  temptation  to  fraud  which 
existed  at  present,  and  which  were  so 
serious  in  our  schools.  No  one  would 
rejoice  more  than  he  would  when  the 
scheme  relating  to  the  250  attendances 
was  carried  out.  As  to  The  Child* s  School 
Book  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  alluded,  he  was  in  favour  of  getting 
rid  of  all  unnecessary  forms ;  and,  there- 
fore, he  should  only  be  too  happy  if  he 
succeeded  in  getting  rid  of  The  ChiWs 
School  Book,  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  he  was  also  going  to  give  greater 
prominence  to  poetry,  recitation,  history, 
and  geography.  He  would  be  glad  in- 
deed if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
time  to  get  those  matters  attended  to  in  the 
ordinary  curriculum  of  the  schools.  For 
his  own  part,  he  was  a  little  doubtful 
whether  Milton  and  Shakspeare  offered 
the  best  kind  of  poetry  to  children  of  10 
or  12  years  of  age  ;  and  he  was  rather 
in  flavour  of  some  of  our  excellent  pa- 
triotic lyrics  which  very  easily  adapted 
themselves  to  the  intellects  of  children. 
But  that  was  a  matter  of  detail.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  also  assured 
them  that  he  was  going  to  lay  great 
stress  on  sewing  as  a  branch  of  instruc- 
tion. He  believed  he  had  the  honour 
to  be  the  first  to  give  the  money  of  the 
State  for  the  promotion  of  that  most  im- 
portant art  amongst  girls,  and  he  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  do  all 
in  his  power  to  encourage  it.     At  the 
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same  time,  he  ventured  to  put  in  a  word 
for  those  despised  subjects — domestic 
economy  and  cooking.  They  should  all 
have  in  view  the  importance  of  teaching 
those  useful  and  necessary  subjects  in 
schools.  It  was  difficult  in  practice,  he 
knew  ;  but  they  were  most  necessary  to 
be  taught  to  girls,  and  he  hoped  the 
Vice  I^resident  would  encourage  them. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
meant  to  keep  the  attention  of  Inspec- 
tors fully  engaged  on  the  moral  charac- 
tei  of  the  schools.  Everyone  who  knew 
what  schools  were  would  see  how  im- 
portant it  was  that  the  Inspectors  should 
show  great  attention  to  the  general  moral 
tone  which  prevailed  in  them.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  used  one  happy  ex- 
pression. He  said  he  was  determined  that 
the  teaching  in  these  elementary  schoolB 
should  be  thorough.  He  reminded  the 
House  that  they  had  made  it  com- 
pulsory on  parents  to  send  their  children 
to  those  schools ;  that  they  were  bound 
to  see  that  the  teaching  was  thorough 
and  good,  and  that  it  was  absolute 
cruelty  and  wrong  to  subject  children 
to  insufficient  instruction.  That  point 
should,  undoubtedly,  be  kept  steadfly  in 
view.  He  wished  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman success  in  his  endeavour  to  pro- 
mote night  schools ;  and  he  ag^ed  that 
he  was  takine  a  bold  and  wise  course  in 
allowing  clerical  teachers  to  instruct  in 
night  schools.  It  was  probably  the  most 
important  change  of  any  made  in  the 
Code  to  throw  open  the  profession  of 
teachers  to  graduates  of  the  Universi- 
ties; and  he  thought  the  more  people 
considered  it,  the  more  they  would  see 
the  advantages  of  making  that  altera- 
tion. It  would,  however,  be  necessary, 
in  fairness  to  existing  teachers,  that  they 
should  have  due  warning  of  the  change, 
because,  having  entered  upon  their 
career  on  the  understanding  mat  it  was 
a  closed  one,  they  should  certainly  re- 
ceive notice  of  what  would  appear  to 
them  a  very  sudden  and  important 
change.  He  also  hoped  care  would  be 
taken  to  find  a  more  suitable  class  of 
teachers  for  rural  schools.  The  misfor- 
tune was  that  it  was  impossible  for 
the  districts  in  which  those  schools 
were  situated  to  g^ve  a  high  rate  of  pay, 
and  yet  it  was  exceedingly  bad  to  have 
verv  young  teachers.  That  questioOy 
undoubtedly,  merited  great  atttention. 
It  was  the  case  that  there  was  some  de- 
terioration in  respect  of  the  time  daring 
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wlueh  toiJMafi  itajed  in  fheir  schools ; 
ud  thej  found  that  as  a  rale  where 
ttsre  was  only  a  mistress  she  stayed 
only  for  a  year,  or  possibly  two  years. 
Aomne  would  nndexstand  that  the  effect 
cfuat  upon  the  children  was  disastrous. 
in  that  way  the  teacher  had  no  time  to 
■ake  aoqnaintance  with  the  children, 
who  were  always  being  nut  under  new 
qfstema,  while,  in  fact,  the  moral  hold 
waa  relaxed.  That  was  a  very  import- 
ant dilBeol^  which  all  interested  in 
imal  education  should  consider.  He 
sonld  not  aoree  with  the  remarks  of  the 
yfm  FMsident  of  the  Council  on  the 
sabjeot  of  honour  certificates.  He  had 
alwara  regarded  them  both  as  tending 
is  raise  the  tone  in  schoolB  and  as  incen- 
to  future  exertion.  He  thought 
certificates  did  tend  to  elevate  the 
of  their  elementary  schools, 
■ad  ha  was  afraid  he  should  adhere  to 
Aat  Tiew.  He  thought  it  a  pity,  for 
Oe  sake  of  £1,000,  to  sacrifice  what  he 
befiered  to  be  in  many  cases  a  useful 
neentiTe;  and,  therefore,  he  trusted 
Aat  if  any  change  was  made  the  system 
mig^t  be  modified  without  being  aban- 
doned. He  saw  that  about  13,000  chil- 
dren in  the  course  of  the  year  got  those 
esTtifioatea;  and  he  was  constantly  meet- 

awitli  ohildren  who  had  gained  them 
who  showed  them  with  ^at  pride, 
i^ila  tlie  parents  had  told  him  that  the 
BMKnl  effect  upon  their  fieunilies  was 
florprifluig.  Tnere  was  one  point  on 
winch  he  should  be  obliged  to  chaUenge 
fta  deeision  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  if 
ha  aho^^^  think  it  his  duty  to  press  it. 
He^  fbr  one,  was  loth  in  any  way  to 
the  character  of  the  Inspectorate, 
it  was  of  the  highest  importance 
ita  inteUectual  standard  should  be 


kept  up;  ao  much  so,  in  his  opinion,  that 
whan  he  held  the  Office  of  Vice  President 


aerere  oonditions  were  attached  as 

oaliAoations  for  that  office.   Therefore, 

ka  trusted  that  nothing  would  be  done 

is  lower  the  position  of  the  Inspectorate. 

His  would  BBK  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

whsther  thwe  was  any  truth  in  the  ru- 

wmr  alluded  to  in  the  Press  that  he 

hdd  out  hopes  to  teachers  of  extending 

ttspensLon  system  generally  ?    He  was 

■me  tTiM.t  he  granted  a  certain  number 

rfpwirinnn  in  oases  where  the  teachers 

vm  old  and  underpaid ;  but  he  carefully 

gwded  himself  from  holding  out  any 

Safe  whaterer  of  a  general  pension  sys- 

tiMywlueh  woi|14  he  i^  most  serious  and 


frave  undertaking  for  the  country,  and 
e  hardly  thought  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman could  have  been  correctly  re- 
ported when  he  was  said  to  hold  out 
nopes  of  so  great  a  change.  Although 
he  should  not  be  sorry  to  see  a  system 
of  assurances  established  which  would 
secure  teachers  against  the  consequences 
of  sickness  and  old  age,  he  did  not 
think  it  was  the  business  of  the  State 
to  go  further  in  the  matter.  He  did  not 
wish  to  stand  in  the  way  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman ;  but  he  must  hold  him- 
self absolutely  free  with  regard  to  the 
changes  in  the  Oode,  and  with  regard, 
also,  to  the  changes  in  connection  with 
the  Inspectorate. 

Mr.  KICHAHD  said,  he  had  a  Mo- 
tion on  the  Paper  on  going  into  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  which,  yielding  to 
the  appeal  of  his  riffht  hon.  Friend,  he 
did  not  proceed  with ;  but  to  which, 
perhaps,  he  might  be  permitted  to  refer 
in  Committee  and  to  say  a  few  words 
on  the  subject  of  it.  He  referred  to 
what  he  could  not  but  regard  as  a  great 
anomaly  in  their  educational  system — 
that  was  to  say,  the  denominational  cha- 
racter of  so  many  of  our  Training  Col- 
leges. He  did  not  severely  blame  any- 
body for  that,  because  it  had  grown 
out  of  a  state  of  things  which  existed 
formerly,  but  which  no  longer  prevailed. 
It  was  well  known  that  for  a  long  time 
the  education  of  the  people  of  the  coun- 
try was  left  in  the  hands  of  volun- 
tary associations,  and  they  frankly  and 
gratefully  acknowledged  that  they  ren- 
dered valuable  service  to  the  cause  of 
education.  As  long  as  these  associations 
were  purely  voluntary,  and  supported 
by  the  contributions  of  their  friends, 
they  had  a  right  to  make  their  own 
rules ;  but  when  Government  undertook 
to  subsidize  those  efforts,  then,  of  course, 
the  matter  was  very  much  altered.  It 
was  enacted  that  all  elementary  schools 
should  be  subject  to  the  Conscience 
Clause,  which,  to  some  extent,  modified 
the  denominational  character  of  those 
schools,  but  the  Training  Colleges  re- 
mained as  they  were,  being  governed  by 
the  same  rules  as  existed  when  they 
were  purely  voluntary  institutions.  But 
they  were  no  longer  voluntary  institu- 
tions ;  so  much  otherwise  that  by  far  the 
larger  proportion  of  the  incomes  by  which 
they  were  supported  was  derived  from 
Parliamentary  grants,  and  the  fees  paid 
by  students.  He  would  give  some  figures, 
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by  way  of  illustratioiiy  taken  from  the 
Heport  of  the  Oommittee  of  Oouncil.  He 
found  that  with  regard  to  the  Training 
College  at  Carnarvon  the  total  annual 
expenditure  was  £2,227,  the  subscrip- 
tions and  donations  amounted  to  only 
£293.  At  Cheltenham  College  the  total 
expenditure  was  £5,275,  of  which  only 
£500  was  raised  by  subscriptions  and 
donations  ;  the  total  expenditure  of  the 
Female  College  in  the  same  town  being 
£2,281,  with  subscriptions  and  dona- 
tions amounting  to  only  £117.  The 
British  Schools  College,  in  the  Borough 
Boad,  had  a  total  expenditure  of 
£7,000,  of  which  only  £1,390  was 
raised  by  voluntary  contributions,  and 
the  Wesleyan  CoUege,  at  Battersea, 
a  total  expenditure  of  £4,172,  and  the 
donations  and  subscriptions  amounted  to 
£321.  Thus  it  would  be  apparent  to  the 
Committee  that,  so  far  as  support  was 
concerned,  those  Colleges  had  become 
almost  State  institutions ;  and  the  ques- 
tion was  whether  it  was  right  that  in- 
stitutions, which  were  practically  de- 
pendent on  public  money,  to  which 
all  classes  of  the  community  contri- 
buted, should  remain  sectarian  in  their 
character,  government,  and  teaching. 
The  tendency  of  their  legislation  had 
been,  of  late  years,  to  unsectarianize 
education.  That  was  proved  by  the 
Elementary  Education  Act,  the  Endowed 
Schools  Act,  and  the  various  Acts 
passed  by  the  Legislature  during  the 
last  20  or  30  years  in  relation  to  the 
Universities.  But  the  Training  Colleges 
remained  on  the  same  footing  as  before, 
many  of  them  being,  beyond  doubt, 
purely  denominational.  A  Memorial  had 
been  sent  in  to  the  London  School  Board, 
signed  by  the  members  of  the  Teachers' 
Association  in  this  Metropolis,  complain- 
ing of  the  disabilities  imposed  upon 
them  by  the  denominational  character 
of  the  examination  to  which  their  pupils 
were  subject  before  they  could  enter  the 
Training  Colleges.  The  School  Board 
thereupon  applied  to  each  Training  Col- 
lege in  the  country  for  copies  of  the 
forms  of  application  for  admission,  and  for 
information  with  regard  to  the  nature  of 
the  relifl^ous  examination  required  to  be 
passed  by  candidates.  The  Beturns  to  the 
London  School  Board  were  as  follows  : — 
There  were  41  Training  Colleges  of  all 
Idnds  in  England  and  Wales.  Of  these, 
fliz  made  no  Betum,  five  had  no  reli- 
gious examination^  and  25  had  returned 

Mr.  Rkhwri 


that  they  required,  on  entrance,  an  exa- 
mination in  the  Old  and  New  Testa- 
ments and  in  the  Prayer  Book.  In  all 
the  Church  of  England  and  Diocesan 
Training  Colleges  l&s  examination  was 
exacted.  The  Wesleyan  Methodists  re- 
quired an  examination  in  the  Old  and 
New  Testaments  and  the  Conferenos 
Catechism;  and  as  to  the  preliminazy 
inquiries  of  an  ecclesiastical  character 
there  were  a  great  variety.  Some  Ool- 
leges  merely  required  testimonials  as  to 
character  from  a  clergyman  or  minis- 
ter, and  others  addressed  questions  of 
this  kind — ''  Are  you  a  Communicant  f  " 
''  Are  you  a  member  of  the  Church  of 
Eneland?"  "Are  you  prepared  to 
make  a  declaration  that  you  will  oon- 
tinue  as  a  teacher  in  the  Chnibh 
schools?"  Now,  he  asked  the  Com- 
mittee again  whether  it  was  fair  that 
these  institutions,  which  were  supported 
almost  entirely  out  of  public  money, 
should  have  a  character  so  decidedly  do- 
nominational  as  to  exclude  entirely  from 
the  advantages  of  the  training  they  g^vo 
all  the  Nonconformists  of  the  oountnrf 
He  did  not  wish  to  say  one  disrespectnil 
word  of  the  Book  of  Common  Frayer. 
It  was  not  his  habit  to  speak  disrespect 
fully  of  anything  that  was  an  object  of 
reverence  to  any  of  his  countrymen ;  but 
he  might  be  permitted  to  say  there  was 
much  in  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer 
that  the  Nonconformist  conscientioosbr 
objected  to.  They  did  not  teach  it 
in  their  schools ;  therefore,  any  of  the 
Nonconformist  teachers  who  wished 
to  go  to  those  Training  Colleges  were 
barred  by  the  requirement  that  a  candi- 
date must  be  examined  in  the  Book  of 
Common  Prayer.  There  was  a  great 
hardship  in  that,  inasmuch  as  mesa 
teachers  might  wish  to  go  to  the  Train- 
ing Colleges  for  the  purpose  of,  after- 
wards, teaching  in  the  board  school% 
which  did  not,  and  were  not,  allowed  to 
teach  the  children  the  Prayer  Book  and 
the  Catechism.  The  boara  schools  were 
forbidden,  by  the  14th  section  of  the 
Elementary  Education  Act,  from  giving 
the  children  such  instruction.  Iso  exa- 
mination on  these  matters  was  required 
in  the  scholarship  examination  under- 
taken by  the  Government ;  and  yet^ 
when  these  young  people  presented 
themselves  for  admission  to  the  Training 
Colleges,  they  were  made  to  submit  to 
that  relifldous  tost  examination  into  the 
Prayer  Book,  and,  in  some  oases,  thej- 
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eompdled  to  declare  tihat  thej  were 
ibera  of  fhe  Ohtuch  <rf  England. 
He  miut  eay  it  was  time  that  i£  this 
Aoold  be  ohiioged.  It  was  nndeairable 
Ihat  aaj  of  uieee  Training  Colleges 
Aoold  be  denominational  in  their  oha- 
netar ;  but,  in  any  case,  he  maintained, 
flba  sectarian  restrictionB  which  pre- 
VBotsd  others  than  members  of  the 
Ghnreh  of  England  from  enjoying  the 
adfantages  of  those  Training  Oolleges, 
sad  other  institutions  supported  by  pub- 
Sb  moneyy  should  be  removed.  He  was 
aoC  able  to  move  the  Besolution  he  had 
fot  on  the  Paper,  owing  to  the  Forms 
offlie  House;  but,  if  the  Committee 
would  permit  him,  he  would  read  it,  in 
ariar  that  hon.  Members  might  see  the 
aodeat  proposal  he  intended  to  make  as 
is  fliose  elementary  teachers.  It  was  as 
Jbllowa:— 

"  That  the  Txsmiiig  Colleges  lor  Elementary 
ftthuii,  which  are  almost  entirely  maintained 
tar  pdblic  gxaots  and  by  the  contributions  of 
mm  atadsnti,  ahonld,  so  long  as  the  j>resent  sys- 
ISB  of  denoniinational  coUeges  exists,  be  open 
wifliosifc  ■ortarian  restrictions  to  those  candi- 
who,  being  otherwise  qoalifiedf  pass  the 
iship  examination  with  the  greatest  suc- 
■nd  fhe  same  reiUnons  liberty  should  be 
to  them  daring  meir  ttaining  which  the 
■eonrea  to  students  at  the  universities, 
Bchoola,  and  in  public  Elementary 
throaghont  the  Country." 

told    it   happened  very  fre- 
uuMitly  that  pupils  whonad  been  trained 
aa  the  J[Andon  School  Board  schools,  and 
proficient  in  all  other  branches  of 
./ledge,  being  perfectly  as  well  quali- 
to  enter  into  the  Training  GoUegee 
ly  of  those  candidates  who  stood  by 
side,   yet  were  rejected  because 
flimr  would  not  undem)  examinations 
hi  ne  Ynyer  Book.    He  said  this  was 
%  and  that  the  time  had  come  when 
ohaaM  should  be  effected  in  the 
iste  of  religious  liberty. 
Hb.  J.  G.  T&BOT  said,  that  one  of 
disadvantages  they  experienced  on 
flw  present  oocasion,  and  wmch  his  noble 
Ifeisnd  the  ICember  for  Liverpool  had  re- 
ined to,  was  that  they  had  not  been  able 
iDfoDow  the  interesting  Statement  of  the 
Tiaa  President  hj  a  general  discussion. 
Be  debate  had  strayed  over  various 
InieSy  interesting  in  themselves,  some 
CKflMm  highly  interesting,  almost  sensa- 
thnil^  ana  those  liad  diverted  them  from 
fc  main  topic  of  the  evening — namely, 
snriswof  the  educational  proceedings 
if  flis  pasC^  wA  of  t)ie  educational  policy 


of  the  future.  He  could  not  help  ex- 
pressing a  hope  that  if  the  revision  of 
the  Rules  of  the  House  was,  as  had  been 
indicated,  to  form  an  important  part  of 
the  programme  for  next  Session,  no  new 
Bule  would  be  adopted  which  would  en- 
courage and  sanction  the  course  of  pro- 
ceeding which  had  been  pursued  that 
night.  Discussions  of  that  idnd  came 
on  under  great  disadvantages  at  such  an 
hour  of  the  morning,  and  it  was  very 
difficult  for  one  to  compress  into  the  few 
minutes  which  he  felt  nimaelf  at  liberty 
to  occupy  all  the  observations  he  de- 
sired to  make  concerning  the  large  num- 
ber of  interesting  topics  referred  to.  He 
did  not  intend  to  go  into  the  case  of  Mr. 
Goffin  ;  but  he  would  say  a  word  with 
regard  to  what  the  hon.  Member  for 
Merthyr  (Mr.  Bichard)  had,  with  great 
moderation  from  his  point  of  view,  just 
stated.  He  (Mr.  Bichard)  had  made 
an  appeal  to  the  Government,  and  he 
thought  it  would  have  been  very  de- 
sirable if  they  could  have  come  to  some 
decision  on  the  subject.  Just  as  in  the 
case  of  Mr.  Goffin  thoy  were  unable  to 
come  to  a  decision,  so  also  in  the  matter 
of  Training  Colleges  they  were  unable  to 
come  to  a  decision.  He  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Mundella)  would 
not  be  led  into  an  incautious  statement 
in  approval  of  what  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Merthyr  in  so  seductive 
a  manner.  He  had  spoken  as  though  a 
gentle  change  might  be  made  to  brinfi^ 
these  Tredning  Colleges  in  harmony  with 
other  institutions  in  the  country,  con- 
ducted upon  what  he  called  the  unde- 
nominational principle.  If  they  were 
at  an  earlier  period  of  the  evening 
he  should  endeavour  to  persuade  the 
hon.  Member  that  this  institution,  whose 
example  he  recommended,  was  not  so 
undenominational  as  he  seemed  to  think. 
He  would  have  reminded  him  of  the  en- 
dowed schools  which  came  under  Clause 
19  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Act,  and  he 
would  have  pointed  to  the  larger  **  public 
schools,"  as  they  were  called,  where  reli- 
gious education  was  given.  But  ho  would 
not  now  go  into  matters  of  that  kind. 
He  would  only  ask  the  Committee  to 
remember  that  any  change  of  the  kind 
the  hon.  Member  proposed  would  be  a 
great  and  fundamental  change,  and  not 
only  that,  but  it  would  bo  a  change  that 
would  amount  to  something  very  much 
like  a  breach  of  faith,  because,  although 
it  was  true  that  those  institutions  were 
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supported  in  a  sreat  measure  by  the 
State — and  he  fully  recognized  the  fact 
— yet  it  was  also  equaUy  true  that  they 
were  founded  in  a  great  measure  by  the 
liberality  of  private  persons,  for  the  ex- 
press purpose  of  their  being  connected 
with  a  certain  religious  denomination. 
That  remark  did  not  only  apply  to  the 
Church  of  England  in  which  he  was  in- 
terested. There  were  Wesleyan  Colleges, 
founded  by  and  for  Wesleyans,  and  also 
Boman  Catholic  Colleges,  which  were 
founded  by  and  for  Eoman  Catholics. 
Therefore,  he  trusted  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council  would  not,  in  a  moment 
of  incaution,  be  induced  to  adopt  the 
view  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr, 
and,  by  so  doing,  give  a  severe  shock  to 
public  feeling — to  a  great  deal  of  the 
sound  feeling  on  which  the  education  of 
this  country  had  hitherto  rested,  to  which 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  had 

S'ven  credit,  and  to  which  the  hon. 
ember  himself  had  given  credit.  Edu- 
cation in  this  country  was,  for  a  very 
long  time,  chiefly  dependent  on  volun- 
tary effort.  That  voluntary  effort  was 
entirely  connected  with  some  religious 
body,  and  that  religious  body  was  mainly 
Church  of  England,  as  being  the  principal 
representative  of  religion  in  the  country. 
He  did  not  know  that  he  would  detain 
the  Committee  longer  on  this  matter, 
except  to  say  this — that  there  was  a  great 
difference  between  Training  Colleges  and 
public  elementary  schools.  In  connection 
with  the  latter  there  was  the  Conscience 
Clause,  and  the  children  of  parents  of 
any  religious  opinion  could  be  admitted, 
every  person's  religious  convictions  being 
respected.  He  was  not  merely  going 
into  those  matters  on  his  own  authority, 
but  the  Schools  Inquiry  Commissioners 
in  their  Eeport  said  that  great  distinction 
was  to  be  drawn  between  places  where 
pupils  were  received,  educated,  and 
boarded,  and  those  to  which  children 
went  as  day  scholars.  Boarding  schools 
it  was  pointed  out,  were  in  loco  par entum, 
and  it  was  shown  that  to  have  no  definite 
system  of  religious  teaching  in  them  would 
be  a  serious  detriment  to  their  character. 
He  was  not  speaking  to  those  in  the 
House  who  would  discard  religious  in- 
struction altogether  from  iJl  schools; 
his  arguments  would  be  of  no  value  to 
them;  but  to  anyone  who  believed  in 
giving  young  people  some  religious  in- 
struction, he  said  that  unless  they  in- 
structed the  teachers  in  some  definite 

Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot 


form  of  reliffion — ^he  cared  not  for  the 
purpose  of  uie  present  argument  what, 
so  long  as  it  were  definite — ^they  had  no 
chance  of  producing  that  class  of  teaohen 
who  would  be  the  best  and  truest  teachers 
in  the  sense  in  which  they  wished  the 
children  of  this  country  to  be  taught. 
On  this  subject,  speaking  of  Training 
Colleges,  he  was  naturally  led  to  saj 
a  word  on  a  very  important  poini--- 
namely,  the  new  Code,  of  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  given  them  an  oat* 
line.  He  spoke  of  graduates  of  any 
University  being  recognized  as  assistant 
teachers  without  having  to  undergo  exa- 
mination for  certificates.  The  existing 
rule  might  be  relaxed  harmlessly ;  ana 
if  that  furtide  of  the  Code  was  carried  oat 
to  any  extent,  they  would  have  a  large 
number  of  teachers  in  the  country  who 
would  not  have  been  trained  in  Training 
Collefi^s,  which  was  now  necessary ;  bat 
would  have  had  the  advantages  of  that 
free  training  which  was  given  in  the 
Universitiea.  No  work  could  be  more 
suited  to  graduates,  who  had  gone 
through  a  great  deal  of  teaching  them- 
selves, than  to  impart  their  knowledge 
to  others.  The  system  contemplated  had 
been  already  tried,  he  believea,  and  had 
been  found  successful,  especially  in  the 
case  of  ladies.  He  did  not  mean  to  say 
that  those  ladies  had  absolutely  taken 
University  degrees ;  but  they  had  passed 
the  University  examinations,  and  were 
those  who  would  be  expected,  imder 
certain  circumstances,  to  take  degrees 
and  enrol  themselves  in  the  ranks  of 
school  teachers.  He  was  glad  to  see  any- 
thing  like  an  advance  in  that  direction. 
Teacning  was  one  of  the  noblest  occupa- 
tions possible.  Anything  which  raised 
the  profession  was  a  distinct  benefit  to  the 
community,  and  he  here  spoke  not  only 
of  University,  but  elementary  teaching. 
He  most  cordially  thanked  the  ri^t  hon. 
Gentleman  for  his  proposal.  He  had 
here  one  or  two  figures  which  he  thought 
he  might  trouble  the  Committee  with, 
just  to  show  how  great  had  been  the 
progress  of  the  schools  connected  with 
the  Church  of  England — which  were  die 
larger  part  of  the  voluntary  schools— 
and  the  larse  share  they  had  had  in  the 
scholastic  development  of  the  countir. 
In  1870  the  accommodation  in  the 
Church  schools  was  1,365,000,  and  in 
1880,  2,327,879,  whilst  the  average  at- 
tendance in  1870  was  844,334,  and  in 
1880,  1,47 1,6U^  or,  in  otbeor  words^' 
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96Sf  S90  liditional  plaoea  had  been  pro- 
vided in  CfhoToh  eohods  in  10  years; 
vldlat  all  other  denominations,  together 
widi  the  school  boards,  afforded  addi- 
tional places  for  1,899,870.  In  1880, 
liMra  wasy  as  he  had  said,  in  Church 
Mboola  aooommodation  for  2,827,379,  or 
aoie  than  half  the  whole  school  accom- 
■odation  of  the  whole  oountry,  which 
was  4,240,753.  It  was  said  that  the 
sehool  boards  renresented  the  elemen- 

a education  of  uieoountiy.  He  did  not 
to  disoonrage  the  good  work  done  by 
Ae  adiool  boards ;  bnt  nis  view  was  that 
ttsj  had  only  to  supplement  what  was  al- 
naojf  partly  done  by  thevoluntarf  schools 
fa  the  matter  of  dementary  education. 
Bat  it  was  important  to  obserre  that  far 
fiom  killing,  or  even  oheckinff,  volun- 
taij  effbrty   the  school   board    system 
Bsemed  to  have  stimulated  and  encou- 
noed  that  effort.   They  were  entitled  to 
ask  how  that  had  occurred.    There  was 
a  Tflry  pertinent  yiew  taken  of  that 
matter  by  some  people.    They  said — 
"People  won't  pay  twice  over  for  the 
aame  thing."    It  was  said — ''  How  can 
joa  expect  people  to  subscribe  towards 
fha  support  of  volimtaxT  schools  when 
Aeiy  haye  to  pay  taxes  for  the  mainte- 
aanoe  of  the  school  board  schools?" 
WeDy  it  was  because  at  the  bottom  of 
Aa  Toluntary  system  there  was  some- 
diinff  anflBdent  to  counterbalance  the 
anlfian  element    There  seemed  to  be  in 
aodh  a  matter  an  analogy  with  the  relief 
of  tiie  poor.    It  miffht  be  supposed  that 
■obodj  would   subscribe  to  voluntary 
Voapitalay  when  there  were  infirmaries 
■Baffnirnd  all  over  the  country  provided 
out  of  the  rates;  but  just  as  they  found 
inthatcaae  that  people  always  would 
pvovide  more  in  the  way  of  relief  than 
ma  required  to  simply  meet  the  neces- 
aitiaa  m  the  ease,    so  in  this  case  he 
ftodjglit  they  would  find  that  the  volun- 
taiT  ajatem  of  education  would  not  be 
Vrndp  bnt  woidd  rather  be  quickened 
and  ineraoaed  by  the  action  of  the  School 
Boafd.    With  regard  to  the  details  of 
the  new  acheme,  luthough  they  had  only 
kaard  tliem  for  the  first  time  that  night, 
ftflj  would  give  to  it  all  the  favourable 
tOMideration  in  their  power,  and  heartily 
io-openite  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
nan  in  reapeot  to  it. 

lb.  LTDIiPH  STANLEY  wished  to 
nv  a  word  or  two  as  to  the  Training 
ffihfljpa  which  were  referred  to  by  the 
bk  kember  for  Merthyr  Tydvil.  In  the 

TOLb  OOUEIY*     [thibd  ss&ibs.] 


first  place,  there  was  not  only  the  griev- 
ance of  those  who  were  driven  out  of 
the  Training  Colleges  by  conscientious 
scruples,  but  there  was  the  moral  harm 
to  the  other  ex-pupil  teachers  who  felt 
compelled  to  sacrifice  their  religious 
scruples  in  order  to  obtain  the  Gain- 
ing. That  was  a  result  which  they 
ought  to  look  at  quite  as  much  as  to 
the  injury  to  those  who  adhered  to  their 
religious  opinions.  In  fact,  he  thought 
they  ought  to  consider  the  latter  class 
rather  more  than  those  who  withdrew 
from  the  Colleges.  Then,  with  regard 
to  the  training  of  teachers,  the  country 
paid  this  large  sum  of  money  in  order 
that  the  most  experienced  and  indus- 
trious of  the  teachers  might  proceed 
through  the  Colleges  to  the  work  of 
elementary  teaching.  By  giving  pre- 
ference to  an  ex-pupil  teacher  who 
Eassed  low  down  in  the  examination 
ecause  he  could  pass  an  examination 
on  the  Church  Service,  or  who  gave  a 
promise  that  he  would  teach  in  Church 
schools,  they  got  inferior  teachers  when 
they  might  secure  superior  teachers. 
He  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  labour 
that  point  further,  except  to  remind 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  that  freedom  of  conscience  and 
exemption  from  religious  services  and 
instruction  existed  in  all  the  Colleges 
among  the  undergraduates.  He  con- 
gpratulated  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  steady  progress  made  by  his 
Department  this  year.  The  progress 
W8L8j  perhaps,  not  as  great  as  they  would 
have  liked  to  see  ;  but  there  was  a  suffi- 
ciently distinct  progress  to  make  them 
feel  that  they  were  promoting  elementary 
education.  He  did  not  think  it  was 
necessary,  at  that  late  hour,  for  him  to 
take  up  the  challenge  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  threw  down  as  to  the  ex- 
ponsiveness  of  the  London  School  Board. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  knew  that  he 
held  strongly  that  the  duty  of  the  De- 
partment was  to  look  after  the  efficiency 
of  the  School  Board  and  not  the  cost, 
which  was  the  business  only  of  the  rate- 
payers. He  hoped  the  Department  would 
Keep  their  minds  on  the  question  of  effi- 
ciency, and  not  run  into  other  matters. 
They  had  too  much  of  the  Education  De- 
partment under  the  late  Government, 
when  it  tried  to  hold  up  economy  at  the 
risk  of  sacrificing  efficiency.  It  was  not 
proper  in  a  debate  in  Parliament  to  drag 
in  considerations  of  cost  as  between  one 
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school  and  another.  Then,  with  regard 
to  the  proposals  for  the  revision  of  the 
Code,  no  one  could  give  a  final  opinion 
favourable  or  unfavourable  upon  them. 
It  was  a  most  important  scheme,  and 
full  of  very  valuable  considerations ;  but 
their  remarks  that  night  must  be  purely 
provisional,  and  further  discussion  must 
be  reserved.  But  there  were  one  or  two 
points  which  he  should  like  his  right 
non.  Friend  to  consider  before  finally 
pledging  himself  to  this  scheme.  He 
should  like  to  suggest  under  No.  5 
whether  sewing,  which  was  to  be  com- 
pulsory for  lul  girls,  might  not  be 
made  optional  fer  girls  who  were  half- 
timers.  It  was  necessary  there  should 
be  compulsory  sewing;  but  in  indus- 
trial districts,  where  g^ls  were  half- 
timers,  they  got  so  little  opportunity 
for  mental  training  that  he  thought 
sewing  should  not  be  made  part  of  the 
curriculum.  Then,  as  to  Clause  6,  the 
Department  had  to  steer  between  two 
shoals,  the  danger  of  mechanical  instruc- 
tion, and  the  danger  of  trusting  every- 
thing to  inspection.  If  they  wished  to 
give  the  Inspector  greater  power  and 
Hberty,  they  would  be  exposed  to  the 
danger  of  its  being  said  that  they  were 
putting  the  schoolmaster  under  the  In- 
spector, and  enabling  the  Inspector  to 
impose  his  own  theories  upon  a  whole 
district.  That  was  a  danger  they  ought 
to  be  alive  to — the  danger  of  excessive 
State  interference.  He  was  sufficiently 
in  favour  of  local  individualism  not  to 
wish  to  see  that,  but  to  see  something 
like  free  play  and  individual  working 
out  of  the  educational  system  in  the 
country.  A  stereotyped  pattern  of  edu- 
cation throughout  the  country  would  be, 
on  the  whole,  bad,  although  it  might  be 
useful  in  backward  districts.  He  wel- 
comed No.  8  as  to  adult  teachers;  but 
he  should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  to  No.  8  in  connection 
with  Nos.  36  and  37.  He  gathered  from 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  that 
by  the  latter  Articles  of  the  Code  it  was 
intended  to  wipe  out  the  ex -pupil  teacher 
in  favour  of  certificated  teachers.  He 
did  not  dissent  horn  that ;  but  he  should 
like  to  ask  what  was  the  meaning  in 
No.  8  of  an  adult  teacher  up  to  the 
number  of  40,  and  a  certificated  teacher 
when  the  number  amounted  to  60.  Then, 
in  No.  20,  needlework  would  cease  to  be 
a  class  subject.  It  had  been  put  in  as 
a  necessary  subject  according  to    the 

Mr.  LyyJph  StarUey 


Schedule ;  but  it  would  be  a  necessary 
subject  in  the  routine  of  the  day,  and 
not  a  class  subject.  He  did  not  object 
to  that ;  but  he  would  remind  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  that  if  he  put 
needlework  in  the  Schedule  he  would 
materially  raise  the  standard,  because  at 
present,  if  needlework  was  taught  accord- 
ing to  Schedule,  it  was  taught  as  a  class 
subject,  and  it  became  a  matter  for  extra 
grants.  The  modification  of  the  specific 
subjects  was  too  minute  a  proposal  to  be 
discussed  at  that  hour;  but  it  would 
naturally  be  discussed  in  the  autumn  by 

Eersons  practically  en&^aged  in  education, 
a  No.  28,  he  thought  the  Vice  Presi* 
dent  was  going  too  far  in  the  direction 
of  oheckine  and  discouraging  specific 
subjects  unless  elementary  subjects  were 
well  taught.  He  had  not  the  slightest 
objection  to  the  provision  that  where  less 
than  75  per  cent  passed  in  elementary 
subjects  the  g^nt  should  not  be  Daid  in 
that  particular  year  for  specific  subjects ; 
but  he  thought  it  would  be  hard  to  reduce 
the  grant  if  there  was  less  than  75  per 
cent  passed  in  the  previous  year,  for  there 
might  have  been  many  things,  such  as 
an  epidemic,  for  instance,  to  interfere 
with  the  results.  He  knew  schools  in  one 
district  of  London  where  they  frequently 

fot  less  than  75  per  cent,  but  where  the 
nspector  reported  that  t^e  state  of  edu- 
cation was  thoroughly  satisfactory.  In 
fact,  he  believed  that  in  that  particular 
district  schools  were  more  efficient,  pass- 
ing under  75  per  cent,  than  many  other 
schools  passing  up  to  85  or  even  90  per 
cent,  so  different  was  the  standard  of  oif- 
ferent  Inspectors.  Therefore,  he  thought 
to  prohibit  the  grant  for  specific  subjects 
merely  on  account  of  the  percentage  of 
the  school  wouldbe  a  mistake.  He  should 
not  object  to  giving  the  Inspectors  some 
discretionary  power,  or  that  if  they  re- 
ported the  general  teaching  of  a  school 
to  have  fallen  back,  the  grant  for  spe- 
cific subjects  for  the  coming  year  should 
be  suspended ;  but  he  did  not  think  they 
should  have  a  mechanical  self-actinff 
standard  like  75  per  cent.  With  regaia 
to  night  schools,  he  sympathized  with 
the  desire  of  the  Department  to  raise 
the  teaching  ;  but  nignt  schools  took  up 
education  after  a  boy  had  left  the  ele- 
mentary schools,  and  it  was  not  enough 
to  go  to  the  Seventh  Standard  in  those 
schools,  because  some  of  the  boys  would 
probably  have  passed  the  sixth  or  even 
the  seventh  by  the  time  thqr  were  13 
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jmn  old,  and  fbr  these  there  would  be 
BO  fiiither  education  in  the  niffht  schools. 
He  should  like  to  see  sometaing  which 
would  enable  night  schools  to  go  be- 
jond  that.  Then,  with  regard  to  m.  34 
snd  the  three  pupil  teaoners,  he  sym- 
psthiied  with  the  intention  of  the  De- 
partment to  keep  down  the  number ;  but 
duee  pupil  teadiers  would  be  too  many 
IB  a  small  school  of,  say,  120  average 
sttendanoe;  while,  on  the  other  hand, 
IB  infimt  sohook  with  an  average  of  600 
three  pupil  teachers  would  not  be  suffi- 
cient. Me  would  rather  fix  the  number 
at  one  for  eveiy  100  of  the  average 
attendance.  That  would  keep  down  the 
aamber  of  teachers  more  than  the  pre- 
sent proposal.  As  to  No.  36,  he  agreed 
with  the  proposal  to  reduce  the  value  of 
tile  certificated  assistant,  and  to  let  him 
soimt  for  60  instead  of  80;  but  he 
fluraght  it  would  be  necessary,  if  they 
lednoed  the  value  of  the  assistant,  that 
flisj  should  reduce  the  value  of  the 

ajSl  teacher.    He  had  hitherto  been 
oed  as  half;  but  if  they  made  the 
valne  40  as  comj^ared  with  60,  they  were 
stimulating  pupil  teachers  rather  than 
asBintnutn     As  to  No.  39,  dealing  with 
graduates,  that  had  been  spoken  of  as 
if  it  were  a  concession ;  but  it  did  not 
eonoede  or  give  anything  of  moment,  and 
there  was  nothing  to  prevent  a  graduate 
of  a  TTniversitv  getting    an    appoint- 
ment to  a  school  and  sitting  for  his  cer- 
tifioate.     He  would  admit  no  ex-pupil 
teaehers  unless  they  were  prepared  to 
paas  the  Oovemment  examination ;  but 
aewonld  not  dose  the  door  absolutely 
to  parsons  who  might  be  of  great  merit, 
mama  aomo  of  whom  were  doing  admirable 
vork  in  their  schools,  unless  they  were 
prapared  to  so  through  a  University 
tnming.    Although,    as    a   rule,   that 
imining  was  valuable,  they  might  get 
aome  people  who  had  been  teaching  in 
nivate  schools,  but    could  not  afford 
uniTernty  training,  who  were  very  effi- 
eisnt  for  teaching;   and  they  would  be 
jffiiig'  great  injustice  to  them  and  de- 
ptmng  elementary  schools  of  valuable 
teabhers  by  the  present  proposal.    Then 
he  thought  No.   39  would  immensely 
strengthen  the   argument  of  the  hon. 
Hemberfor  MerthvrTydvil  (Mr.Hichard) 
ia  iavour  of  breaking  down  the  present 
BOBopoly  of  the  Training  Colleges.    But 
if  ftey  proposed  that  the  only  door  of  ad- 
BUHionto  ue  schools  should  be  theTrain- 
iagOollegeey  theymade  an  overwhelming 


argument  for  the  contention  against  any 
denominational  distinction  whatever.  On 
the  whole,  however,  he  congratulated  his 
right  hon.  Friend  upon  his  scheme. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  he 
thought  two  parts  of  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent's speech  seemed  to  afford  general 
satisfaction  to  the  House — his  expressed 
desire  to  render  educational  endowments 
more  generally  useful,  and  his  statement 
that  he  would  bring  in  a  Bill  next  year. 
Although  he  did  not  now  propose  to  go 
into  the  question  of  endowments  at  any 
length,  he  would  submit  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  would  not 
be  possible  to  do  something  in  the  mean- 
time. The  facts  were  these.  Whereas 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  hoped 
that  the  Endowed  Schools  Commission 
would  be  able  to  deal  with  all  the  en- 
dowed schools  in  five  years,  10  years 
had  elapsed  and  less  than  half  of  the 
schools  had  been  dealt  with.  He  would, 
therefore,  submit  to  his  right  hon.  Friend 
whether  it  was  not  possible  to  increase 
the  number  of  the  Charity  Commissioners 
so  that  there  might  bo  some  more  rapid 
progress  made.  Unless  that  was  done 
it  was  perfectly  clear  that  they  could 
not  hope  that  anv  more  rapid  advance 
would  be  socurod.  He  hoped  it  would 
not  be  supposed  that  ho  was  complain- 
ing of  the  Charity  Commissioners.  He 
believed  they  had  worked  with  all  due 
diligence,  and  that  they  were  not  to 
blame  in  the  matter.  At  the  same  time, 
the  question  was  one  of  much  import- 
ance. It  was  one  thing  to  prepare  a  Bill, 
and  another  to  pass  it  through  Parlia- 
ment ;  and,  therefore,  even  if  his  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Lord  Frederick  Cavendish)  was  pre- 
pared to  introduce  a  Bill  next  year,  it  was 
still  very  desirable  to  hasten  the  action 
of  the  Endowed  Schools  Commissioners 
in  the  meantime.  There  was  one  point 
connected  with  higher  education  upon 
which  he  should  like  to  say  a  word — 
namely,  as  to  the  great  desirability  of 
knowing  what  was  being  done  in  the 
schools  of  the  country.  He  did  not  desire 
to  interfere  with  the  action  of  the  head 
masters  and  Governing  Bodies  of  schools; 
but  he  thought  that  parents  should  have 
the  opportunity  of  knowing  what  kind  of 
education  their  sons  would  receive.  They 
had  Blue  Books  containing  interesting 
and  valuable  statistics  as  to  the  pro- 
perty, land,  and  buildings  belonging  to 
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the  public  schools  ;  but  they  really  had 
not,  until  the  Betums  given  him  by  his 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Middlesex 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  two  years  ago, 
any  information  as  to  the  system  of  edu- 
cation pursued  in  the  public  schools,  and 
he  regretted  to  say,  in  spite  of  all 
that  had  been  said  as  to  the  desirability 
of  introducing  modern  languages  and 
science,  only  two  or  three  hours  at 
the  most  were  being  g^ven  to  each  of 
them.  Those  who  felt  with  him  in  that 
matter  would  be  sony  to  see  literature 
excluded  from  the  pubUc  schools ;  but  as 
there  were  42  hours  devoted  to  study  he 
would  hope  that  some  greater  amount  of 
time  would  be  devoted  to  those  branches. 

The  chairman  :  I  must  point  out 
that  the  hon.  Member  is  now  dealing 
with  the  question  of  secondary  schools, 
whereas  the  Vote  before  the  Committee 
is  one  for  the  elementary  schools. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  thought  the 
Vote  included  the  expenses  of  the  Edu- 
cation Committee ;  and,  therefore,  he  had 
considered  that  he  was  justified  in  allud- 
ing to  that  question.  He  would,  how- 
ever, not  pursue  the  question,  but  would 
only  ask  his  right  hon.  Friend  to  g^ve 
attention  to  the  subject.  Coming  to  the 
question — ^namely,  of  specific  subjects  in 
elementary  schools,  there  was  one  point 
connected  with  the  Inspectors  to  which  he 
would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend.  His  right  hon.  Friend  had 
told  them  that  evening  that  he  proposed 
to  deal  with  that  subject.  Lcust  year  he 
(Sir  John  Lubbock)  troubled  the  Com- 
mittee with  statistics  showing  conclu- 
sively that  the  introduction  of  specific 
subjects,  so  far  from  interfering  with 
reading,  writing,  and  arithmetic,  really 
benefited  the  merely  fundamental  sub- 

i'ects;  and  he  thought  the  statistics  which 
Lad  been  produced  that  day  showed  that 
experience  had  proved  that  the  introduc- 
tion of  specific  subjects  had  not  had  the 
effect  of  interfering  with  the  study  of 
other  subjects.  Although  the  hour  was 
late,  he  hoped  he  might  be  permitted  to 
mention  one  little  anecdote  wnich  showed 
how  well  children  were  able  to  follow  a 
little  instruction  in  this  matter.  A 
friend  of  his,  the  wife  of  a  distinguished 
Member  of  that  House,  had  given  lessons 
in  mechanics  to  one  of  her  children  only 
about  four  years  old.  Some  time  after- 
wards bhe  told  him  the  story  of  the  fox 
and  the  crane,  and  how  the  crane  ex- 
tracted the  bone  from  ^e  throat  of  the 
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fox.  When  she  came  to  the  end  of  the 
fable  the  child  said — ''Well,  Mamma, 
was  it  a  hand  crane,  or  was  it  a  steam 
crane  ? "  He  regretted  to  find  from 
their  Reports  that  some  of  the  Inspectors 
were  very  unfriendly  to  the  specific  sub- 
jects. He  did  not  wish  to  quote  any 
names,  because  he  did  not  wish  to  make 
a  personal  attack  upon  the  Inspectors. 
According  to  the  Blue  Book,  for  in- 
stance, one  of  the  Inspectors  said  he  had 
no  sympathy  with  die  desire  to  add 
science  to  the  subjects  already  taught ; 
another  said  that  it  would  be  ridiciuous 
to  see  3,800,000  children  assembled  lis- 
tening to  sermons  on  stones;  another 
stated  that  children  could  not  under- 
stand scientific  questions  at  all ;  another 
did  not  regret  that  specific  subjects  were 
not  taught  in  his  schools  ;  and  another 
could  not  see  what  business  a  Fourth 
Standard  child  had  to  be  dabbling  in 
science.  All  this  showed  how  very  htUe 
appreciation  there  was  of  the  instruction 
proposed  to  be  ^ven.  He  would  not 
weary  the  Committee  with  other  quota- 
tions to  the  same  effect ;  but  he  would 
submit  that  these  gentlemen  had  Buoh 
strong  views  on  the  matter  that  they 
could  hardly  be  expected  to  give  to  these 
specific  subjects  a  fair  trial  when  they 
were  brought  before  them.  He  heard 
one  or  two  expressions  which  fell  from 
his  right  hon.  Friend  in  his  opening  ad- 
dress with  great  regret.  At  the  same 
time,  he  did  not  think,  on  further  dis- 
cussion, that  it  would  be  found  that 
they  differed  very  much  after  all.  At 
any  rate,  he  was  glad  to  hear  the  pro- 
posal that  technical  knowledge  should 
be  continued  from  the  commencement  of 
school  life  until  the  close.  He  agreed  with 
what  had  been  said  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oldham  (Mr.  Lyulph  Stanley) 
as  to  leaving  the  school  committees  as 
free  in  this  matter  as  possible.  He 
objected  strongly  to  the  proposal  to  make 
grammar  a  compulsory  subject.  No 
doubt  a  very  large  proportion  of  8cho<^ 
would  take  grammar  as  one  of  the  class 
subjects;  but  still  he  should  like  to 
leave  the  school  committees  the  option 
of  doing  as  they  pleased  in  that  matter. 
He  did  not  understand  how  many  specifio 
subjects  could  be  taken  in  addition  to 
class  subjects. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  Two. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK:  May  a  third 
class  subject  be  taken  as  a  specific  sab* 
ject  ?  ■ 
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KlL  HUNDELLA. :  Yes. 

Bib  JOHN  LI7BB00E  said,  he  was 
riad  to  hear  that  that  was  the  case. 
Qf  ooiiney  thej  could  not  now  discuss 
an  the  deteils  of  the  proposed  arrange- 
iM&ta.  It  struck  him  in  looking  through 
fte  Gbde  that  it  might  be  improved  in 
dstails ;  for  instance,  that'it  made  rather 
too  little  reference  to  plants ;  but  that 
question  they  would  have  an  opportunity 
of  eonaiderinp^  afterwards.  He  was  glad, 
as  a  TTniTersity  Member,  to  see  the  step 
wUdi  his  right  hon.  Friend  proposed 
to  take  in  that  direction ;  ana,  on  the 
whdOy  he  thought  thej  might  fairly 
eongratnlate  his  right  hon.  Friend  on 
Ae  feot  that  the  altmtions  he  proposed 
were  likdy  to  be  of  benefit  to  the  edu- 
cation of  the  countiy.  He  thanked  the 
Ooinmittee  for  allowing  him  to  make 
fteae  obaerrations ;  and  in  sitting  down 
he  would  only  add  that  they  might  aU 
eoncratulate  themselves  on  the  energy, 
ahinty,  and  seal  with  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  the  Vice  President  was 
coadneting  the  important  duties  of  his 
Office.     

Kb.  NEWDEOATE  said,  he  trusted 
flie  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr  (Mr. 
Biehard)  would  excuse  him  if  he  ex- 
ji eased  some  pain  at  the  observations 
whidi  the  hon.  Member  had  addressed 
to  the  House.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
fte  hon.  Member  was  bent  on  invading 
the  Tolnntary  principle.  He  might  be 
wrang;  but  that  was  the  impression 
ftat  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
ennreyed.  He  was  old  enough  to  re- 
nember  when  the  representatives  of  the 
dtnominations  strove  earnestly  for  the 
leoognition  of  that  principle,  and  he 
vevy  humbly  aided  them  in  that  object ; 
hat  now  the  hon.  Oentieman  pointed 
with  jealousy  to  the  success  of  that  very 
vriacqile,  because  the  most  successful 
doBomination  had  been  tiie  Church  of 
Kariand.  Next  to  the  Church  of  Eng- 
kaOi  the  hon.  Member  pointed  out,  not 
IB  a  mlgect  of  congratmation,  but  as  a 
idgeet  of  regret,  the  amount  which  the 
Waslejans  had  earned  for  their  Train- 
fag  OoUegee.  Now,  if  that  was  not  a 
neoniticm  of  the  voluntary  principle, 
la  (Mr.  Newdegate)  knew  not  wnat 
vaa.  The  hon.  Gentieman  would  carry 
Am  point  at  issue  to  this  —  that  not 
tqiiJaty  of  treatment,  but  numerical 
flquality,  should  be  insisted  upon ;  and 
ftat  waa  a  moat  tyrannical  principle. 
&s  hon.  Manibar  would  excuse  him  if 
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he  asked  the  hon.  Member  to  glance 
back  at  the  period  of  the  Commonwealth. 
Surely  he  would  accept  Cromwell,  ad- 
vised, as  he  was,  by  his  chaplcdn,  Owen, 
and  his  secretary,  Milton,  as  in  favour 
of  religious  freedom  up  to  the  point 
when  freedom  became  irreligious.  If 
the  hon.  Member  would  study  the  his- 
tory of  the  Commonwealth  he  would 
find  that  Cromwell,  advised  by  Dr. 
Owen,  and  with  Milton  for  his  secretary, 
was  compelled  to  restrain  with  a  strong 
hand  that  denominational  jealousy  which 
that  great  man  clearly  foretold  would, 
if  gratified,  prove  fated  to  all  religious 
freedom. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  it  was 
stated  that  they  ha^  little  to  do  with 
economy,  but  that  their  great  point 
should  be  efficiency.  The  Education  De- 
partment had  to  consider  both  economy 
and  efficiency,  and  the  attention  of  the 
country  had  therefore  been  properly 
directed  to  the  increased  expenditure 
for  educational  purposes.  The  grant 
in  1870  amounted  to  something  like 
9«.  Sd,  a-head.  It  had  now  risen  to  1 5«.  Sd. 
a-head;  and  he  was  afraid,  from  some 
indications  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  given,  that  he  did  not  contemplate 
any  limit  to  the  amount  to  which  the 
grant  might  go.  He  should  he  sorry  to 
object  to  any  expenditure  that  would 
secure  the  efficiency  of  the  schools ;  but 
as  there  was  a  g^wing  tendency  to- 
wards extravagance  in  the  local  ad- 
ministration of  the  educational  expen- 
diture of  the  country,  and  as  it  arose, 
to  a  great  extent,  from  having  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  to  fall  back  upon, 
he  did  think  that  that  was  a  point  de- 
serving of  attention.  He  did  not  pro- 
pose to  pursue  that  matter  further ;  but 
with  respect  to  the  challenge  given  to 
him  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
wishea  to  call  attention  to  one  sentence 
contained  in  the  Report  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself,  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  read  to 
the  House,  but  which  he  (Mr.  H.  H, 
Fowler)  regarded  as  very  unsatisfac- 
tory and  very  depressing.  The  Report 
said  that — 

'*  Whereas, out  of  1,900,000  scholars  examined, 
there  were  969,000  over  10  years  of  age  who 
ought  to  have  been  presented  in  Standards  IV., 
v.,  and  VI.,  but  that  only  461,000  were  so 
presented." 

[Mr.  MuNDELLA  :  Hear,   hear!]     His 
right  hon.  Friend  said  **  Hear,  hear ;  *' 
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but  he  (Mr.  Fowler)  contended  that  it 
was  a  most  unsatisfactory  state  of  affairs 
that  only  one-half  of  the  entire  number 
were  presented.  The  Report,  however, 
did  not  state  there  what  it  did  in  the 
Appendix — namely,  that  the  total  num- 
ber who  passed  in  Standards  IV.,  V., 
and  YI.,  out  of  the  461,000,  was  only 
263,000;  and  he  ventured  to  say  that 
when  they  found  so  large  a  number  who 
failed  in  those  Standards,  it  was  impos- 
sible that  they  should  allow  the  educa- 
tion to  remain  there.  In  Standard  YI. 
last  year  52,625  children  were  presented 
for  examination ;  but  only  58  per  cent  of 
that  number  passed.  The  practical  result 
of  that  was  that  they  were  paying  in 
this  country  something  like  £5,000,000 
per  annum  for  the  education  of  the  rising 
generation,  out  of  which  the  Imperial 
Exchequer  and  the  local  rates  contributed 
£2,750,000,  and  yet  the  result  was  that 
less  than  40,000  children  passed  a  satis- 
factory examination  in  reading,  writing, 
and  arithmetic.  He  said  that  that  was 
not  a  satisfactory  state  of  things,  and 
he  had  sufficient  confidence  in  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  believe  that  he  would 
do  his  utmost  to  bring  about  a  better 
condition  of  affairs.  He  was  sorry  to 
see  in  the  New  Code  introduced  to  the 
House  that  night  that  it  was  not  in- 
tended to  grapple  with  the  question  of 
the  aee  at  which  children  should  be 
compelled  to  pass  in  the  several  Stan- 
dards. By  Clause  15  it  was  provided 
that  a  boy  of  10  years  of  age,  after 
April,  1883,  should  be  passed  over  in 
the  First  or  Second  Standards.  Now, 
the  First  Standard  ought  to  be  passed 
by  a  boy  of  seven,  the  Second  by  a 
boy  of  eight,  the  Third  by  a  boy  of 
nine,  and  the  Fourth  by  a  boy  of  10. 
And  yet  he  saw  a  clause  introduced  to 
allow  children  over  10  years  of  age  to 
go  on  for  two  years,  and  then  to  allow 
them  to  escape  two  of  the  Standards. 
Their  educational  system  had  now  been 
in  force  for  10  years ;  and  he  thought 
the  Department  would  be  justified  in 
saying,  before  they  granted  the  public 
money  to  any  school  children,  that  a 
child  of  seven  years  must  pass  in  Standard 
I.,  another  of  eight  in  Standard  H,,  and 
80  on,  carrying  out  their  own  rule.  In 
that  case  he  did  not  think  it  would  be 
found  that  out  of  461,000  children  exa- 
mined in  Standard  IV.  only  260,000 
were  able  to  pass.  He  congratulated 
his  right  hon.  Friend  on  the  masterly  I 

Mr.  R.  H.  F9whr 


and  statesmanlike  manner  in  which  he 
had  made  his  Statement  that  evening, 
and  on  the  determination  he  had  evinced 
to  make  his  administration  of  that  De- 
partment a  g^at  success ;  but  he  would 
press  upon  him  the  necessity  of  raising, 
as  far  as  possible,  the  standard  of  gene- 
ral education. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  hoped  it 
would  not  be  thought  disrespectftd  if  he 
did  not  reply  to  many  of  the  questions 
which  had  been  addressed  to  him  in  the 
course  of  the  discussion.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Liverpool  (Viscount 
Sandon)  had  made  some  useful  sugges- 
tions, and  also  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oxford  University  (Mr.  J.  G.  Talbotj). 
He  shoidd  very  much  like  to  allude 
to  those  suggestions  if  it  were  not 
for  the  lateness  of  the  hour.  He  had 
only  time  to  answer  the  question  whioh 
had  been  raised  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Merthyr  (Mr.  Biohard). 
Before  doing  so,  however,  he  would  say 
in  reply  to  Ms  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler), 
who  asked  him  to  put  more  pressure  on 
the  schools  of  the  country  m  order  to 
bring  more  children  into  the  higher 
standard,  that  that  was  not  where  the 
pressure  was  required.  The  pressure 
should  be  put  first  on  that  House,  and 
next  on  the  local  authorities.  If  they 
wanted  the  children  to  pass  in  the  Six 
Standards  they  should  have  the  courage 
to  do  what  was  done  in  Switzerland, 
Germany,  and  other  countries,  and  say 
to  the  children  that  they  must  continue 
at  school  from  the  6th  to  the  14th  yeari 
until  they  had  passed  through  aUthe 
curriculum  laid  down.  It  was  of  no 
use  saying  to  a  child  that  it  might  work 
half  time  as  soon  as  it  had  reached  the 
Second  and  Third  Standards,  and  full 
time  when  it  had  reached  the  Fourthi 
and  then  complain  that  the  schoolmaster 
did  not  make  all  the  children  pass  the 
Sixth  Standard.  It  was  not  the  fault  of 
the  secular  schoolmaster,  but  of  Parlia- 
ment which  seemed  to  have  a  low  esti- 
mate, of  what  the  education  ought  to  be, 
and  had  never  had  the  courage  to  do  its 
duty  to  the  children.  They  tfUked  about 
foreign  competition,  and  yet  they  still  sa- 
crificed their  children  to  that  foreign  com- 
petition. When  Parliament  exhibited 
more  courage  his  faith  in  the  principles 
of  a  higher  education  would  be  con- 
siderably strengthened.  What  they 
ought  to  do  was  to  keep  their  ohildzea 
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at  achool  up  to  their  14th  year.  That 
was  hia  answer  to  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  OenHeman,  and  the  whole  answer 
ha  had  to  nve  him.  He  certainly  be- 
Esfed  that  uieir  system  and  their  sdiool- 
maflters  were  quite  as  good  as  those  of 
tny  other  conntzy.  He  was  sorry  he 
was  not  able  to  give  as  complete  an 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr 
(Mr-  Bichard)  as  he  should  like.  He 
eoofeased  that  the  question  of  the  Train- 
ing Oolleges  had  not  occupied  his  atten- 
timi.  He  was  assured,  however,  that 
school  board  teachers  did  go  to  the  Train- 
ing CoUeffeSy  123  male  and  224  female 
teacheira  having  passed  through  them, 
aoooiding  to  the  last  Betum.  'He  was 
told  that  legislation  would  be  necessary 
cm  this  subject ;  but  that  depended  on 
flie  will  of  &e  House.  He  thought  no 
teaeher  ought  to  be  debarred  from  the 
Training  Colleges  on  account  of  his  or 
her  religious  opinions,  and  he  was  pre- 

rBd  to  consider  what  was  necessary  to 
done  in  that  matter.  If  his  hon. 
Fziend  would  give  him  a  little  time  he 
would  look  into  the  question.  His  noble 
Friend  (Viscount  Sandon)  had  com- 
plained that  he  had  set  a  bad  example 
by  making  his  Statement  with  the 
Speaker  in  the  Chair ;  but  he  could  as- 
sure him  that  this  course  was  adopted 
after  much  consideration,  and  with  due 
regard  to  the  convenience  of  the  House, 
toot  had  not  his  Statement  been  made 
under  these  circumstances,  he  was  sure, 
having  reg^ard  to  the  number  of  Motions 
on  the  Paper,  that  he  should  have  been 
mMlritig  it  now.  He  hoped,  after  the 
satiaCactory  discussion  which  had  taken 
place,  that  he  might  be  allowed  to  take 
this  Vote. 

Mb.  ILLINOWOBTH  said,  he  re- 
gretted that  this  most  important  subject 
of  education  had  been  brought  on  so  late 
in  the  Session,  and  at  so  late  an  hour  of 
the  night.  He  thought  it  was  a  reflec- 
tion on  Members  of  the  House  that  when 
anaU  matters  were  under  consideration, 
there  was,  as  a  rule,  a  full  attendance, 
hat  that  when  subjects  of  the  deepest 
interest  were  before  them  they  found 
themselves  reduced  to  scarcely  a  quorum. 
The  Ylce  President  of  the  Council  had 
not  absolutely  closed  the  door  against 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Richard) ;  but  he 
wss  bound  to  say  that  the  assurances  he 
lisd  given  were  of  a  very  vague  cha- 
rwter.  Now,  in  these  days,  when  re- 
ligions tests  had  been  removed  in  every 


direction,  it  was  impossible  that  in  such 
a  matter  as  elementary  education  those 
who  were  qualifying  themselves  for  the 
position  of  teachers  should  be  debarred 
from  entering  any  public  training  insti- 
tution they  pleased.  Sooner  or  later 
some  change  must  come.  He  thought 
his  hon.  Friend  had  put  his  proposal  in 
the  mildest  form,  having  regard  to  the 
prejudices  of  those  who  sought  to  main- 
tain the  denominational  character  of  the 
Training  Colleges;  but  if  it  was  found 
that  some  relaxation  of  the  present  tests 
was  not  conceded,  he  was  certain  that 
some  radical  change  must  be  made 
in  the  direction  of  establishing  Train- 
ing Colleges  against  which  the  objec- 
tion now  urged  would  not  lie.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate)  had  re- 
proached his  hon.  Friend  with  having 
gone  counter  to  the  voluntary  system. 
But  he  did  not  see  how  this  could  be 
said,  seeing  that  95  per  cent  of  the  main- 
tenance of  these  institutions  came  from 
the  public  funds,  and  that  there  only 
remained  5  per  cent  upon  which  they 
could  hang  their  clcdm  to  be  considered 
voluntary  institutions.  They  were  not 
voluntary  institutions ;  they  were  public 
institutions  controlled  by  denominations 
and  maintained  by  public  money,  and 
they  were,  therefore,  anomalies.  It  was 
only  fair  on  the  part  of  his  hon.  Friend 
to  say  that,  unless  some  substantial  pro- 
posal by  way  of  relief  were  made,  it 
would  be  necessary  next  year  to  proceed 
much  further  than  his  hon.  Friend  now 
proposed.  Let  hon.  Members  look  at 
the  possible  injury  done  by  the  present 
system.  The  hon.  Member  for  Oldham 
(Mr.  Lyulph  Stanley)  truly  stated  that 
the  object  should  be  to  provide  the 
highest  class  of  teachers  which  the  coun- 
try could  find ;  and  what  had  been  the 
result  of  the  Test  Act  so  far  as  our  Uni- 
versities were  concerned?  The  last  17 
years  would  testify.  In  11  of  those 
years  the  highest  honours  had  been 
taken  by  Dissenters,  who,  before  the 
Act  was  passed,  were  denied  the  right 
of  entry.  There  had  been  gross  injus- 
tice done  to  men  belonging  to  the  Dis- 
senting Bodies  of  the  country  in  placing 
obstacles  in  the  way  of  their  entrance 
into  suitable  training  institutions.  Again, 
he  must  say  that  the  right  hon.  and 
other  hon.  Members  wore  by  no  means 
entitled  to  call  the  denominational 
schools  of  the  country  voluntary  schoolS| 
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because  they  were  only  so  to  a  limited 
extent;  and  they  knew  that  a  great  pro- 
portion of  their  cost  came  from  the  taxes 
of  the  country  and  the  payments  of  the 
children.  The  great  blot  on  the  Educa- 
tion Act  of  1870  was  the  leave  given 
to  denominational  bodies  to  claim  and 
occupy  as  much  ground  as  they  liked ; 
and  the  country,  as  was  well  known, 
was  startled  by  the  sudden  zeal  shown 
by  denominationalists  to  occupy  ground 
which  ought  to  have  been  really  occupied 
by  a  national  system  of  education.  In 
the  rural  districts  it  was  notorious  that 
this  denominational  zeal  had  been  shown 
for  the  purpose  of  keeping  out  board 
schools  and  the  representative  system .  He 
himself  had  a  curious  instance  of  this 
presented  to  him  in  conversation  with 
a  clergyman  in  the  North  of  England, 
who  said — "Although  he  was  certain 
the  change  must  come,  he  had  been 
round  to  all  the  farmers  to  put  them  on 
their  guard  against  the  possibility  of 
having  board  schools  in  the  parish." 
That  was  evidence  of  the  strongest  kind 
of  the  prejudice  which  prevailed  in  cer- 
tain quarters  against  the  board  schools. 
It  was  now  asked  that  what  was  main- 
tained at  the  public  expense,  and  what 
was  established  by  national  authority, 
should  be  put  under  national  control. 
He  deeply  regretted  that  their  Episco- 
palian friends  did  not  take  up  their 
position  side  by  side  with  their  fellow- 
citizens  in  the  maintenance  and  further- 
ance of  national  control  with  regard  to 
the  educational  system  of  the  country* 
In  conclusion,  his  right  hon.  Friend 
pointed  to  the  sum  of  £18,000  a-year 
contributed  in  aid  of  the  Training  Col- 
legos;  but  he  thought  he  must  know 
that  that  sum  represented  but  a  small 
percentage  of  their  entire  cost,  and  by 
no  means  entitled  him  to  defend  their 
present  position.  He  believed  that  those 
who  were  favourable  to  national  educa- 
tion in  this  country  would  be  justi- 
fied in  putting  entire  confidence  in  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  knowing  that  he 
would  hold  the  balance  fairly,  and  that 
justice  would  be  done. 

Mb.  wood  all  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther, in  addition  to  the  grants  upon  class 
subjects,  aid  would  be  ffiven  towards 
instruction  in  specific  subjects  in  night 
Bchools? 

Mb.  HEALY  asked,  in  reference  to 
the  statements  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverliampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler), 

Mr.  lOingworih 


whether  it  had  been  brought  under 
notice  that  the  real  reason  why  children 
were  prevented  from  passine  in  the 
higher  Standards  was  that  they  were 
compelled,  owing  to  the  inherent  diffi- 
culty of  our  orthography,  to  pass  the 
first  seven  or  eight  years  of  their  lives 
in  learning  to  read?  He  asked,  also, 
whether  anything  had  been  done  with 
regard  to  the  Memorial  from  130  school 
boards  for  makine  use  of  a  concurrent 
phonetic  system  of  spelling?  He  should 
be  glad  to  know  whether  the  Depart- 
ment had  made  any  inquiries  into  the 
matter,  and  whether  they  were  prepared 
to  give  that  proposal  recogpiition  side  by 
side  with  the  old  musical  notation  ?  He 
might  as  well  give  Notice  that  he  would 
take  an  early  opportunity  of  moving 
that  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
consider  the  desirability  of  establishing 
a  phonetic  system  of  spelling. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  it  was  now  after 
2  o'clock,  and  he  therefore  begged  to 
move  that  the  Chairman  report  Progress. 
It  was  unreasonable  to  keep  them  sitting 
here  at  this  hour,  when  they  had  most 
important  Business  to  get  through  to- 
morrow. They  would,  at  their  next 
Sitting,  have  the  Land  Bill  before  them 
again,  and  it  was  desirable  that  they 
should  be  able  to  ffive  that  attention  to 
it  which  would  enable  them  to  deal  with 
it  satisfactorily.  In  the  last  Parliament 
they  were  never  asked  to  vote  money 
aftejT  1  o'clock ;  but  now  the  Government 
seemed  to  think  it  the  proper  thing  to 
ask  them  to  sit  up  all  night  voting 
money. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr. 
Biggar.) 

Mb.  MIJNDELLA  said,  the  question 
of  Science  and  Art  was  thoroughly  dis- 
cussed in  the  early  part  of  the  night. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
London  (Sir  John  Lubbock)  had  sat 
there  a  very  long  time  to  discuss  the 
British  Museum  vote. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  he  did  not  wish  to 
be  unreasonable.  The  Government  were 
anxious  to  make  a  Jew's  bargain ;  but 
he  (Mr.  Biggar)  desired  to  be  perfectly 
reasonable.  Therefore,  on  the  under- 
standing that  after  the  Science  and  Art 
Vote   had  been  disposed  of  FrogreiB 
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vould  be  roported,  he  would  withdraw 
Iiif  Hotion. 

MotioDy  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(S.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 


poMd, 


**ThBt  a  mm,  not  exeeediiig  £227,181,  be 
pnted  to  Her  IfMesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
mtemmry  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
ia  eouxaa  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
Am  Slit  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salarios 
and  Ezpenaea  of  the  Sdenoe  and  Art  Depart- 
iwf,  and  of  the  Ertahluhments  connected 
OoMwith." 

Mb.  O.  HOWABD  said,  that  in  the 
abeenoe  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Ayrsbire  (Mr.  Cochran-Patrick),  who 
had  interested  himself  in  the  matter,  and 
who,  if  be  bad  been  present,  would  have 
eilled  attention  to  it,  he  wished  to  say 
a  word  witb  regard  to  the  Qeneral  Pitt 
Bireni'  Correspondence.    A  Committee, 
upon  which  were  to  be  found  some  of 
me   Tory    best   names   from    a    scien- 
tific point  of  yiew,  was  appointed  to 
eonflider  whether  General  Pitt  Bivers' 
offisr  should  be  accepted  or  not.    The 
Committee    nnanimonsly  recommended 
fliat  the  collection  shonla  be  taken  over, 
and  one  was  rather  surprised  to  find  that 
the  Department  had  not  adopted  that 
eonrae.     They  gave  as  their  reason  for 
not  accepting  the  collection,  first  of  all, 
want  of  space ;  but  that  was  a  bad  argu- 
ment in  connection  with  a  National  Mu- 
Monif  especially  now  that  something  was 
being  said  about  enlarging  it.  The  next 
won  g^ven  was  that  there  was  a  col- 
leoticni  of  a  similar  kind  at  the  British 
Mnaeam.      Well,  that  was  entirely  dis- 
puted not  only  by  General  Pitt  Bivers 
nimaelf,   but   by  the  Committee,  who 
■tated  tbat  the  collection  would  not  in- 
terfere with  any  existing  collection.    It 
was   arranged   on  diiferent  principles, 
and    illustrated  different   points.      He 
voold  not  detain  the  Committee,  but 
voold  urge  most  strongly  on  the  Govem- 
ment  the  desirability  of  reconsidering 
tbm  decision.    He  trusted  they  had  not 
gtren  a  final  answer. 

Sib  JOHN  LT7BB0CE  said,  that,  as 
Ghaarman  of  the  Committee  to  which 
reference  had  been  made,  he  hoped  he 
ahonld  be  allowed  to  say  one  or  two 
words.  He  had  heard  one  or  two  mur- 
mnsi  and  if  hon.  Members  were  to  dis- 
CDsstfieae  Votes,  he  trusted  the  Committee 
vonU  allow  them  to  do  it  without  inter- 
n^tinL    This  oolleotion  of  Gtoneral  Pitt 


Bivers  was,  perhaps,  one  of  the  finest 
collections  in  the  world.  The  collection 
was  offered  to  the  nation  by  General  Pitt 
Itivers,  and  not  only  that,  but  this  gen- 
tleman undertook,  if  the  collection  were 
accepted,  to  provide  a  curator  at  his  own 
expense.  The  Committee  unanimously 
decided  that  the  collection  was  of  the 
greatest  value  and  interest,  and  should 
DC  accepted ;  and,  having  done  that,  the 
Government  then  declined  to  receive  it, 
on  the  ground  of  want  of  space.  It 
would  have  been  much  better  if  the  Go- 
vernment had  made  up  their  mind  not 
to  accept  the  collection  at  the  outset, 
instead  of  appointing  a  Committee  of 
scientific  gentlemen,  whose  time  was  of 

freat  value  to  them,  whose  recommen- 
ation  had  been  ignored.  He  did  not 
suppose  the  hon.  Member  wished  to 
divide  the  Committee  on  this  Vote ;  but 
he  (Sir  John  Lubbock)  would  like  to 
know  whether  the  decision  of  the  De- 
partment was  final,  or  whether  the  mat- 
ter was  still  open  ?  General  Pitt  Bivers 
did  not  care  whether  the  collection  was 
under  the  South  Kensington  authorities 
or  those  of  the  British  Museum ;  but, 
having  got  together  a  most  interesting 
collection,  he  wished  to  present  it  to  the 
nation,  and  it  appeared  to  him  (Sir  John 
Lubbock)  very  unwise  to  decline  it,  and 
not  to  see  whether  some  arrangement 
could  not  be  made  under  which  it  could 
be  accepted.  If  the  Government  did  not 
care  about  putting  the  collection  in  the 
South  Kensington  Museum  or  the  British 
Museum,  arrangements  could,  perhaps, 
be  made  for  exhibiting  it  permanentiy 
at  Liverpool  or  Manchester.  He  there- 
fore ventured  to  express  a  hope  that  the 
Government  would  not  look  upon  this 
matter  as  absolutely  finally  closed,  but 
would  place  themselves  in  communica- 
tion with  General  Pitt  Eivers,  with  a 
view  to  seeing  whether  some  arrange- 
ment could  not  be  made  for  the  purpose 
of  accepting  this  very  valuable  collection 
for  the  benefit  of  the  nation. 

Ma.  MUNDELLA :  The  Department 
quite  recognized  the  public  spirit  of 
General  Pitt  Eivers ;  but  the  ground  on 
which  they  have  declined  the  collection 
is  that  it  is  not  suitable  for  preservation 
in  the  Museum  at  South  Kensington, 
where  the  collections  have  reference  to 
Art  and  applied  Science.  It  is  an  ethno- 
logical collection,  and  can  be  of  no  kind 
of  value  in  the  work  South  Kensington 
has  to  do.    As  to  want  of  space,  the  hon. 
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Member  is  mistaken  about  that.  The 
gallery  in  which  the  collection  is  ar- 
ranged belonged  to  the  Commissioners 
of  1851.  They  at  first  allowed  us  to 
have  it  without  rent ;  but  they  now  ask 
us  to  pay  £2,000  a-year  for  it.  More 
than  that,  General  Pitt  Rivers  says  the 
collection  requires  a  certain  amount  of 
space,  and  that  amount  of  space  seems 
to  us  to  be  altogether  out  of  proportion 
to  the  advantages  of  possessing  the  col- 
lection. He  says  he  will  require  almost 
double  the  amount  of  space  he  at  present 
occupies  at  once,  and  then  he  desires  to 
have  the  collection  entirely  under  his 
own  control.  He  requires  that  the  col- 
lection shall  not  in  any  way  be  dispersed, 
or  dealt  with  otherwise  than  as  he  pleases. 
He  insists  on  having  it  entirely  under 
his  own  management  during  his  lifetime. 
It  seems  to  me  that  gifts  made  to  the 
nation  in  this  form  should  not  be  ac- 
cepted. No  one,  however  generous  he 
may  be,  has  a  right  to  impose  these  con- 
ditions. A  gentleman,  in  giving  a  col- 
lection, should  say,  as  many  people  have 
said  before — **  You  may  take  my  collec- 
tion as  a  whole,  and  I  will  have  no  con- 
nection with  it  whatever."  As  it  is. 
General  Pitt  Bivers  wants  to  have  the 
collection  under  his  own  control,  and  we 
are  to  pay  the  expense  of  its  main- 
tenance. The  proper  place  for  the  col- 
lection is  the  British  Museum,  where 
there  is  already  a  small  collection.  Why 
should  not  this  collection  go  with  the 
National  Collection  ?  No  doubt  it  is  a 
very  interesting  collection;  indeed,  it 
afforded  me  considerable  pleasure  when 
I  went  to  see  it ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
South  Kensington  is  not  the  place  for  it. 

Mb.  THOROLD  ROGERS  said,  what 
a  pity  it  was  that  General  Pitt  Rivers 
did  not  go  to  the  University  of  Oxford, 
where  he  would  have  got  abundant 
room  and  better  treatment  than  he  had 
received  from  the  stingy  autocratic  body 
he  had  gone  to. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  the  col- 
lection was  at  South  Kensington  already, 
so  that  the  objection  of  want  of  space 
was  not  a  good  one.  If  they  accepted 
the  collection,  and  desired  to  part  with 
it,  the  Government  could  give  it  up 
again  at  any  time.  General  Pitt  Rivers 
had  offered  to  provide  a  curator ;  and, 
again,  on  the  question  of  space,  hon. 
Members  would  see,  if  the^  referred  to 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  he  had 
referred  to,  that   they  had    expressly 
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guarded  themselves  against  the  demand 
for  so  much  space.  If  it  was  under* 
stood  that  the  refusal  was  on  the  part  of 
the  South  Kensington  authorities,  and 
not  on  the  part  of  the  Government  as  a 
whole,  they  would  have  gained  their 
point.  Whether  the  collection  was  put 
in  South  Kensington  or  the  British  Mu- 
seum was  not  a  matter  of  importance. 
What  they  desired  was  that  uiis  valu- 
able collection  should  not  be  lost  to  the 
nation. 

Mb.  MAGNIAC  said,  he  entirely 
agreed  with  the  view  which  haa 
been  taken  of  this  matter  by  the 
South  Kensington  authorities.  The 
collection  was  entirely  different  to  any* 
thing  at  South  Kensington,  and  it 
took  up  an  enormous  amount  of  room. 
It  was  utterly  unsuitable,  and  the 
Government  was  right  in  not  accept- 
ing it.  It  was  said  that  General  ritk 
Rivers  would  provide  a  curator.  So  he 
would ;  but  at  his  death  the  authoritiee 
at  South  Kensington  would  have  to  look 
after  the  collection  themselves.  As  to 
the  British  Museum  taking  the  colleo- 
tion,  that  was  entirely  a  matter  for 
General  Pitt  Rivers  and  the  Museum 
Trustees.  The  Government  could  not 
control  them,  and  if  General  Pitt  Rivers 
wished  his  collection  to  go  to  South 
Kensington,  he  had  nothing  to  do  but 
to  go  to  the  Trustees.  It  would  be 
putting  their  funds  to  an  improper  pur- 
pose to  accept  the  collection  at  South 
Kensington. 

Mb.  H£ALT  said,  there  was  an  item 
of  £150  for  house  rents  for  Sir  Richard 
Wallace's  Collection,  which  was  removed 
in  1873.  Why  should  the  Vote  have 
gone  on  since  1873?  This  Vote  em- 
braced the  Dublin  Museum  of  Science 
and  Art,  and  he  was  sorry  that  the  Vote 
should  have  been  taken,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlow  (Mr.  Gray),  who 
was  not  now  present,  was  very  much 
interested  in  it.  The  hon.  Member 
would  be  in  his  place  to-morrow,  and 
he  (Mr.  Healy)  had  hoped  that  he  would 
have  been  able  to  speak  upon  this  mat- 
ter. There  was  a  strong  ^ling  in  Ire- 
land on  the  subject  of  me  Science  and 
Art  Museum  of  Dublin,  and  it  would 
have  given  his  hon.  Friend  much  satiB- 
faction  if  he  could  have  had  an  assur- 
ance with  regard  to  it. 

Mb.  MAGNIAC  said,  that  on  page  314, 
in  what  was  supposed  to  be  a  r^umi  and 
analysis  of  the  Vote,  there  was  an  item 
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of  £80,880  for  "  puxohases,  oatalogues," 
fto.  Thcffe  was  not  a  line,  however,  in 
the  Estimates  showing  what  the  pur- 
ehases  had  been.  Thej  knew  that 
Soaih  Kensinfrton  and  the  other  De- 


nartments  must  purchase  specimens ; 
imt  it  was  desirable  that  the  details  of 
those  purchases  should  be  shown,  as, 
owing  to  jealousy,  the  different  Depart- 
ments might  compete  with  one  another. 

Mb.  litTNDEliLA :  As  to  the  ques- 
tion asked  by  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
■te,  I  stated  about  a  month  ago  that  we 
had  sent  a  person  over  to  LreUmd  to  see 
what  amount  of  space  was  required  at 
flie  Dublin  Museum,  and  to  prepare  a 
nonnd  plan.  We  have  received  from 
3ie  Treasury  a  notice  that  the  Office  of 
Works  in  Dublin  is  prepared  to  put  out 
■n  adrertisement  invitmg  tenders  for 
flie  building  of  a  new  Science  and  Art 
Museum  forthwith.  Nothing  can  be 
dme  until  that  matter  is  decided. 

Mb.  BIGK}AB  wi^ed  to  have  an  ex- 
planation of  the  item  £6,234  for  ''  Simp- 
kin's  Defalcations,"  and  of  the  item 
£500  for  "  Solar  Physics."  What  did 
these  Votes  mean  ?  

LoBD  FBEDEBICK  CAVENDISH 
saidp  he  was  sorry  to  state  that  **  Simp- 
kin's  Defalcations  "  was  an  item  which 
had  appeared  in  the  accounts  for  many 
years.  The  defalcations  were  only  wiped 
out  last  year.  With  respect  to  "  Solar 
Flmies,"  he  thought  that  explained  it- 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  saw  in  the 
Tote  the  item  of  £150  for  house  rent, 
aad  he  would  suggest  that  if  it  was  to 
be  a  permanent  item  it  should  be  trans- 
ftnea  to  the  Buildings  Vote. 

Mb.  ABTHUR  O'CONNOE  said,  he 
ftonght  the  noble  Lord  was  right  in 
saying  the  solar  physics  spoke  for  itself. 
1%  was  evident  he  had  not  much  to  say 
in  support  of  it,  and  all  the  best  au- 
flioiitiee  in  the  country  thought  that 
tUs  item  ousht  not  to  appear  in  the 
Estimates.  The  ex-Astronomer  Royal, 
writing  on  this  subject,  said — 

*^J  think  that  tho  granting  of  public  money 
lor  Miantific  reiearcn  ought  not  to  be  sanc- 
tioned, imlMS  in  one  of  the  following  cases : — 
Bthar  where  it  appears  probable  thai  results 
wfal  to  the  pablic  will  be  obtained,  or  where 
it  appears  that  scientific  investigations,  intcrest- 
Ib«  to  the  educated  classes,  and  commensunito 
wifli  fhe  probable  cost,  are  beyond  the  reach  of 
yrintfa  peraona  or  societies,  but  may  be  under- 
■han  wnh  advantage  at  the  public  expense.  My 
4jactiaa  to  thssstahliihxneatof  the  tknnmittee 


on  Solar  Physics  is  intended  to  apply  only  so 
far  as  it  is  a  paid  Committee ;  I  ao  not  object 
to  the  purpose  for  which  the  Ck)mmitteo  was 
appointed,  or  to  the  payment  of  a  secretary,  or 
to  expenses  incidental  to  an  office.  The  Com- 
mitter, I  believe,  have  faithfully  discharged 
their  understood  duties,  and  I  shall  willingly 
co-operate  with  them  to  the  best  of  my 
power." 

What  was  this  item  ?  £500  was  paid  to 
one  or  two  men  who  thought  they  wore 
promoting  scientific  research,  while  they 
were  simply  amusing  themselves  by 
looking  through  telescopes  and  spectro- 
scopes from  one  year's  end  to  another. 
He  was  not  at  all  singular  in  his  opinion 
upon  this.  In  April  there  was  a  special 
meeting  of  the  Royal  Astronomical 
Society  with  regard  to  this  item,  and 
the  following  resolutions  were  passed: — 

"  (1.}  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Society, 
the  granting  of  public  money  for  scientific  re- 
search, in  cases  where  it  does  not  appear  that 
results  useful  to  tho  public  will  be  obtained,  or 
where  the  researches  proposed  are  likely  to  bo 
undertaken  by  private  individuals  or  public 
bodies,  does  not  tend  to  the  real  advancement  of 
science.  (2.)  That  this  meeting  considers  it  in- 
expedient that  a  l^^'sical  Observatory  should 
be  foimdod  at  tho  national  expense.  (3.)  That 
this  meeting  is  of  opinion  that  tho  Government 
grant  to  the  Committeo  on  Solar  Physics  at 
South  Kensington  should  bo  discontinued. 
(4.)  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  meeting,  full 
accounts  should  be  published  of  all  money  ex- 
ponded  by  the  Government  for  scientific  pur- 
poses, and  that  in  all  cases  tho  nature  of  tho 
work  to  be  undertaken  should  bo  defined  as 
clearly  as  possible." 

His  expression  as  to  looking  through 
telescopes  was  not  his  own ;  it  was  the 
expression  of  Sir  Edmund  Beckett,  who 
said — 

"  You  may  employ  anybody  if  you  like  to 
amuse  himself  with  looking  through  a  telescope 
and  a  spectroscope,  and  there  may  be  no  defimte 
work  expected;" 

and — 

**  On  tho  other  hand,  if  a  man  is  to  be  paid 
for  only  amusing  himself,  in  order  that  he  may 
every  now  and  then  publish  a  book  on  some 
solar  theory,  or  something  of  that  kind,  there  is 
no  sort  of  security  that  ho  will  be  employed 
usefully." 

And  again — 

*'  There  was  the  great  object  that  was  to  be 
obtained  by  what  has  been  called  in  later  times 
by  the  amusing  name  of  tho  science  of  sun- 
spottery.  I  do  not  know  that  that  science  so- 
called  has  done  much  for  mankind." 


These  were  the  views  of  the  Astrono- 
mical Society,  and  he  thought  that  So- 
ciety might  be  supposed  to  have  as  sood 
a  knowledge  of  the  subject  as  Members 
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of  this  House.  Mr.  Banyard,  one  of 
the  members  of  the  Society — 

**  Considered  that  those  who  asked  for  endow- 
ment ought  to  be  able  to  show  the  usefulness  of 
the  researches  upon  which  they  were  engaged — 
for  instance,  that  the  study  of  solar  physics  was 
useful  to  prevent  periodiciEd  famines  in  India, 
and  so  on. 

Mr.  Bidden,  who  was  certainly  an  au- 
thority, said — 

"  Having  listened  to  the  letter  of  the  Astrono- 
mer Royal,  he  thought  it  was  directed  to  dis- 
couraging the  grant  of  money  to  gentlemen  of 
a  scientific  turn  who  had  no  particular  definite  ob- 
ject in  view,  but  who  desired  to  promote  in  a  par- 
ticular manner  the  science  in  which  they  were 
interested,  without  any  evidence  of  its  being 
for  the  benefit  of  mankind  in  general.  No 
doubt,^  many  would  be  very  glad  to  spend  more 
of  their  time  in  scientific  experiment,  and  to 
dignify  it  with  the  name  of  scientific  research ; 
but  thero^  should  be  an  adequate  motive  of 
public  utility  for  making  an  application  for  a 
grant  of  public  money." 

He  thought  that  was  very  reasonable, 
and  he  should  be  glad  if  the  Govern- 
ment could  state  what  Public  Service 
had  been  forwarded  by  voting  this  item 
for  Solar  Physics  year  after  year.  He 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  he  re- 

farded  it  as  a  waste  of  money,  given  to 
eep  a  particular  individual  in  a  very 
pleasant  semi-occupation — in  something 
like  what  Addison  called  ''physi-idle- 
ness."  It  was  not  worth  while  to  pay 
£500  to  gentlemen  for  physi-idleness. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £226,681,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Science  and  Art  Depart- 
ment, and  of  the  Establishments  connected 
therewith." —(ifr.  Arthur  O'Connor.) 

Mb.  STORY-MASKELYNE  thought 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member 
ought  not  to  pass  without  comment  by 
one  who  knew  Mr.  Norman  Lockyer. 
He  did  not  like  to  hear  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber, who  knew  nothing  about  this  mat- 
ter, speaking  of  the  labours  of  scientific 
men  m  a  most  insolent  manner 

Mr.  HEALY  rose  to  Order,  and 
asked  whether  the  term  *'  insolent  man- 
ner "  was  a  proper  term  to  use  ? 

The  chairman  :  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  is  un-Parliamentary,  but  it  is 
not  becoming. 

Mb.  STORY-MASKELYNE  would 
withdraw  the  words,  and  substitute 
"  most  unbecoming  manner."    He  was 

J/r  Arthur  (f  Catmor 


sure  that  if  the  hon.  Member  knew  any- 
thing at  all  about  the  branch  of  science 
to  which  Mr.  Lockyer  had  contributed 
important  discoveries,  one  of  which  had 
been  crowned  by  the  medal  of  the  French 
Academy — a  body  that  was  certainly  a 
good  judfi^e — he  would  see  that  some- 
thing had  been  done  by  the  gentleman 
of  whom  he  spoke  in  such  a  flippant 
manner.  He  did  not  think  any  £500 
could  be  voted  for  a  better  purpose  than 
that  of  promoting  such  research. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  eaid,  he 
certainly  would  not  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment. He  knew  it  was  Mr.  Lockyet 
who  was  concerned ;  but  he  had  not  gone 
upon  his  own  opinion,  but  on  those  of 
the  ex-Astronomer  Royal  and  other 
members  of  the  Society. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  this  Vote  was  made  on  the  special 
recommendation  of  a  special  Committee 
of  distinguished  gentlemen. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  he  had 
been  talking  to  the  ex-Astronomer  Royal 
a  few  days  ago,  and  thought  he  ex- 
pressed an  opinion  rather  the  opposite 
of  those  given  in  the  passages  quoted  by 
the  hon.  Member. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  repeated 
that  what  he  had  read  had  been  the 
proceedings  of  the  Royal  Astronomical 
Society  in  April  last.  Mr.  Christie,  the 
new  Astronomer  Royal,  read  the  letter 
of  the  ex- Astronomer  Royal  in  the  sense 
in  which  he  signed  the  first  of  the  third 
resolutions. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  difiPered  some- 
what from  his  hon.Friend  the  course  he 
had  taken ;  but  bethought  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  as  much  entitled  to  be  heard  on  the 
subject  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Cricklade 
(Mr.  Story-Maskelyne).  His  hon.  Friend 
had  known  Mr.  Lockyer  for  15  years  as 
a  friend ;  and  he  was,  therefore,  perhapsi 
competent  to  know  what  that  gentle- 
man s  capabilities  were.  He  himself 
would  not  oppose  any  Vote  for  scientific 
research;  for  he  did  not  think  tills 
country  spent  enough  in  that  direction. 
He  believed  every  one  of  Mr.  Lockyer's 
theories  had  been  confuted;  but  they 
could  not  expect  to  get  truth  without 
discussion,  and  he  would  respectfully 
ask  his  hon.  Friend  to  withoraw  his 
Amendment. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  would 
also  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  to  with- 
draw. What  this  country  had  done  in 
science  was  highly  valued  in  India. 
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Mb.  ABTHITB  O'GONNOB  said,  he 
VM  peifeoily  ocmyinoed  that  this  was 
waoBj  thrown  away ;  but  as  he  did  not 
flunk  he  ahoold  haye  anyone  to  ''tell" 
with  him  he  would  withdraw. 

Mofciony  by  leare,  mikdrawn. 

Original  Qaestion  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(8.)  £69,989,  to  complete  the  sum 
fer  British  Museum. 

Mb.  8PBN0EB  WALPOLE  :  You 
ne  about  to  morOi  Sir,  the  Vote  for  the 
British  Museum,  and  there  are  two 
noints  upon  which  I  wish  to  speak.  The 
mat  is  on  the  apparent  increase  in  the 
Estimate.  That  is  not  an  increase  pro- 
per, but  is  an  increase  entirely,  or  almost 
entirely,  on  account  of  the  removal  of 
eoUections  to  the  South  Kensington 
Museum,  and  for  the  necessary  increase 
of  the  staff.  At  the  same  time,  I  ex- 
pect this  increase  will  go  on  for  a  few 
jean  until  the  whole  of  the  collections 
•le  removed.  The  other  point  arises 
out  of  an  observation  which  I  under- 
stand was  made  earlier  in  the  discussion 
upon  the  grants  to  private  local  institu- 
tmna.  The  right  hon.  (Gentleman  the 
Tice  President  of  the  Council  will  pro- 
bably be  pleased  to  hear  what  I  am 
going  to  say.  Two  or  three  years  ago 
pnrer  was  given  to  the  Museum  to 
giTe  duplicates  to  these  local  institu- 
fiona.  1  understand  that  something  has 
been  said  this  evening  to  the  effect  that 
Ae  Trustees  of  the  Museum  neither  give 
dvplicatea  nor  lend  any  part  of  their 
edUections  to  these  institutions ;  but  the 
Tniatees  are  forbidden  by  Parliament 
ftom  lending  their  collections,  and  are 
boond  to  preserve  all  collections  in  the 
Mnaenm  to  all  posterity.  With  regard 
to  daplicates,  wnen  we  transferred  the 
Natnral  Histoxy  Oollections,  we  took  care 
to  eee  what  duplicates  could  be  given, 
Vkd  aeveral  have  been  sent  to  six  or 
■even  of  the  largest  institutions  in  the 
Mnntnr.  The  question  of  loans  is  one 
iBfoLvihg  much  greater  considerations 
flian  can  be  discussed  on  a  mere  Vote. 
Those  loans  can  only  be  made  by  Act  of 
Pkifiament,  and  then  you  will  have  to 
■nwfiHflfr  whether  you  will  entirely  alter 
(he  British  Museum  as  contrasted  with 
flie  South  Kensington  Museum,  the  one 
beiag  a  repository  where  everything  is 
to  be  fonnd  for  uie  purposes  of  study ; 
flie  other  being  a  plaice  more  or  less  f  o^ 
81s  graating^  loaos.  I  venture  to  sug. 


gest  this  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Oommittee. 

Mb.  THOROLD  ROGERS  said,  he 
fully  recognized  the  force  of  the  remarks 
which  had  been  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Walpole) ;  but  it  was 
only  fair  to  say  that  the  position  taken 
up  by  the  Trustees  of  the  British  Museum 
in  regard  to  the  lending  of  books  and 
manuscripts  was  regarded  by  most 
foreigners  as  singularly  churlish.  They 
could  get  the  loan  of  MSS.  from 
Florence,  Vienna,  Berlin,  and  other 
places ;  and  the  University  of  Oxford, 
with  which  he  was  connected,  was  also 
willing  to  lend  any  rare  books  or  MSS. 
it  possessed.  A  rigid  rule  against  lend- 
ing prevailed,  however,  in  the  British 
Museum,  and  it  was  an  exceedingly 
churlish  rule.  He  hoped  that  the 
Trustees  would  be  induced  to  make 
some  arrangement  by  which  important 
MSS.  and  documents  mifi;ht  be  lent  to 
other  Museums,  where  they  would  be 
copied  and  kept  in  perfect  safety.  He 
only  made  these  remarks  in  consequence 
of  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said,  and  also  in  connection  with  the 
fact  that  a  large  amount  of  the  treasures 
of  the  British  Museum  was  rendered 
practically  useless  to  the  great  mass  of 
scholars  throughout  the  world  in  conse- 
quence of  the  great  expense  attending 
a  journey  to  London,  that  being  the  only 
place  where  there  was  a  possibility  of 
seeing  them. 

Mr.  MAGNIAO  said,  he  wished  to 
make  an  appeal  to  the  ris^ht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Walpole),  as  one  of 
the  Trustees  of  the  British  Museum,  to 
induce  the  Museum  occasionally  to  part 
with  some  of  its  MSS.,  and  also  to  ex- 
tend the  hours  during  which  the  build- 
ing was  allowed  to  remain  open.  He 
thought  the  adoption  of  such  a  policy 
would  be  of  material  advantage  to  the 
country,  and  conduce  to  promote  the  in- 
terests of  the  Museum  itself.  If  the 
Trustees  were  of  opinion  that  at  present 
they  had  no  power  to  do  this,  a  short 
Act  of  Parliament  might  be  brought  in 
giving  them  the  power,  and  he  believed 
it  would  be  hailed  with  great  satisfac- 
tion. The  library  of  the  Museum  was 
at  present  rich  in  the  possession  of 
MSS.,  and  only  wanted  one  other  collec- 
tion to  be  quite  perfect.  He  believed 
that  a  good  collection  of  Spanish  MSS. 
was  the  only  absentee,  and  he  trusted 
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that  steps  would  be  taken  to  remedy  the 
deficiency. 

Mr.  STORY-MASKELYNE  desired 
to  say  a  word  in  regard  to  the  transfer 
of  the  collections  from  the  British 
Museum  to  South  Kensington.  The 
transfer  commenced  more  than  a  year 
ago;  and  at  the  time  when  the  last  year's 
Yote  was  taken  the  collection  of  minerals 
with  which  he  had  been  connected  for  a 
period  of  32  years  had  been  already  re- 
moved to  the  South  Kensington  Museum 
without  the  slightest  accident,  and  had 
been  arranged  in  accordance  with  plans 
previously  made  for  its  exhibition  and 
safe-keeping.  He  was  sorry  to  think, 
however,  that  this  was  the  only  col- 
lection which  had  yet  been  completely 
transferred.  He  believed  that  the  Geo- 
logical Collection  had  been  transferred, 
but  that  it  had  not  yet  been  com- 
pletely arranged.  The  Botanical  Col- 
lection was  nearly  transferred;  but  in 
biology  not  a  single  specimen  had  as 
yet  been  removed.  He  thought  it  was 
a  great  pity,  seeing  that  an  important 
and  costly  Museum  had  been  built  at 
South  Kensington  for  the  reception  of 
these  collections,  that  so  long  a  time 
should  elapse  before  it  was  in  a  position 
to  fulfil  the  purpose  to  which  it  had  been 
dedicated.  At  present  the  space  to  be 
vacated  at  the  British  Museum  was  still 
incapable  of  being  devoted  to  the  col- 
lections remaining  at  that  locality.  It 
was  very  much  to  be  regretted,  and  he 
wished  to  know  whether  any  steps  to- 
wards completing  the  transfer  were 
about  to  be  taken  ?  He  believed  that 
the  keeper  of  the  Department  had  an 
idea  that  he  must  move  all  at  once 
or  not  at  all.  It  seemed  to  him  (Mr. 
Story  -  Maskelyne),  however,  that  it 
would  very  much  help  the  transfer  to 
move  part,  and  that  a  good  deal  might 
be  done  in  arranging  such  a  part  in  the 
course  of  the  next  few  months.  He 
understood  that  most  of  the  cases  were 
now  very  nearly  ready  for  the  reception 
of  the  specimens ;  and  he  hoped  to  nave 
some  assurance  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  the  transfer  was  to  be  soon 
begun  and  be  rapidly  and  properly 
carried  on.  He  believed  that  there 
would  be  plenty  of  room  in  the  Museum 
for  General  Pitt  Rivers'  Collection,  if  it 
was  a  collection  of  a  kind  desirable  to 
be  incorporated  with  those  now  at  the 
British  Museum — a  point  on  which  there 
feemed  to  be  much  question. 

Mr.  Magniae 


I  Sm  JOHN  LXTBBOCK  said,  the  difi- 
culty  in  completing  tiie  removal  of  the 
Natural  History  Collection  arose  from 
the  fact  that  it  had  been  found  impos- 
sible to  induce  the  late  Government  to 
give  the  money  that  was  required  for  pro- 
viding the  necessary  cases ;  and  it  was 
impossible  to  remove  the  various  speci- 
mens of  birds  and  animals  until  cases 
were  fitted  up  for  their  reception.  He 
thought  that  hon.  Members  would  hardly 
wish  that  some  of  the  specimens  should 
be  removed  before  the  whole  of  them 
could  be  transferred.  If  they  were  re- 
moved bit  by  bit  they  were  likely  to 
sustain  injury.  As  to  the  desirability  of 
allowing  the  precious  MSS.  posseraed 
by  the  British  Museum  to  go  abroad, 
although  a  |^d  deal  might  be  said  in 
favour  of  it,  still  there  were  variooB 
considerations  of  great  weight  whioh 
had  hitherto  induced  those  who  had 
looked  into  the  matter  to  believe  that  it 
was  bettor  to  keep  them  in  England.  At 
any  rate,  the  Trustees  could  not  fairly  be 
blamed  for  not  doing  so,  because  at  pre- 
sent they  had  no  power.  To  lend  the 
MSS.  as  suggested  would  be  contrary 
to  the  law. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

Mr.  BIGGAE  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  would  not  object  now  to  report 
Progress.  There  were  several  ouier 
Orders  upon  the  Paper  which  it  would 
be  necessary  to  dispose  of,  and  the  hour 
was  late — nearly  3  o'clock.  He  did  not 
mean  to  arg^e  that  the  next  two  or  three 
Votes  were  likely  to  give  rise  to  muoh 
discussion;  but  they  would  occupy  no 
larger  amount  of  time  on  the  next 
Supply  night  than  they  would  then.  He 
would  therefore,  suggest  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  propriety  of  report- 
ing Progress. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  did  not 
propose  to  take  any  of  the  succeeding 
Votes,  except  the  Vote  for  Education  in 
Scotland.  He  would  take  that  Vote, 
which  he  believed  would  not  require 
discussion,  and  he  would  then  move  to 
report  Progress. 

(4.)  £228,435,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Public  Education,  Scotland. 

Mr.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  wished  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council  how  Scotland  would 
be  affected  by  the  new  azrangements  in, 
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HMrd  to  the  Sdncation  Oode  ?  ITolihing  '  Code ;  but  if  the  New  Code  was  fbnnd  to 
ua  been  said  is  the  Bpeeoh  of  the  right ,  work  Hatiefactorilj,  he  should  be  per- 
koB.  Gentlemui  before  the  House  went  -  fectly  ready  to  moke  the  two  syBtems 
iito  Oominittee  M  to  Sootlond  ;  and  he  j  thoroughly  uniform.  As  to  the  other 
WU  ftfraid  tfiat  it  me  not  intended  to  question  of  the  hon.  Member  in  regard 
ntend  tiie  adTentagee  of  the  New  Cade<  j  to  the  proviaions  of  the  Education  (Soot- 
to  Sootland.  He  trusted  that  no  length  land)  Amendment  Act  of  1878,  the  hon. 
of  time  would  bo  allowed  to  elapse  be-  Qendeman  would  probably  be  aware  that 
tan  Bootland  teceiTed  a  scheme  some-  some  doubts  had  been  expressed  as  to 
rtat  umilar  to  that  which  was  now  !  the  provisions  in  regard  to  the  examina- 
Ared  to  Rn gland.  He  wished,  further,    tion   of  higher    class   schools   and  the 


OiB  ri^t  hon.  Qentleman  why  it 
m  Out  the  Edncation  Department  had 
■otjet  put  in  force  two  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Education  (Bcotland)  Amend- 
■ant  Aot,  1878,  relating  to  the  exami- 
latiiBi'  of  higher  claaa  schools — which 
wen  part  of  the  Scotch  educational  sys- 
tm.  One  of  theoe  provisions  related  to 
fba  esamination  of  higher  olass  schools 
which  were  not  under  school  boards — 
—private  schools — and  gave  power  to 
fts  Department  to  appoint  Ihaminers 
I  to  sneh  schools,  provided  that  the  man- 
ner* of  the  BohoolB  offered  suitable 
I  foment  for  the  examination  F  There 
wnnld  thna  be  no  expense  to  the  Depart- 
■ent  in  oarrying  out  this  provision  of 
fte  Act.  The  seoond  provision  related  to 
the  examination  of  higher  class  schools 
snder  school  boards.  In  that  case, 
dure  would  be  some  additional  expense 
to  tlie  Education  Department ;  but  it 
vonU  be  very  little  compared  wilii  the 
gnat  advantage  which  the  cause  of  edu- 
wtion  would  derive  from  having  an 
•xuuaation  of  the  highw  class  si^ools 
•OBdnoted  by  officers  of  the  Education 
Dspaxtment,  and  having  all  the  schoob 
wamined  on  one  uniform  system.  If 
fliis  were  done,  it  would  give  the  school 
bcmda  a  much  higher  sense  of  the  im- 
poctance  of  the  schools  of  this  kind 
vadar  dieir  bharge.  He  would,  thoro- 
tm,  aak  if  the  Education  Department 
Mntemplated  putting  in  operation  these 
two  provisions  of  the  Education  (Scot- 
land}  Amendment  Act  of  1878  ? 

Kb.  HUNDELLA  said,  the  scheme 
•ontained  in  the  New  Code  was  intended 
Id  applj  to  England  and  Wales  only ; 
Imttfuie  Scotch  people  approved  of  it 
Sure  would  be  no  difficulty  in  extend- 
ing it  to  Bootland.  The  necessity,  how- 
•nr,  for  a  New  Code  was  not  so  urgent 
h  Scotland  as  in  England,  because 
>Bi^  of  the  proviaiouB  contained  in  the 
Mw  aizanffement  were  already  adopted 
li  Sntland.  The  Scotch  Code  was  very 
Mak  man  liberal   than  the  English 


power  of  inspection  possessed  by  the 
DepEirtmont  under  the  Act.  Ee  should 
ba  happy  to  take  the  question  into  COU' 
sideration. 

Vote  agr»»d  to. 

HesolutioQS  to  he  reported  To-morrov. 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

ilEGULATION  OF  THE  FORCES  BILF,. 

(Mr.  Seeretary  dtilderi,  Tht  Jiidgt  Jdteeati 

Griurat,   Mr.  CnmpMl-BaHnfrmaH.) 

[UILL  105.]      COMSCDEHATION. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Mr.  CHILDEKS:  On  Thursday  I 
appealed  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan 
(Mr.  Biggar)  to  take  off  his  objection  to 
this  Bill.  He  said  he  would  consult  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell^  on  the  subject.  The  blocking 
Notice,  however,  has  not  been  removed. 
I  would  repeat  my  appeal.  It  is  neces- 
sary that  the  Bill  should  pass,  because 
unless  it  is  accepted  the  soldier  is  likely 
to  suffer  very  materially. 

Mr.  BIQQAB  said,  that  he  must  hare 
forgotten  on  Friday  to  apeak  to  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  tne  City  of  Cork, 
and  on  Saturday  he  (Mr.  Biggar)  was 
not  in  the  House.  To-day  his  hon. 
Friend  was  not  present ;  but  he  hoped 
to-morrow  to  be  able  to  ask  him  about 
it.  He  should  be  prepared  to  take  off 
the  Notice ;  but  he  nad  given  a  positive 
promise  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  that  he  would  not  remove  it 
until  ho  (Mr.  Pamoll)  bad  had  an  op- 
portunity of  moving  an  Amendment. 

Mb.  CHILDEIta  remarked,  that  on 
Friday  he  saw  both  hon.  Members  in 
the  House,  and  was  somewhat  surprised 
that  the  Notice  had  not  been  removed. 
He  trusted,  however,  that  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Oavan  would  take  an  opportunity 
of  conferring  with  his  hon.  Friend. 

Consideration,  as  amended,  deferred 
till  To'iaorreui. 
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PATRIOTIO  FTnm  BILL-[Z(w*.] 

{JtTr.  Secrftary  Childtri.) 
[bIIX  240.]      BECONC  BZAsrao. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  GHILD£118,  in  moviag  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  the 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  enable  the  Fa- 
triotic  Fund  Commisaionera  to  give  up 
one  of  their  schools  for  which  they  had 
not  sufficient  money,  and  to  give  the 
Oovemment  more  control  over  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  fund.  He  did  not  think 
any  question  would  arise  as  to  the  Bill ; 
but  in  Committee  he  would  give  all 
necessary  information. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,"— CJfr.  Childwi.) 

Mr.  ABTHUE  O'COTiTNOR  said, 
that  perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  inform  the  House  whether,  out  of 
the  funds  they  were  about  to  aare,  they 
intended  to  endow  any  institution  for 
Catholic  orphans  ? 

Mb.  OHILDEItS  said,  the  school 
which  had  been  kept  on  by  the  Fatriotic 
Fund  Commissioners  was  a  boys'  school 
at  Wandsworth. 

Motion  agr»ed  to. 


NATIONAL  DEBT  BILL.— [Bill  236.] 

t Jfr.  CAanallar  of  lAi  SxeAegacr,  Lord 

Fnitriek  Catendith.) 

COIUIITTKB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  that 
he  should  like  to  know  the  nature  of  the 
Bill,  as  some  hon.  Members,  particularly 
an  hoQ.  Member  who  generally  sat  at 
the  end  of  that  Bench,  were  very  much 
interested  in  it  f 

LoKD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
in  reply,  said,  that  the  Bill  was  merely 
a  formal  measure  to  carry  out  a  pro- 
mise made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer. 

Mb.  ARTHim  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
would  not  raise  any  opposition  to  the 
progress  of  the  Bill. 

Bill  eoniidertd  in  Committee,  and  rt- 
forttd;  to  be  printtd,  as  amended  [Bill 
813] ;  rt-eemmtiUd  for  S^undag. 
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BTTPPLT.— BEPOBT. 

Beaolutions  [6th  August]  rtporUd. 

Resolutions  1  to  16  agratd  to. 

(le.)  ■•  Th4t  a  BDin,  not  ezceedins  £19,883,  bt 
granted  to  Her  Uajeatj,  to  complete  the  nun 
neceagory  to  defray  tlie  Ch&rge  vtiich  will  «mie 
in  conr«e  of  payment  dming  the  year  ending  on 
the  airt  day  of  Much  1S82,  for  the  Salaries  and 
Incidental  EzpenBoa  of  Temporary  ComnuMiaas 
and  Committeea,  including  Special  Inqoinea." 

Mb.  T.  F.  O'CONNOR  said,  that  be 
should  like  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish]  to  postpone  it.  He 
made  this  appeal  because  he  intended 
to  bring  forward  a  Motion  which,  nn- 
fortunately,  he  had  not  yet  put  on  the 
Faper.  He  did  not,  however,  think  he 
should  be  out  of  Order  in  reading  it  to 
the  House,  and  the  House  would  then 


"  That  in  vieir  of  the  iucrenaing  importation 
of  foreign  and  Oolonial  food-stuffii,  and  tbe  oon- 
sequent  decresM  in  the  value  of  agncnltiml 
property  in  Ore«t  Britain  and  Ireumd,  it  is 
expedient  to  appoint  a  Conunittee  of  ErperU  to 
inquire  into  and  report  upon  the  probable  affiMll 
of  foreign  competition  on  Britiiih  agricultan, 
and  the  rentals  of  English  and  Irish  land." 

He  was  in  this  position.  This  was  s 
Motion  on  going  into  Committee  oi 
Supply;  and,  looking  at  the  state  of 
PuDiic  Business  at  present,  it  did  not 
seem  likely  that  he  should  ever  have  an 
opportunity  to  move  this  Motion.  If  he 
did  move  it,  ho  would  undertake  not  to 
occupy  the  House  more  than  a  couple  of 
hours  in  its  discussion.  As  &r  as  he, 
personally,  waa  concerned,  he  should  not 
occupy  more  than  half-an-honr  in  the 
statement  he  should  have  to  make ;  and, 
no  doubt,  it  would  be  very  easy  for  the 
Oovemment  to  answer  him.  If  ho  had 
not  an  opportunity  of  moving  the  Reaola- 
tion  he  oelieved  ho  could  raise  the  ques- 
tion on  this  Vote,  for  in  this  Tote  the 
Agricultural  Commissioners  were  in- 
cluded. The  noble  Lord  would  not  low 
anything  by  giving  him  the  opportunitv 
he  eou^t,  because  he  (Lora  FrederioK 
Cavendish]  was  sure  of  getting  the 
money  he  required. 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  saw  no  possibility  of  being  abli 
at  any  other  time  to  bring  on  the  Bepoit 


of  Supply  earlier  than  that.  Thereibrvi 
it  would  be  useless  to  postpone  the  Tote, 
If  the  hon.  Member  wished  to  bring  fiir- 
ward  his  Motion  and  make  a  spaoebf 
why  did  he  not  4o  w  at  OBoe^ 
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Mb.  T.  p.  (VOONNOB  said,  ifc  would 
take  a  week  to  piepare  the  speech. 

Beeolntion  tigr^  to. 
Remaining  Beeolutions  ii^r^ed  io. 

WATS  AHD  ICEAirS. 

Snatif^i,  That,  towaids  making  good  tlit 
Bnpaly  granted  to  Her  Majeety  for  the  Seorioe 
of  ue  year  ending  on  the  Slrt  day  ol  Mardh 
U83,  the  eiun  of  £21,696,712,  be  ^;nmted  out  of 
file  Oonaolidated  Fond  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

BeKdntion  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ; 

Oommiitee  to  sit  again  upon  Wednesday, 

lAST    nmiAK     RAILWAY    (bEDEMFTION  07 

AjnruirnBs)  bill. 

Rewlution  [AngOBt  6]  reported,  and  agreed  to : 
^Bill  orderedio  be  brought  in  by  The  Marquess 
of  Haktinoton  and  Lord  Frildbbick  Cavb^t- 


Kn^ptvMfilMl,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  244.] 
xxpiBiNa  LAWS  ooirmnTAircE  bill. 

On  Siotion  of  Lord  Fhedbbick  Cavbndish, 
Kn  to  oontinno  Tarious  Ex|»iring  Laws,  ordered 
•to  be  brought  in  by  Lord  Frbdekick  Cavbn- 
dibh  and  Mr.  Attobicbt  Gbnbbal. 

BSSlpreaented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  246.] 

House  a^oumed  at  a  quarter 
after  Three  o^  clock. 


HOUSE     OP     LOEDS, 
ntudtty,  9ih  Jttgutt,  1881. 


II  IN  UTES.}— PuBUO  BjxJA-^Seeond  Beading^ 
Effdeaiastical  Courts  Regulation  (201) ;  Me. 
tropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Money)  (186) ; 
Snpenumnation  (Post  Office  and  works)  * 
(M);  Central  Criminal  Court  (Prisons)* 
hn) ;  Lsases  for  Schools  (Ireland)  (188) ; 
Oanrnpt  Fraotioes  (Suspension  of  lUections) 
(208). 

Ommittm^JlUport  —  YxihUo  Works  Loans* 
(IM). 

Third  Bmdimg^'Bxfftl  UniYersity  of  Ireland  * 


SIVEBS  OONSERVANCT  AND   FLOODS 
FBEVEKnON  BILL.— QUESTION. 


Eabl  of  SANDWIOn  asked  Her 
SqertT'B  Gkiyemment,  Whether  the 
HLmB  CcmBervanqy  and  Floods  Preven- 
tion Bni  would  be  brought  forward  in 
tts'^EbniBe  again  next  Session?  He 
^HfcywjHBony  to  see  that,  after  it  had 
"^jtend^ttootigh  their  Lordships'  House, 

TQL.  OOIiXIY.    [thibd  saans.] 


and  been  read  a  second  time  in  the 
other  House,  it  had  been  withdrawn. 

Eakl  SFENOEE,  in  reply,  said,  that 
this  Bill  had  been  given  up  with  extreme 
reg^ret  and  under  the  greatest  pressure. 
He  could  assure  his  noble  Friend  that 
the  Government  would  consider  the 
matter,  and,  if  possible,  re-introduce  the 
Bill  early  next  Session. 

ECCLESIASTICAL    COURTS   KEGULA- 
TIO^    BILL.— <No.  20L) 
( The  Earl  Beauehamp.) 
SECOND  READmO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Eabl  BEAUCHAMP,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time,  said:  My 
Lords,  I  shall  endeavour,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, to  abstain  from  entering  into  the 
merits  of  what  is  known  as  the  Kitualistic 
Question  ;  but  I  think,  that  in  order  to 
make  my  Bill  clear,  it  is  necessary  that 
I  should  explain  to  your  Lordships,  in 
as  few  words  as  I  can,  the  circumstances 
attending  the  passing  of  Thorogood's 
Act,  in  the  year  1840,  when  a  Bm  was 
brought  into  Parliament  by  Lord  John 
Russell  and  Lord  Morpeth  which  dealt 
with  the  case  of  Mr.  Thorogood.  He 
was  then  a  prisoner  in  Chelmsford  Gkiol 
foi  not  appearing  to  a  citation  in  an 
Ecclesiastical  Cot^  to  show  cause  why 
he  refused  to  pay  sums  of  money  assessed 
upon  him  for  church  rate.  Your  Lord- 
ships will  observe  that  Mr.  Thorogood 
was  not  in  prison  for  refusing  to  pay 
church  rate.  I  do  not  complain  of  it ; 
but  he  had  adopted  a  course  which 
put  that  out  of  the  question,  and  he  was 
in  prison  solely  for  refusing  to  appear 
to  a  citation  in  an  Ecclesiastical  Oourt, 
as  is  the  case  with  Mr.  Green.  He  had 
been  in  prison  for  a  period  of  18  months, 
after  a  good  deal  of  litigation  ;  and  on 
the  30th  July,  1840,  Lord  John  Russell 
and  Lord  Morpeth  brought  in  the  Bill 
which  afterwards  passed  into  law.  Mr. 
Thorogood  was  a  Quaker,  who  had  con- 
scientious objections  to  the  payment  of 
church  rates,  and  his  imprisonment  under 
the  circumstances  I  have  mentioned  had 
given  rise  to  a  good  deal  of  scandal  and 
of  hostile  feeling  amongst  various  par- 
ties. It  therefore  appeared  to  the  Gt)- 
vemment  of  the  day  undesirable  that 
he  should  any  longer  languish  in  pri- 
son, and  the  Act  was  passed  which  is 
known  by  the  name  of  Thorogood's  Act, 
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althougli  I  need  not  say  the  name  does 
not  appear  within  the  loux  comers  of  the 
Act.  it  empowered  the  Privy  Council, 
or  the  Ecclesiastical  Judge  in  whose 
Oourt  the  case  was  tried,  to  order  the 
disharge  of  persons  in  custody  under  a 
writ  de  contumace  capiendo  ;  but  there  was 
a  proviso  that  no  such  order  should  be 
made  by  the  Privy  Council  or  the  Eccle- 
siastical Judge  without  the  consent  of 
the  other  party  or  parties  to  the  suit, 
and  another  proviso — 

<*  That  in  cases  of  subtraction  of  church 
rates  for  an  amount  not  exceeding  £5,  where 
the  party  in  contempt  has  suffered  imprison- 
ment for  six  months  and  upwards,  the  consent 
of  the  other  parties  to  the  suit  shall  not  be  ne- 
cessary to  enable  the  Judge  to  discharge  such 
party  so  soon  as  the  costs  lawfully  incurred  by 
reason  of  the  custody  and  contempt  of  such 
party  shall  have  been  (Uscharged,  and  the  sum  for 
which  he  may  have  been  cited  into  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Court  shall  have  been  pud  into  the  registry 
of  the  said  Court,  there  to  abide  the  result  of  the 
suit,  and  tiie  par^  so  discharged  shall  be  released 
from  all  fuxiher  observance  of  justice  in  the 
said  suit." 

The  Bill  was  very  carefully  considered 
both  in  the  House  of  Lords  and  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  underwent  various 
amendments.  The  House  of  Commons 
proposed  that  the  limit  of  imprisonment 
should  be  12  months ;  but  the  House  of 
Lords  diminshed  the  term  of  imprison- 
ment from  12  months  to  six.  Lord  John 
Bussell,  in  the  debate  on  the  Bill,  said 
that  he  believed  things  were  in  such  a 
state  that  if  they  were  to  get  Mr.  Thoro- 
good  discharged  from  prison  a  Bill  must 
be  introduced  for  the  purpose,  and  in 
pursuance  of  that  belief  tne  Bill  was 
introduced.  A  debate  occurred,  in  which 
many  eminent  men  took  part,  and  the 
Bill  was  the  result  of  careful  considera- 
tion, and  was  accepted  as  a  compromise 
in  a  matter  which  had  given  rise  to  con- 
siderable feeling.  In  the  case  of  Mr. 
Thorogood,  he  objecting  from  conscien- 
tious reasons  to  the  payment  of  the 
money,  it  was  found  by  other  parties, 
and  Dr.  Lushington,  of  his  own  motion, 
released  Mr.  Thorogood  from  prison. 
The  Act  is  by  no  means  obsolete,  for  in 
the  course  of  the  last  few  years  it  was 
used  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Tooth,  appre- 
hended under  a  Yriiide  contumaee  capiendo, 
but  discharged  from  custody  by  the 
Judge  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Court,  with 
the  consent  of  the  parties  to  the  suit. 
At  the  present  moment,  unless  the  con- 
sent of  the  other  parties  to  the  suit  is 
given,  the  person  in  prison  cannot  be 
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discharged.  Now,  my  Lords,  a  oasd  has 
arisen  to  which  I  must  refer — namely, 
the  case  of  the  Hev.  Sidney  Ghreen,  now 
in  prison  under  a  similar  writ  ever  since 
the  1 9th  March  last.  In  the  year  1840, 
as  I  have  said.  Parliament  gave  relief 
by  passing  a  measure  which  had  the 
effect  of  releasing  from  prison  a  Quaker 
who  entertained  conscientious  objectionB 
to  submitting  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Courts.  I  now  ask  your 
LordfiJiips  to  read  a  Bill  a  second  time 
which  will  meet  the  case  of  the  Bev. 
Sidney  Ghreen,  in  prison  for  the  like 
cause,  and  enable  him  to  be  released 
from  prison  at  the  expiration  of  six 
months.  There  are  various  ways  of 
looking  at  the  case  of  Mr.  Gh*een.  It 
may  be  looked  at  technically  as  regards 
the  contempt,  and  it  might  be  looked  at 
it  in  its  moral  aspects  as  bearing  on  the 
whole  Bitual  Question,  and  more  par- 
ticulary  as  regards  the  wearing  of  vest- 
ments during  the  performance  of  Divine 
Service.  As  regards  the  moral  aspect, 
as  bearing  on  the  whole  Bitual  Questioni 
I  wish  to  dismiss  it  as  briefly  as  possible ; 
but  I  may  very  fairly  ask  your  Lord* 
ships  why  this  particular  congregation, 
consisting,  as  it  does,  of  poor  persons, 
should  be  singled  out  for  attack  by  the 
Church  Association?  Mr.  Gh*een  is  a 
person  who  has  been  labouring  for  many 
years  of  his  life  amongst  the  poor  and 
neglected;  he  has  brought  his  parish 
into  a  very  high  state  of  oreanization ; 
his  schools  are  excellent,  cuid  he  enjoys 
the  esteem  and  regard  of  the  whole 

Eaiish.  There  are  certain  persons  whom 
e  may  have  offended ;  but  I  ask  your 
Lordships  why  this  oong^gation  should 
be  selected  for  disturbance,  and  why 
Mr.  Ghreen,  whose  character  is,  in  the 
highest  degree,  all  that  a  clergyman's 
should  be,  should  be  subjected  to  this 
harassing  conduct  on  the  part  of  the 
prosecutors,  the  Church  Association, 
while  rich  congregations  are  left  com- 
pletely undisturbed,  and  persons  who 
have  powerful  friends  are  allowed  to 
pursue,  without  check  or  hindrance, 
precisely  the  same  practices  as  Mr.  Green 
has  been  pursuing  ?  I  may  go  a  stop 
further,  and  say  that  the  Bishop  of 
Manchester  himself,  who  allowed  the 
case  against  Mr.  Green  to  go,  does  not 
profess  to  observe  the  law  for  the  non- 
observance  of  which  Mr.  Green  is  now 
in  prison.  The  Bishop  of  Manchester, 
he  being  asked  bow  to  reconcile  tlu« 


1849     MfoMuU^I  Cmi9       (Atoxtst  9,  1881 ) 


Rsgulation  BUI.         1350 


vifh  hif  own  ooiMfliqnoe,  said  that  when 
he  was  umted  by  his  arohiepieoopal 
saj^erior  to  wear  the  legal  Testments — 
whibh  he  did  not  then  wear—it  would 
be  time  enonffhfor  him  to  oonaider  what 
eoime  he  uioold  pursue.  I  do  not 
thinky  under  these  oiroumstances,  any 
good  case  has  been  made  out  why  Mr. 
Green  should  be  selected  for  prosecu- 
tioUy  when  the  Bishop  of  Manchester 
himself,  his  ecclesiastical  superior,  does 
not  comply  with  the  law  under  which 
Ifr.  Green  is  now  languishing  in  prison. 
There  are  legal  questions  connected  with 
the  case  wiw  which  I  need  not  trouble 
your  Lordships ;  but  there  is  one  yenr 
serious  auestion  which  I  will  shortly  ad- 
Tert  to.  The  whole  contention  turns  upon 
whether  certain  advertisements,  pub- 
lished in  the  reign  of  Queen  Elizabeth, 
are,  or  are  not,  in  force  in  the  Province  of 
York.  The  Privy  Oouncil  has  held  that 
they  are  in  force  in  the  Province  of  Can- 
terbury, although  there  is  some  doubt 
about  how  far  they  are  in  force  there ; 
but  I  believe  I  am  quite  right  in  8a3dDg 
that  there  is  not  the  faintest  shadow  of 
reason  for  supposing  that  the  advertise- 
ments in  question  ever  ran  in  the  Pro- 
vince of  York.  I  only  mention  this  to 
jrouT  Lordships  to  show  that  the  matter 
IB  one  of  considerable  doubt  and  com- 
plezity.  As  regards  the  moral  aspect 
of  the  case,  thcnrefore,  Mr.  Ghreen  may 
contend  that  the  matter  for  which  he  is 
in  prison  is  one  of  considerable  doubt ; 
but  I  pass  this  question  bv.  Mr.  Green 
is  in  prison,  technically,  K>r  a  contempt 
of  Court,  and  for  nothing^  else,  as  was 
also  Mr.  Thoroffood ;  and  1  wish  to  draw 
your  Lordships  consideration  to  reasons 
why  the  law  under  which  he  is  now  in 
prison  should  be  amended  so  as  to  en- 
able him  to  be  released  at  the  end  of 
six  months.  He  is  in  prison  for  con- 
tempt of  Court,  and  I  am  forced  to  ask 
vonr  Lordships  whether  the  Court  which 
he  has  cont^uied  is  one  which  receives 
sodh  univeral  respect  as  that  a  man  is 
to  be  thrown  in  prison  because  of  his 
not  obeying  its  commands  ?  My  Lords, 
it  is  enough  for  me  to  say  that  so  much 
difficulty  exists  in  the  minds  of  men  on 
the  subject  of  this  Court  that  in  the  early 
part  of^this  Session  your  Lordships  were 
moved  to  vote  an  Address  to  the  Crown, 
pcaying  for  8  Boyal  Commission  to 
nquire  into  these  Ecclesiastical  Courts. 
That  AddresB  was  moved  by  the  Lord 
Aidibishop  of  Canterbury,  who,  I  pre- 


sume, had  sufficient  grounds  for  making 
that  Motion.  Certainly  it  was  agreed 
to  by  your  Lordships;  and  I  think, 
under  those  circumstances,  it  may 
fairly  be  contended  that  the  Court 
Mr.  Ghreen  has  contemned  is  not  en- 
titled to  that  unquestioning  obedience 
which  would  entitle  its  every  order  to 
be  received  with  undoubting  submission. 
I  may  at  least  say  that  the  Court  itself 
has  given  so  much  dissatisfaction  that  it 
may  be  said  to  be  on  its  trial.  A  noble 
Earl  opposite  shakes  his  head ;  but  I 
say  if  there  was  no  dissatisfaction  why 
was  the  Inquiry  moved  for?  Persons 
may  shut  their  eyes  to  the  facts  of  the 
case,  but  nobody  can  deny  that  the 
Court  has  given  great  dissatisfaction, 
and  that  the  subject  requires  the  in- 
vestigation which  it  is  now  receiving  at 
the  hands  of  the  Boyal  Commission. 
My  Lords,  it  is  said  that  Mr.  Green  has 
only  to  submit  himself  to  the  judgment 
of  the  Court  to  obtain  his  release.  I 
know  that  that  is  the  case ;  but  I  will 
tell  your  Lordships  why  he  cannot  sub- 
mit himself  to  the  Court.  He  con- 
scientiously believes  that  it  would  be 
wroDg  for  him  to  do  so.  But  even  as- 
suming that  that  belief  of  Mr.  Green 
is  ill-founded,  I  ask,  has  not  the  punish- 
ment which  he  h&s  suffered  been  suffi- 
cient for  the  wrong  which  he  has  com- 
mitted ?  That  is  the  question  which  we 
have  to  ask  ourselves.  Supposing  the 
Court  was  perfect  in  its  constitution ; 
supposing  tnat  all  its  dicta  had  been 
such  as  to  command  the  unquestioning 
assent  of  the  minds  of  men,  I  still  ask 
whether  the  imprisonment  which  Mr. 
Green  has  now  suffered  is  not  a  sufficient 
punishment  for  his  wrong-doing  ?  Pun- 
ishment should  bear  some  proportion  to 
the  offence  committed,  and  if  Mr.  Ghreen 
should  remain  in  prison  for  three  years, 
or  all  his  life,  a  punishment  would  be 
inflicted  revolting  to  the  consciences  of 
men.  It  is  the  indefiniteness  of  the 
punishment  which  makes  it  so  severe  and 
cruel.  If  we  could  measure  it  we  might 
estimate  its  proportion  to  the  offence,  but 
we  cannot.  We  do  not  know  how  long 
this  imprisonment  may  continue,  and  I 
do  ask  your  Lordships  seriously  to  con- 
sider whether  a  punishment  of  six  months 
is  not  an  imprisonment  amply  suffi- 
cient for  the  offence  which  Mr.  Green 
has  committed.  If  he  had  been  sub- 
jected to  the  sentence  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Court  for  any  of  the  gravent  offences 
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which  a  man  could  commit ;  if  he  had 
been  proceeded  against  and  excommuni- 
cated for  incest,  ne  could  not  be  impri- 
soned for  a  longer  period  than  six 
months,  because  the  tarit  de  excommuni- 
eato  capiendo  which  runs  in  consequence 
of  such  proceedings  in  the  Ecclesiastical 
Oourt  can  imprison  a  man  for  no  longer 
a  period  than  six  months — and,  there- 
fore, if  Mr.  Green  had  committed  the 
most  aggravated  offence  to  which  I  have 
referred,  his  imprisonment  could  not  be 
for  a  longer  period  than  six  months.  I 
need  not  cite  the  case  of  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Courts,  but  I  will  take  the  case  of 
offences  outoide  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Courts.  It  is  within  my 
own  knowledge  that  in  a  deliberative 
Assembly  of  high  antiquity,  and  pos- 
sessed of  august  privileges,  when  the 
privileges  of  that  Assembly  were  set  at 
naught  and  its  authority  contemned,  a 
person  bound  to  obey  its  orders  was 
imprisoned;  but  how  long  was  that 
person  imprisoned?  One  night's  im- 
prisonment was  held  to  have  purged  his. 
offence,  and  he  was  released  without  any 
promise  exacted  with  regard  to  the  fu- 
ture. My  Lords,  if  an  officer  in  a  rail- 
way train  cnminally  assaults  a  woman 
who  may  be  in  the  same  carriage  with, 
him,  he  is  committed  to  prison  for  one 
year,  and  at  the  end  of  that  period  he 
is  released.  I  ask  your  Lordships  whe- 
ther an  indefinite  imprisonment  hanging 
over  the  head  of  an  exemplary  clergy- 
man, because  he  conscientiously  objects 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  a  Court,  is  not  a 
punishment  revolting  to  the  consciences 
of  men  ?  Such  a  state  of  things  would 
never  have  been  deliberately  adopted, 
but  must  have  been  brought  about  in 
consequence  of  some  complication  of 
ecclesiastical  law,  which  complication  I 
now  ask  your  Lordships  to  disentangle. 
But,  my  Lords,  it  may  oe  said — and  this 
is  an  argument  which  I  dare  say  we 
shall  hear  advanced  by  those  who,  I 
think,  might  show  more  sympathy  with 
Mr.  Green — that  he  should  not  be  re- 
leased without  a  guarantee  for  the  future 
against  further  lawlessness.  It  must  be 
remembered  that  Mr.  Green  is  not  in 
prison  for  the  offence  of  wearing  vest- 
ments— he  is  in  prison  for  contempt  of 
Court ;  and  I  do  not  myself  understand 
how  the  arguments  with  regard  to  the 
practice  complained  of  can  be  urged 
when  he  ie  m  prison,  not  for  the  per- 
formance of  those  praotioeB,  but  simply 
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for  having  contemned  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Court.  It  is  obvious  that  if  inability 
to  accept  an  interpretation  of  an  his- 
torical fact  as  to  the  use  of  vestments  is 
lawlessness,  it  is  lawlessness  of  a  very 
different  character  to  that  which  to  the 
minds  and  consciences  of  men  commends 
itself  as  a  fit  subject  for  such  punish- 
ment. The  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council  has  given  divers  judg- 
ments on  this  point  as  to  the  wearing  of 
vestments.  The  Judicial  Committee,  in 
the  case  of  **  Westerton  v.  Liddell,''  de- 
<dded  that  the  vestments  worn  by  Mr. 
Green  were  legal.  In  the  case  of  "  Clif- 
ton V,  Bidsdale,"  which  is  now  thought 
to  be  law,  what  did  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  Council  say?  If 
the  only  law  as  to  the  vestments  is  to  be 
foimd  in  the  Ornaments  Bubric,  clearly 
the  vestments  of  Edward  YI.  fall  within 
the  law.  That  is  the  judgment  of  the 
Privy  Council  in  the  very  case  under 
which  Mr.  Green  is  imprisoned.  I  think 
your  Lordships  might  view  with  indul- 
gence the  conduct  of  a  gentleman  who, 
conscientiously  believing  that  that  which 
he  saw  was  black  and  not  white,  declined  to 
commit  himself  to  the  statement  contrary 
to  his  plain  belief.  As  regards  the  view 
taken  oy  some  that  Mr.  Green  should 
promise  to  conform  in  fixture  to  the  de- 
cisions of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council,  I  say  that  is  not  the 
point  before  your  Lordships.  The  point 
before  your  Lordships  is  a  very  narrow 
one — namely,  whether  the  punishment 
which  Mr.  Green  has  suffered,  and  is 
suffering,  is  not  sufficient  for  the  tech- 
nical offence  of  contempt  of  Court  which 
he  has  committed  ?  I  cannot  understand, 
if  he  be  a  criminal,  why  he  should 
be  treated  in  an  exceptional  manner. 
Thieves,  burglars,  and  convicts  of  all 
descriptions,  when  they  have  undergone 
their  punishment,  are  released  nom 
prison  without  any  engagement  being 
asked  for  the  future.  They  are  set  free, 
and  if  they  offend  against  the  law  ajzain, 
they  are  subject  to  the  penalties  of  the 
law  and  again  imprisoned.  What  did 
Lord  John  Kussell  say  in  the  debate  on 
Thorogood's  Act  as  regards  this  part  of 
the  subject  ?  He  said  that  the  vindica- 
tion of  the  law  seemed  to  him  to  be 
often  better  maintained  by  taking  no 
notice  of  such  offenders,  just  as  Sir 
Bobert  WaJl{>ole  had  said  on  one  occa- 
sion— "  The  hon.  Gentleman  wishes  -to 
be  committed  to  the  Tower,  bat  I  ahflU 
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do  no  mich  thing."  I  contend  that  Mr. 
Chrean  haa  siiSSmd  enough  for  the  of- 
ienee  he  haa  oommitted.  Mr.  Gh*een'8 
parishioners  were  naturally  asking  why 
they  were  deprived  of  his  ministrations, 
Jhinking  that  a  man  who  had  undergone 
Bofficient  imprisonment  ought  to  be  re- 
leased. I  dare  say  we  shsiU  hear  some- 
thing of  our  old  Mend  the  aggrieved 
pariJuiioner,  and  we  shall,  no  &ubt,  be 
told  that  the  parishioners  of  Miles  Plat- 
ting have  a  right  to  the  performance  of 
Divine  Service  in  accoroance  with  the 
law.  I  am  bound  to  say,  with  regard  to 
that,  that  I  do  not  think  veiy  much  con- 
ndaration  is  due  to  the  bogus  parish- 
ioners  who  were  put  forwara  to  enforce 
the  law  at  Miles  I^lattin^.  I  call  them 
bogus  parishioners  for  this  simple  reason, 
that  in  the  biU  of  costs  which  Mr.  Green 
is  called  upon  to  pay  there  is  an  item  of 
no  little  singularity,  which  I  do  not  think 
will  commend  itself  to  many  of  your  Lord- 
ships' sense  of  justice.  There  is  a  charge 
made  by  the  solicitors  for  the  prosecu- 
tion— and  Mr.  Ghreen  having  been  con- 
demned in  costs  is  bound  to  pay  it — for 
the  correction  of  a  mistake,  it  having 
been  ascertained  that  one  of  the  pro- 
posed oomidainants  had  not  completed 
the  residence  in  the  parish  required  by 
law.  Seeing  that  the  solicitors  for  the 
prosecutors  are  sending  in  this  bill  to 
Mr.  Ghreen,  and  asking  him  to  pay  for  a 
mistake  which  had  been  made  in  conse- 
quence of  one  of  the  complainants  not 
having  resided  in  the  parisn  during  the 
time  required  by  law,  I  think  I  am  justi- 
fied in  saying  that  the  parishioners  who 
have  brought  this  case  forward  are  only 
nominal  prosecutors.  The  real  prose- 
eatora  being,  as  I  believe,  the  Church 
AsBodation — which  I  say  without  fear 
of  eontradiction — and  the  nominal  prose- 
cutors being  merely  bog^  parishioners, 
I  do  not  think  they  are  entitled  to  much 
oonsideration  at  your  Lordships'  hands. 
These  are  the  veiy  parishioners  who 
were  sommoned  to  attend  the  Bishop  of 
Manchester,  and  declined  the  invitation  ; 
but,  notwithstanding,  the  Bishop  of 
Manehester  thought  it  his  duty  to  exer- 
miihiaiiigijrfttifiTi ,  and  allow  the  prosecu- 
tion to  proceed.  The  Services  wnich  are 
being  carried  on  in  Miles  Flatting  church 
aie  neither  more  nor  less  than  exactly 
the  same  aa  they  were  before  Mr.  Green 
was  imprisoned.  There  is  no  doubt 
vhaftever  that  the  gentleman  officiating 
Uda  the  aame  views  as  Mr.  Green,  ana 


that  the  practices  complained  of  will 
be  continued  until  a  prosecution  is  in- 
stituted, although  after  what  has  taken 
place  it  is  very  improbable  that  another 
prosecution  will  be  instituted  in  that 
parish.  I  venture  to  doubt  whether  the 
Bishop  of  Manchester  would  allow  an- 
other prosecution  to  be  instituted,  which 
has  been  so  discreditably  conducted. 
The  proceedings  have  been  stigmatized 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack  as  a  scandal.  I  shall  not 
apologize  for  the  use  of  that  expression. 
They  have  been  stigmatized  as  a  scandal, 
and  I  am  justified  in  making  the  ob- 
servations 1  have  made  with  regard  to 
the  prosecutors  in  this  case.  But,  my 
Lords,  the  Public  Worship  Regulation 
Act  was  enacted,  we  were  told,  to  pro- 
tect the  rights  of  parishioners.  Let  us 
consider  for  one  moment  tlie  state  of  the 
parish  in  which  Mr.  Ghreen  has  so  long 
ministered,  and  the  view  taken  of  his 
conduct  by  his  own  parishioners.  The 
population  of  the  parish  is  about  4,500 ; 
there  are  370  children  in  the  day  schools  ; 
the  communicants,  excluding  those  on 
week  days  and  saints'  days,  on  an  aver- 
age of  the  12  months,  are  45  a-week. 
A  Petition  has  been  presented  for  the 
release  of  Mr.  Green,  signed  by  940 
householders  out  of  a  total  number  of 
1,140,  and  I  think,  therefore,  I  may 
fairly  assume  that  the  ministrations  of 
Mr.  Green  are  such  as  to  commend 
themselves  to  the  majority  of  the  par- 
ishioners. As  far,  therefore,  as  the  ag- 
grieved parishioner  is  concerned,  the 
case  has  entirely  failed.  There  is  not  a 
shadow  of  pretence  for  saying  that  any 
real  parishioner  has  been  aggrieved,  for, 
in  order  to  make  up  the  number  required 
for  this  miserable  prosecution,  a  gentle- 
man is  brought  in  who,  at  the  time  of 
the  institution  of  the  proceedings,  had 
not  completed  the  term  of  residence  re- 
quired by  law.  What  is  the  treatment 
to  which  Mr.  Green,  a  conscientious 
clergyman,  who  has  spent  15  years  in  la- 
bouring amongst  the  poor  and  neglected 
of  his  parish — what  is  the  shameful 
treatment  to  which  he  has  been  sub- 
jected ?  A  letter  was  addressed  by  Mr. 
Green  to  the  noble  and  learned  Tiord  on 
the  Woolsack,  in  which  he  described 
the  treatment  to  which  he  had  been  sub- 
jected by  the  bailiffs  who  were  put  in 
possession  of  his  rectory  by  the  Church 
Association.  This  letter  was  written 
some  time  ago;  but  the  treatment  he 
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complams  of  has  been  renewed  subse- 
quently, and  his  goods  sold.  He  says 
that  the  bailiffs  were  put  into  his  house 
on  the  24th  January,  and  continued  there 
without  intermission,  day  and  night, 
until  March  19,  when  he  was  put  into 
prison.  Ho  says  it  was  impossible  for 
his  wife  to  remain  under  such  circum- 
stances, and  she  left  home  at  the  time 
he  was  obliged  to  do  so,  and  took  re- 
fuge in  a  neighbouring  cottage.  On  one 
occasion,  Mrs.  Green,  having  visited  the 
house  to  ^et  some  clothes  for  her  baby, 
was  so  mghtened  by  an  intoxicated 
bailiff  that  she  had  never  been  well 
since.  That  is  the  statement  of  the 
treatment  to  which  Mr.  Green  has  been 
subjected.  I  hear  a  noble  Lord  remark 
that  I  have  been  already  speaking  for 
half-an-hour ;  but  I  can  only  say  that 
half-an-hour  is  not  too  much  time  for 
your  Lordships  to  give  to  such  a  sub- 
ject, and*  I  must  protest  against  these 
interruptions.  If  it  is  necessary,  I  will  go 
on  speaking  for  another  half-an-hour  on 
the  oiscreditable  way  in  which  Mr.  Green 
has  been  treated.  I  decline  to  sit  down. 
The  real  question  is  this — Is  the  House, 
or  is  it  not,  prepared  to  extend  that 
measure  of  relief  to  Mr.  Green  which, 
in  the  year  i  840,  it  thought  not  impro- 
per to  extend  to  one  of  the  people  called 
''  Quakers  ?  ''  I  do  not  know  what  the 
antecedents  of  Mr.  Thorogood  were ;  I 
do  not  know  whether  he  had  passed  his 
life  amongst  the  poor  and  afflicted ;  I  do 
not  know  whether,  at  the  age  of  40,  or 
whatever  it  may  be,  he  was  torn  away 
from  his  wife  and  family,  and  subjeotea 
to  the  treatment  which  Mr.  Ghreen  has 
described ;  but  I  do  know  this,  that 
Parliament  at  that  time,  in  its  wisdom, 
thought  it  was  a  fit  case  to  be  considered, 
and  did  not  grudge  the  time  and  pains 
necessary  to  inquire  into  the  case ;  and 
that  at  the  end  of  the  Session — for  the 
Bill  was  brought  into  the  House  of 
Commons  on  the  dOth  July,  and  received 
the  Eoyal  Assent  on  the  10th  August. 
My  Lords,  I  do  not  know  how  the  pro- 
ceedings were  conducted  in  Thorogood's 
case,  nor  do  I  know  whether  the  Judge 
acted  as  legal  adviser  to  the  prosecutors — 
though  I  should  suppose  Dr.  Lushington 
to  be  incapable  of  such  conduct — but 
blunders  have  been  committed  by  the 
solicitor  and  counsel  for  the  prosecutors 
in  this  case,  for  which  Mr.  Ghreen  has 
to  ^j.  They  are  of  a  remarkable  kind. 
The  bill  of  oosts,  which  is  now  a  public 
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document,  shows  that  the  most  extra- 
ordinary proceedings  have  been  taken 
in  this  case,  which  will  not  bear  public 
investigation.  I  have  referred  to  the 
case  of  Mr.  Ghreen  as  briefly  as  I  could ; 
but  it  is  a  case,  although  not  on  all  fours 
with  the  case  of  Mr.  Thorogood,  be- 
cause if  it  had  been  a  case  on  all  fours 
with  the  case  of  Mr.  Thorogood,  there 
would  have  been  no  necessity  to  trouble 
your  Lordships  on  the  present  occasion 
— ^I  do  say  that  the  imprisonment  of  Mr. 
Thorogood  under  the  writ  de  eontu- 
mace  capiendo^  was  considered  a  grievous 
scandal  and  offence.  Whether  it  was 
that  the  consciences  of  men  in  high 
places  were  touched,  or  the  fears  of 
friends  of  the  Established  Church  were 
moved,  I  do  not  know ;  but  a  feeling  of 
indignation  was  excited  by  his  imprison- 
ment, and  a  Bill  was  introduced  and 
passed  into  law.  Now  I  come  to  the 
Bill  which  I  have  laid  on  your  Lord- 
ships' Table.  The  provisions  are  very 
simple.  The  second  proviso  in  Thoro- 
good's  Act  is  repealed  which  had  refer- 
ence to  the  payment  of  church  rates.  In 
the  2nd  dause,  it  is  proposed  to  enact 
that  after  six  months  a  person  in  cus- 
tody under  a  writ  de  eantumaee  capiendo 
shall  be  discharged  out  of  custody  by 
the  sheriff,  gaoler,  or  other  officer  in 
whose  custody  he  may  be,  without  any 
order.     Clause  3  enacts — 

**  That  such  party  or  person  shall,  notwith- 
standing his  diBchafge,  remain  liable  for  the 
costs  lawfully  incurrd  by  reason  of  his  custody 
and  contempt." 

Clause  4  provides  that  the  person — 

*'  Shall  not,  by  reason  of  his  discharge  in 
manner  aforesaid,  be  released  from  further  ob- 
servance of  justice  in  the  suit  in  whidi  he  has 
been  pronounced  in  contempt.*' 

Therefore,  if  he  offends  against  the  law 
in  future,  a  remedy  is  provided,  and  he 
can  again  be  subjected  to  the  same 
ecclesiastical  penalties  as  he  has  been 
subjected  to  in  the  past.  Then  Clause  5 
provides— 

''  That  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Judicial  Ckmi- 
mittee  of  Her  Majesty's  Most  Honourable  PriYy 
Council,  if  the  party  be  in  custody  in  conse- 
quence of  any  proceedings  bcEfore  the  said 
Judicial  Ck)mmittee,  or  for  the  Judge  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Court,  or  if  the  putybe  in  cus- 
tody in  consequence  of  any  proceedings  before 
such  Judge,  to  declare  by  oraer  made  in  open 
Court  before  the  said  penod  of  six  months  naa 
elapsed,  that,  for  reasons  to  be  specified  on  the 
face  of  such  order,  the  party  so  in  onstody  shall 
not  be  entitled  to  the  Deneflti  ol  this  Act  for 
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the  fmihar  ^aoe  of  fhiee  monthi,  and  therep 
i^on  the  P^xiy  dudl  not  be  entitled  to  the  be- 
ufita  of  thie  Act  until  the  expiration  of  nine 


There  may  be  circninntanoeB,  my  Lords, 
in  which  it  may  be  desirable  that  a  pro- 
noon  of  that  sort  should  be  put  into 
Ibnse.  I  do  not  attach  much  importance 
to  it  myaelf ;  but  still  there  may  be  dr- 
eomstances  which  may  make  it  desir- 
iUoj  and,  perhaps,  that  provision  may 
make  jonr  Lordships  mors  ready  to  pass 
the  BQL  The  2na  clause,  my  IxnrdB,  is 
really  the  operative  part  of  the  Act.  That 
prondes  that  at  the  expiration  of  six 
nontha  theperson committed  to  ffaolshall 
be  diaohaz^ed  from  custody.  rTow,  my 
Loids,  that  18  the  point  where  this  Bill  dif- 
ftrs  from  ThoTOgood's  Act,  and  the  differ- 
CBoe  ia  thia — that  it  provides  that  the  pri- 
soner ahall  be  discharged  at  the  expira- 
tion of  six  months  without  the  conour- 
xsDoe  of  the  other  parties  to  the  suit. 
In  the  year  1813,  an  Act  of  Parliament 
was  passed  dealing  with  the  writ  tU  at- 
mmmunteaio  eaptmuh  in  a  similar  man- 
ner to  that  in  which  the  writ  de  eontu* 
wmo$  ct^iendo  was  dealt  with  by  Thoro- 
good'a  Act.  That  Act,  passed  in  the 
jsar  1818,  was  introduce  by  Sir 
William  Scott,  and  provided  that  no 
person  who  should  be  pronounced  or 
oeclazed  excommunicate — 


«i 


Shall  inoor  any  civil  penalty  or  incapacity 
whatever  in  consequence  oi  each  ezoommunica- 
tioB,  Mve  aoch  impriaonment,  not  exceeding  six 
mnntha,  aa  the  Conrt  jjronouncing  or  decls^g 
ezcommnnicate  ahall  direct." 


I  ask  your  Lordshii>s  to  extend  the  pro- 
visiona  of  Thoroffood's  Act  in  the  man- 
ner indicated  by  the  Act  of  1813,  and  to 
say  that  the  imprisonment  imder  a  writ 
ii  cmtiMMUie$  CMnendo  shall  not  last  for  a 
louer  period  than  the  imprisonment 
muur  a  writ  ie  $xcommunieato  capiendo. 
My  Lords,  at  the  commencement  of 
BaignB  it  used  to  be  the  practice  to  pass 
Acta  of  Ghrace,  which  would  exactly 
have  met  a  case  of  this  kind.  I  trust 
we  axe  a  long  way  from  the  commence- 
ment of  anotner  iUeign — and  I  believe 
the  praotioe  has  been  discontinued — but 
I  am  quite  sore,  if  the  occasion  should 
ansa  mir  it,  no  more  fitting  Act  of  Grace 
could  inaugurate  a  Beign  than  the  re- 
base  of  a  person  like  Mr.  Ghreen,  who  is 
ia^risonea  under  the  circumstances  I 
bm  dsaoribed.  In  the  present  Session 
of  Fisriiament  attempts  have  been  made 
to  zslieva  penons  who  entertain  con- 


scientious objections  to  vaccination  from 
the  penalties  which  they  may  have  in- 
curred. I  say  in  the  same  way  that  the 
law  as  it  now  stands  in  reference  to 
cases  such  as  that  of  Mr.  Qreen  requires 
a  similar  amendment,  and  I  trust  that 
your  Lordships  will  pass  this  Bill  as 
a  messenger  of  peace.  I  am  quite  sure 
that  unless  something  is  done  to  re- 
lieve the  grievous  scandal  of  an  ex- 
emplary clergyman,  such  as  Mr.  Green 
is,  lying  in  prison  for  an  indefinite 
period  under  an  order  of  contempt  of 
Court,  his  goods  dispersed,  his  home 
broken  up,  a  sense  of  dire  injustice 
will  rankle  in  the  minds  of  men ;  and 
so  far  from  the  views  of  Mr.  Green 
being  in  any  way  put  down  or  re- 
pressed, the  infallible  residt  will  be 
that  tiiey  will  gain  greater  cur- 
rency among  people  who  see  one  so 
deservedly  beloved  by  those  who  know 
him  preferring  imprisonment  and  wrong 
rather  than  give  up  his  conscientious 
objections  to  an  invasion  of  the  spiritual 
authority  of  the  Church.  I  hope  your 
Lordships  will  agree  to  the  second  read- 
ing of  this  Bill. 

Hovsd,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'.'* 
— (7%*  JSarl  B$auehamp.) 

The  Abchbishop  of  OANTERBUEY  : 
My  Lords,  I  am  most  anxious — as 
anxious  as  the  noble  Earl  can  possibly 
be — that  Mr.  Green  should  be  released 
from  imprisonment.  Indeed,  as  a  step 
towards  that  result,  unaware  of  the 
noble  Earl's  intention,  I  gave  Notice  of 
Questions,  which  will  be  in  your  Lord- 
ships' hands  to-morrow,  to  be  addressed 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor  on  this  subject. 
I  would  state  that  these  Questions  are 
based  upon  my  deep  conviction  that  this 
gentieman  has  suffered  quite  a  sufficient 
penalty  for  the  offence  he  has  committed, 
and  that  it  will  be  a  very  great  misfor- 
time  if  a  conscientious  man,  as  we  have 
every  reason  to  believe  Mr.  Green  to  be, 
should  be  imprisoned,  I  may  almost  say, 
for  life,  on  account  of  his  conscientious 
convictions.  Of  the  Questions  that  I  pro- 
posed to  ask  the  Lord  Chancellor,  one 
was  whether,  considering  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  he  did  not  think 
Mr.  Green's  punishment  excessive?  I 
also  wished  to  know  what  was  the  pro- 
cess which  necessitated  the  sale  of  his 
goods  by  public  auction  ?  And  further — 
and  this  is  the  ffist  of  the  whole  matter 
— ^I  wished  to  hnow  whether  there  is 
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any  limit  to  the  time  for  which  a  man 
may  be  imprisoned  for  contempt  of  the 
authority  of  the  Court  ?  I  quite  agree 
with  the  noble  Earl  that  it  is  not  desir- 
able that  any  man  should  be  incarce- 
rated for  an  unreasonable  length  of 
time  for  such  an  ofEence  as  Mr.  Gfreen 
has  committed.  I  wish  to  caU  your 
Lordships'  attention  to  the  distinction 
which  I  think  ought  to  be  drawn  in  all 
such  cases,  and  which  obviously  was 
drawn  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Thorogood  in 
1 840.  When  a  man,  however  unwisely, 
is  convinced  in  his  conscience  that  he 
cannot  do  certain  things,  I  wish  your 
Lordships  to  consider  whether  it  does' 
not  verge  on  persecution  to  insist  that 
he  shall 'come  to  a  Court  and  declare 
that  to  be  right  which,  unfortunately, 
in  his  conscience  he  thinks  wronff? 
That  was  exactly  the  case  with  Mr. 
Thorogood  in  1840.  He  owed,  I  believe, 
5«.  6d.  for  church  rates,  and  so  strong 
were  his  conscientious  convictions  ag^ainst 
the  payment  of  these  church  rates  or  the 
acknowledgment  of  any  authority  which 
implied  that  he  ought  to  pay  them,  that 
he  was  content  to  languisn  in  prison  for 
1 6  months.  The  coimtry  was,  of  course, 
scandalized  at  a  respectable  man  beins^ 
imprisoned  in  these  circumstances,  and, 
as  it  could  never  have  been  the  intention 
of  the  law  that  the  man  should  remain 
in  prison  for  life,  therefore,  by  the  uni- 
versal consent  of  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, a  measure  was  passed  in  order  to 
allow  Mr.  Thorogooa  to  come  out  of 
prison.  Lord  John  Bussell,  in  the  dis- 
cussion on  that  subject,  having  been 
told  that  the  prosecutors  were  not  will- 
ing to  be  consenting  parties  to  the  libe- 
ration of  Mr.  Thorogood,  introduced  a 
special  clause  saying  that  after  a  certain 
time  the  consent  of  the  prosecutors  was 
not  to  be  required  for  the  liberation  of 
these  gentlemen.  That  clause  stands 
part  of  the  Act,  and  I  do  not  see  why — 
for  I  entirely  agree  with  the  noble  £arl 
on  that  point---what  was  good  for  a 
Quaker  who  conscientiously  refused  to 
pay  church  rates,  sho\dd  not  be  good 
m  a  case  of  this  kind.  Mr.  Qreen  has 
already  received,  at  least,  as  severe 
a  punishment  as  his  offence  deserves; 
but  if  nothing  except  his  publicly 
declaring  that  he  is  willing  to  obey 
the  law  will  effect  his  release,  he  may 
have  to  remain  in  prison  for  an 
indefinite  time.  In  order  to  meet  the 
oaae  of  Mr.  Ihozogood,  Lord  John  Bus* 
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sell  moved  that  after  a  certain  time  the 
man  should  be  released  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  prosecutors ;  and  if  the  object 
of  the  present  Bill  is  to  apply  a  sinular 
principle  to  the  case  of  Mr.  Gbeen,  it- 
shall  certainly  have  my  cordial  support. 
I  am  sorry  the  noble  Earl  shoula  have 
deemed  it  necessary  to  go  into  other 
matters,  and  to  make  remarks  which 
are  hardly  calculated  to  conciliate  those 
who  are  willing  to  agree  with  the  general 
tenour  of  what  he  said  as  to  the  libera- 
tion of  Mr.  Oreen.  The  Bishop  of  Man- 
chester was,  no  doubt,  actuated  by  the 
highest  sense  of  duty,  and  performed 
that  duty  in  a  way  which  would  be  founds 
if  examined,  to  be  by  no  means  unwise 
or  harsh.  I  believe,  also,  that  it  is  totally 
beside  the  question  to  inquire  into  the 
costs  in  this  case,  and  I  am  sorry  that  the 
noble  Lord  thought  it  necessary  to  refer  to 
them  in  his  speech.  The  difficulty  which 
remains,  ana  which  we  shall  have  to 
consider  very  carefully  when  the  Bill 
goes  into  Committee,  is  this — How  a  gen- 
tleman with  these  conscientious  convic- 
tions is  to  be  kept  out  of  prison  after  he 
has  once  been  released  ?  How  is  he  to 
be  prevented  from  getting  into  prison 
agam  ?  With  respect  to  Mr.  Thorogoodf 
the  moment  he  was  set  at  liberty  there 
was  an  end  to  the  case ;  but  great  diffi- 
culty would  arise  if  Mr.  Gfreen  were  so 
unwise  as  to  set  at  naught  the  deoLsions 
of  the  Court  so  soon  as  he  is  released 
from  the  imprisonment  which  now  pre- 
vents him  from  violating  them.  There  is 
a  further  point  to  which  I  wish  to  direct 
attention.  A  moral  obligation  which 
did  not  exist  before  is  now  imposed  on 
this  gentleman  to  obey  the  law.  He 
has  himself  appealed  from  the  Court 
below  to  your  Lordships'  House  in  its 
judicial  capacity;  and  in  its  judicial 
capacity  this  highest  Court  of  Appeal  haa 
pronounced  that  the  law  is  against  him. 
Now,  I  do  not  see  how  a  man  can,  with 
any  degree  of  fairness  or  propriety,  dis- 
regard the  decision  of  the  Court  to  whidi 
he  has  himself  appealed.  Mr.  Gbeen 
would  exhibit  a  spectacle  that  would  be 
most  unseemly,  if  he  endeavoured  by 
violence  to  return  to  those  ministrations 
which  have  been  declared  to  be  contrary  to 
law.  So  far  as  the  gentleman  himself  and 
his  influence  in  his  parish  are  oonoemedy 
I  have  no  opportunity  of  forming  an 
opinion,  exceptfrom  the  statements  made 
in  the  public  papers.  I  have  no  doubt| 
however,  thq^  have  been  truly  deeoxibed 
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lij  the  noUo  Earl,  andl  ahallbegladif 
the  noble  Earl  or  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolaaok  can  adviee  any 
proeoM  by  whiohy  saving  the  majesty  of 
tte  law,  and  the  duty  of  the  clergy  to 
dbej  the  law,  Mr.  Green  may  be  Ube- 
rabad.  I  truBt  the  noble  EarFs  Bill  will 
be  read  a  second  time,  it  being  under- 
iloody  howerer,  that  nobody  is  pledged 
to  ita  details,  which  may  possibly  re- 
qidie  amendment  in  Committee. 

Tn  LOBD  OHANOELLOB :  My 
Lorda,  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  your 
Lordshipe  generally  will  agree  with  the 
mtunenta  expressed  by  the  most  rev, 
Pkilate  towaros  the  close  of  his  speech 
—namely,  that  saving  the  majesty  of  the 
kw  and  the  duty  of  the  dex^  to  obey 
the  law,  it  would  be  desirabb  to  devise 
flw  means  of  releasing  this  gentleman 
from  prison ;  and  I  am  sure  it  would  be 
mj  aneeable  to  your  Lordships  to  do 
n.  xoor  Lordships  will  require  to  be 
ntisfied  on  the  fixvt  point,  and  wiU  not 
i^piid  that  as  a  condition  which  can  be 
Mt  aside  even  if  the  consequence  of  in- 
■itinff  npon  it  should  be  to  create  a 
diffleSty  as  to  this  ]^articular  case.  No- 
iliing  is  of  more  importance  than  to 
maintain  the  authority  of  the  law.  It  is 
the  equal  obli^tion  of  all  classes  of  Her 
Muesty'a  sabjecta  to  obey  the  law ;  and 
aoUung  can  be  more  necessary  than 
itsadfly  to  resist  the  idea  that  individuals 
srs  to  make  themselves  judges  of  the 
law  and  to  set  themselves  above  it, 
whether  thev  be  clergy  or  laity  who  say 
that  they  will  obey  no  decision  and  no 
iiieipretation  of  the  law  except  such  as 
sominend  themselves  to  their  own  minds. 
Li  an  Established  Church,  at  all  events, 
it  is  fundamentally  necessary  that  those 
who  by  the  law  enjoy  temporal  emolu- 
ments and  temporal  rights  should  abide 
by  the  law  with  respect  to  the  conditions 
on  which  those  rights  are  to  be  enjoyed. 
When  principles  so  vital  as  these  are  at 
sfaike^  no  man  is  at  liberty  to  be  go- 
verned by  his  own  party  spirit  or  caprice. 
With  le^ud  to  this  particular  case,  after 
what  has  &Ilen  from  the  noble  Earl,  my 
dhserwalioua  shall  be  as  few  as  are  con- 
■sfesnft  with  putting  your  Lordships  in 
pissMsifm  of  the  iJEirts  of  the  case.  1  fully 
bslieTe  Mr.  Green  is  a  sentleinan  who 
JtsssaiBS  the  praise  which  has  been  be- 
stowed upon  him  for  zeal  and  for  much 
good  woxk  which  he  has  done.  It  is 
a  mattsr  of  extreme  re^t  that  such 
a  man  aboold  do  anything  else  which 


can  tend  to   bring    him    into  conflict 
with  the  law.    It  is  a  mistake,  however, 
to  represent  his  case  as  if  it  turned — 
though  that  would  make  no  difference 
in  principle — upon  resistance  to   some 
decision    of    the    Ecclesiastical  Courts 
upon  a  single  point  like  that  of  vest- 
ments.   I  hold  in  my  hands  a  book 
which  was  lately  before  your  Lordships' 
House  in  your  judicial  capacity  upon 
that  appeal  to  which  the  most  rev.  Fre- 
late  has  referred,  and  I  find  there  charged 
affainst  him  no  fewer  than  1 1  instances 
of  disobedience  to  the  law  as  declared 
by  the  judicial  tribunals,  some  relating 
to  ornaments  of  the  Ohurch  alleged  to 
have  been  set  up  in  his  church  by  this 
gentleman,  contrary  to  what  has  been 
declared  to  be  legid ;  some  relating  to 
various  ceremonies  introduced  by  him, 
particularly  in  the  performance  of  the 
Service  for  the  Holy  Communion.  These 
are  1 1  in  number,  some  of  which  may,  per- 
haps, be  variations  of  charges  substan- 
tially the  same ;  but  vestments  are  the 
subject  of  only  one  of  them.     Taken  as 
a  whole,  togeliier  with  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Green  did  not  think  fit  to  appear  in  Court 
and  defend  himself  against  any  of  them, 
they  appear  plainly  to  show  that  this 
gentleman  has  persuaded  himself  that 
no  obedience  is  due  from  him  in  these 
ceremonial  matters  to  any  decision  of 
any  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts.  I  really 
do  not  like  even  for  a  moment  to  take 
notice  of  some  exceedingly  irrelevant 
and,    I  venture    to   think,   injudicious 
observations  of  the  noble  Earl,  in  which 
he  glanced  at  arguments  which  had  been 
used  as  to  the  soundness  of  the  reasons 
upon  which  the  decisions  of  the  Privy 
Council  rested  with  regard  to  the  par- 
ticular point  of  vestments.  K  those  deci- 
sions could  be  shown  to  be  open  to  all  the 
criticisms  bestowed  upon  them  bypersons 
to  whom  the  law  has  not  committed  the 
office  of  judgment,  there  would  remain 
10  other  matters  which   are  included 
in  the  charge  in  this  case.     That  shows 
how  unwise  such  a  course  of  argument 
is.      The  noble  Earl  made  another  most 
extraordinary  suggestion,  and  that  was 
becaujse  the  most  rev.  Prelate  had  moved 
for,  and  the  Crown  had  granted,  a  Royal 
Commission  with  reference  to  the  Eccle- 
siastic€il  Courts,  some  slur  was  supposed 
to  be  cast  upon  those  Courts  and  the 
Judges  who  preside  over  them  pending 
the  in^uiiy.    We  have  had  a  Judicature 
Oommissioni  on  which  many  important 
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charges  in  the  temporal  Judicature  have 
been  founded.  But  nobody  ever  thought 
of  suggesting  any  such  inference  from 
the  appointment  of  that  Commission ; 
during  its  inquiry  it  was  not  suggested 
that  the  Courts  were  not  doing  their  duty, 
or  that  they  could  with  propriety  be  diso- 
beyed. It  would  have  been  better  that 
on  this  occasion  no  argument  of  that  kind 
should  have  been  used.  I  wish  now  to 
refer  to  the  actual  state  of  the  law,  which, 
in  my  opinion,  is  not  satisfactory.  The 
Act  of  181 3  was  passed  for  objects  which 
were  in  some  respects  desirable — to  get 
rid  of  excommunication  merely  to  com- 
pel obedience  to  the  orders  of  the  Eccle- 
siastical Courts.  That  Act  substituted 
imprisonment  for  excommunication  as 
a  means  of  enforcing  the  orders  of  a 
Court,  and  it  did  not  provide  for  release, 
except  on  the  condition  of  obedience. 
I  am  not  at  all  sure  that  there  may  not 
have  been  inherent  power  in  a  Court, 
if  its  authority  were  vindicated,  to  re- 
lease ;  but  that  would  depend  on  the 
nature  of  the  case.  The  reference  made 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Act  as  to  excom- 
munication as  a  positive  ecclesiastical 
punishment  is  not  m  point,  because  the 
Act,  while  in  that  case  limiting  imprison- 
ment strictly  to  a  fixed  time,  leaves 
excommunication  in  full  force  with  all  its 
ecclesiastical  consequences,  and  a  clergy- 
man who  had  been  sentenced  to  it  would 
be  disabled  for  the  performance  of  all 
ecclesiastical  functions  till  the  excom- 
munication was  removed  by  absolution. 
After  that  Act  another  was  passed,  under 
which  were  taken  the  proceedings  to 
which  the  most  rev.  Prelate  referred  for 
the  sale  of  the  rev.  gentleman's  goods. 
Never  was  I  called  upon  to  discharge  a 
duty  which  I  did  with  less  relish  ;  but  it 
had  pleased  Parliament  in  its  wisdom  to 
impose  upon  the  Lord  Chancellor  the 
absolute  duty,  from  which  he  could  not 
escape,  of  issuing^  a  writ  of  sequestra- 
tion, and,  if  required,  ordering  the  sale 
of  goods  for  the  payment  of  costs.  It 
was  as  disagreeaole  to  me  as  it  could 
have  been  to  the  noble  Lord  to  carry  out 
such  a  law.  Under  the  Thorogood  Act, 
to  which  the  noble  Earl  had  refeired,  no 
right  was  gpiven  to  an  unconditional  re- 
lease; it  was  granted  conditionally  on 
payment  of  the  whole  amount  claimed 
m  the  suit,  and  of  the  costs ;  justice  was 
then  satisfied,  and  there  was  no  object 
in  oontinued  imprisonment,  six  months' 
imprisonment  being  fully  sufficient  for 
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the  mere  purpose  of  punishment.  There 
are  clauses  in  the  present  Bill  to  which  I 
object,  and  which  were  not  sufficiently 
explained  by  the  noble  Earl.  One 
of  them  proposes  to  gpive  the  Court 
an  invidious  discretion  to  extend  the 
imprisonment  from  six  months  to  nine. 
There  is  another  provision  in  the  Bill, 
that  after  the  contumacious  person  is 
released  he  shall  be  liable  to  be 
again  imprisoned  if  he  shall  repeat 
his  offence,  and  this  operation  may  be 
repeated  totUs  quottes  until  he  finally 
submits.  I  believe,  my  Lords,  that  this 
would  call  into  existence  a  worse  state 
of  things  than  that  which  is  now  sought 
to  be  amended.  It  would,  in  my  opinion, 
be  far  better  to  substitute  for  renewed 
imprisonment,  in  the  case  of  a  subae- 
quent  repetition  of  the  same  act  of  dis- 
obedience to  the  law,  a  provision  similar 
to  that  contained  in  the  Act  of  1874, 
which  makes  immediate  deprivation,  or 
deprivation  after  a  very  short  interval,  the 
necessary  consequence,  when  a  further 
inhibition  issues  from  the  same  Court, 
after  a  first  inhibition  has  been  relaxed. 
I  see  no  way  in  which  to  avoid  these  scan- 
dalous imprisonments  except  a  provision 
that  on  a  repetition  of  the  offence  the 
party  offending  shall  be  absolutely  de- 
prived of  hia  ecclesiastical  preferments. 
If  the  noble  Earl  is  willing  to  have  the 
Bill  so  amended,  I  think  we  shall  have 
accomplished  a  very  g^d  work. 

The  Maequess  of  SAUSBUBY:  It 
is  not  necessary,  my  Lords,  on  this  occa- 
sion to  consider  those  questions  which 
at  present  disturb  the  Church.  Once 
here,  the  matter  can  only  be  one  of  law- 
Whatever  our  view  of  those  speculative 
opinions  may  be,  I  think  we  are  all 
agreed  that  if  a  clergyman  has  disobeyed 
the  law  and  been  declared  contumacious, 
he  is  clearly  and  manifestly  in  the  wrong. 
But  as  it  is  admitted  that,  under  the 
present  condition  of  the  law,  the  offender 
when  once  in  prison  is  liable,  if  he  re- 
fuses to  submit,  to  be  permanently  im- 
prisoned, nobody,  I  think,  can  say  that 
such  a  state  of  things  is  conformable  to 
justice  or  to  the  ideas  now  universdlj 
entertained  with  respect  to  persons  act* 
ing  on  conscientious  oonvictions.  I  have 
no  reason,  therefore,  to  contest  the  ob- 
servations which  have  fallen  from  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack. I  would  urge  upon  your  Lord- 
ships to  allow  the  Bill  to  be  read  a 
second  time,  and  that  we  should  go  into 
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Oommitteo  wiihoai  being  pledged  as  to 

die  precifle  remedy  to  be  provided  for  an 

udoiibted  eriL  I  entirelysTrnpatizewith 

vhaft  the  noble  and  learned  Jjord  sug- 

gwhiil,  that  in  the  case  of  the  release  of 

an  affandinff  dergyman  security  should 

be  pEorided  against  a  repetition  of  the 

~        ;  bat  whether  the  remedy  sug- 

by  the  noble  and  learned  Lora 

on  the  whole  the  most  desirable  I 

would  rather  not  say  until  the  matter 

has  been  more  fully  discussed.    I  think 

wa  ought  to  read  we  Bill  a  second  time 

ad  go  into  Committee  agreed  that  the 

fnsent  state  of  things  is  one  that  ought 

art  to  be  allowed  to  continue.    At  the 

■ne  time,  I  do  not,  b^  a£Ebrduig  a  re- 

■adyto  Mr.  G^reen,  wish  to  give  any 

antaiance  to  his  prooeediuffs  or  his 

fcienaid  of  the  decudons  of  me  Courts 

vUflh  hare  dealt  with  his  case. 

Motion  mgr$ed  to ;  Bill  read  2^  accord- 
isgfry  and  eammitUd  to  a  Oommittee  of 
flw  whole  House  on  Thurtdajf  next. 

XBIBOFOLITAK  BOABD  OF  WORKS 

(MOKEY)  BILL.— (No.  186.) 

(Tks  Lord  TAurhw,) 

gEOOKD  BBADnrO. 

Older  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
Bgread. 

LoBD  THTTBLOW,  in  moving  that 
fte  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
■ad,  the  Bill  was  nothing  more  nor  less 
ttaa  fhe  Aimtnil  Budget  of  London  out- 
age the  City  for  the  coming  year,  and 
wia  equivalent  to  the  Annual  Money 
Bin  which  was  brought  in  since  the 
jaar  1875.  The  Bill  of  last  year  pro- 
riled  fbndfl  up  to  the  31st  December 
asset,  and  udess  the  present  Bill  should 
beeome  law  by  that  date,  the  Metro- 
poBtan  Board  would  be  absolutely  with- 
oet  borrowing  powers.  The  Bill  con- 
haed  new  powers  up  to  the  Slst  of 
Deoembery  1882.  The  obiects  of  the 
Bin,  which  were  sufficiently  shown  by 
Ae  Sdiedule  attached  to  it,  related  to 
evtam  supplementary  provisions  for 
1881,  and  provided  funds  for  the  main- 
*tBar^^  of  the  Fire  Brigade,  the  build- 
iBg  of  oertain  stations,  and  the  purchas- 
ing of  some  new  sites.  Money  was  also 
rsquired  to  continue  works  on  the 
~  Embankment,  and  £100,000  for 

drainage  works.    Then,  with  re- 
to  the  service  of  1882,  diree  Bills 
abssdj  passed  both  Houses,  requir- 


ing money  for  the  purchase  of  lands  and 
manorial  rights  on  Hackney  Commons, 
Brook  Green,  and  Hammersmith ;  and 
for  building  new  bridc^es  at  Battersea 
and  Putney,  which  would  cost  £760,000. 
The  other  provisions  of  the  Bill  were 
similar  to  those  which  were  contained  in 
former  Bills,  and  related  to  the  ordinary 
expenditure  of  the  Board  for  1882  for 
large  street  improvements,  authorized 
by  Acts  of  1872  and  1877,  and  included 
in  former  Money  Bills — such  as  Coventry 
Street,  Haymarket,  the  new  street  from 
Eegent  Street  to  Bloomsbury ;  and  for 
smaller  street  improvements,  such  as 
widening  streets  by  setting  back  houses 
where  opportunities  might  occur ;  also 
for  drainage  and  for  the  fencing  of 
parks  and  commons,  of  which  an  area 
of  1,666  acres  was  now  under  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Board.  Expenditure  would 
also  continue  under  the  Thames  Biver 
Prevention  of  Floods  Act  and  the  Arti- 
zans'  Dwellings  Act.  The  Bill  not  only 
provided  for  the  Board's  own  require- 
ments, but  enabled  it  to  lend  money  to 
the  School  Board,  the  Asylums  Board, 
and  other  local  bodies,  to  the  extent  of 
£1,100,000  ;  this  was  in  conformity  with 
former  precedent.  Although  the  gross 
borrowing  power  of  the  Board  was  stated 
in  the  Bill  at  £4,548,335,  it  might  be 
well  to  point  out  that  the  new  net  bor- 
rowing power  conferred  by  the  Bill  was 
only  £1,463,629.  Then  they  came  to 
Clause  14  of  the  Bill,  with  reference  to 
which  a  Petition  was  now  lying  on  the 
Table.  This  clause  was  introduced  into 
the  Bill  on  its  passage  through  Commit- 
tee in  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
and  met  with  the  hearty  approval  and 
support  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
It  was  very  short  and  simple,  and  he 
would  read  it  to  the  House  — 

"  The  Board  may,  as  part  of  their  general 
expenses,  pay  all  costs,  charge  and  expenses 
which  may  be  incurred  by  them  up  to  Decem- 
ber 31,  1882,  incidental  to  any  inquiry  to  be 
instituted  with  respect  to  markets  for  the  sale 
of  food  supplies  witJiin  the  Metropolis,  as  do- 
fined  by  the  Metropolis  Management  Act,  1855, 
and  preliminary'  to,  and  incidental  to  the  pre- 
paring, appl}'ing  for,  and  obtaining  an  Act  of 
Parliament  with  respect  to  such  markets  or  any 
of  such  markets." 

Now,  he  ventured  to  think,  considering 
the  importance  of  the  question  of  the 
market  accommodation  of  the  Metro- 
polis, as  lately  brought  to  light,  espe- 
cially in  connection  with  the  collapse  of 
the  Billingsgate  Fish  Market  —  about 
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whioli  he  would  presentlj  quote  a  few 
words  from  a  Beport  by  Mr.  Spencer 
Walpole,  Her  Majesty's  Inspector  of 
Fisheries — that  it  would  have  been  very 
shortsighted — to  use  the  mildest  term — 
if  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  in 
their  Annual  Budget  Bill,  had  made  no 
reference  to  the  subject,  and  that  the 
reference  made  to  it  in  Clause  14  was 
of  a  very  moderate  and  inoffensive  cha- 
racter. Mr.  Walpole,  in  his  Beport, 
said — 

"  Billingsgate  owed  its  connection  with  the 
fish  trade  of  London  to  its  position  on  the 
river.  The  Thames  was  the  highway,  and 
practically  the  only  highway,  by  which  fish 
could  be  brought  into  the  City.'* 

But  he  went  on  to  say — 

"  These  conditions  have  changed.  The  rail- 
ways have  superseded  the  river,  and  fish,  in- 
stead of  being  sent  up  to  London  in  smacks,  is 
now  carried  up  by  fast  trains,  run  specially 
for  that  purpose." 

Owing  to  the  bad  land  approaches  to 
Billingsgate  vans  were  delayed  for  days 
on  their  journey  £rom  the  railway  stations 
to  the  market,  and  Mr.  Walpole  men- 
tioned a  case  of  one  van  that  was 
crowded  out  and  unable  to  reach  the 
market  and  be  unpacked  for  11  days. 
It  was  hardly  necessary  to  add  that  the 
fish  it  contained  was  then  found  to  be 
unfit  for  food  and  condemned.  Clause 
14  of  the  Bill  did  not  touch  the  legal 
question  of  the  binding  and  perpetual 
character  of  the  Charters  of  Ed  warn  III. 
and  Charles  II.  These  would  have  to 
be  produced ;  and  it  was  possible,  if  not 
probable,  that  their  inapplicability  to  the 
ever-growing  requirements  of  London 
might  be  transparent.  They  were  granted 
at  a  time  when  the  City  of  London  was 
everything,  and  when  the  Outer  Circle 
was  not  even  dreamt  of.  Their  Lord- 
ships knew  that  each  succeeding  Census 
showed  the  City  of  London  to  be  steadily 
decreasing,  not,  indeed,  in  power,  nor 
in  dignity,  nor  in  wealth,  nor  in  pros- 
perity, but  in  population,  so  much  so, 
indeed,  as  by  54  per  cent  in  20  years ; 
while  London  outside  the  City  had 
actually  increased  during  that  period 
by  a  similar  amount,  or  more  than  one- 
half.  The  Census  taken  the  other  day 
put  the  population  of  the  City  at  51,  SOP, 
and  of  London  without  the  City  at 
4,718,000.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  of  opinion  that  these  fetots  mate- 
rially affected  the  question  of  the  ulti- 
xnate  market  authority  for  London ;  but 
what  did  Olanse  14  reBUlj  propose  in  the 

Lord  Thurhw 


meantime?  It  did  not  set  aside  the 
ancient  Charters  conferring  monopolies 
which  were,  no  doubt,  suited  to  the 
spirit  and  possibly  to  the  wants  of  the 
14th  century,  nor  did  it  provide  fundi 
for  the  immediate  acquisition  of  sites  for 
new  markets,  for  the  preparation  of  plans, 
or  for  advertising  for  tenders.  It  only 
provided  funds  for  the  purpose  of  legal 
inquiry,  and,  if  necessary,  to  defray  the 
expenses  incident  on  going  to  Parliament 
for  further  powers.  Having  regard  to 
their  duty  towards  the  public,  he  did  not 
think  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
could  have  done  less.  He  would  now 
say  a  few  words  about  a  Notice  given 
by  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  De  La 
Warr)  for  referring  this  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee.  There  was  no  precedent  for 
this  course,  either  in  this  or  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  Such  a  ooursey 
indeed,  had  never  been  proposed  with 
reference  to  a  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  Money  Bill  until  this  year,  when 
it  was  rejected  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  by  an  overwhelming  ma- 
jority. The  Bill  bristled  with  figures, 
representing  many  millions,  much  of 
which  had  not  only  been  already  spent, 
but  actually  already  voted  by  Parlia* 
ment.     These  figures  represented  the 

Sublic  works,  the  Fire  Brigade,  and 
rainage  of  the  Metropolis — subjects 
which  it  was  quite  impracticable  for  their 
Lordships  to  deal  with  in  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. The  course  proposed  by  the 
noble  Earl  would  be  as  inconvenient  as 
it  would  be  unprecedented.  There  oould 
be  no  doubt  that  the  proper  course  for 
their  Lordships  to  take  on  the  present 
occasion  was  the  one  pursued  in  pre- 
vious years  on  Bills  of  this  kind — that 
of  referring  them  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2>." 
—{^Th$  Lord  Thurlow.) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2^  accord- 
ingly. 

Earl  DE  LA  WAEE  said,  he  rose  t© 
move  that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee.  He  did  not  object  to  tiie 
whole  of  the  Bill,  but  only  to  Clause  14. 
With  that  clause  in  it  he  failed  to  see 
how  the  measure  could  be  described  as 
a  purely  financial  measure.  By  that 
clause  it  was  proposed  to  give  power  to 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Wo&s  to  in- 
quire into  the  subjeot;of  provision  markets 
in  the  Metropolis,  and,  if  neoessaiy,  to 
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nidy  to  JParluunent.for  an  Aot  dealing 
SnUL  sneih  markets.  The  Corporation*  of 
flie  City  po— eaaod  market  rights  and 
gnfilageB  irliioh  dated  back  600  years 
jni  more,  and  which  had  been  confirmed 
W  sereral  Acts  of  Parliament,  one  of 
Ban  being  a  recent  Aot.  Their  Lord- 
likgm  ahonld  bear  in  mind  that  upon 
jb  sMoring  of  those  rights  between 
41^000,000  and  £8,000,000  were  in- 
bulled  in  flie  CKty  markets.  Tlus  was  a 
■fmw  grave  and  serious  question.  What 
-kd  econrred  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
he  believed,  was  tiiis.    The  Bill 

I  the  second  reading,  probably,! 
viBi  little  or  no  attention,  and  in  Com- 
nMtoo  this  dause  was  introduced  unex-. 
fWudly,  no  Notice  having  been  given 
1»my  of  the  parties  concerned,  who  did: 
nik  now  of  it  sooner  than  the  public 
gsunlly.  And  yet  this  very  clause 
iMat  materially  affscted  their  rights. 
fhsBill  was  passed  in  a  House,  he  be- 
Isfedp  of  59  Members — a  BiQ  which  con- 
'CMMd  tte  andent  rights  and  privileges 
if  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  London, 
sad  involved  vezy  large  interests.  He 
siked  thnJT  Lorddiips  whether  that  was 
'flie  way  a  question  of  this  kind  should 
'be  dispoeed  of^  and  whether  it  was  not 

reasonable  that  the  Bill  should  be 
to  a  Select  Oommittee,  where 

intereets  of  all  parties  concerned 
■l^t  be  oonsidered  ?  The  Corporation 
were  ready  to  do-  anvthing  they  could 
'iD^pitMnote  the  establishment  of  good 
'■■ncelB^  and  they  would  support  any 
■wsD-lbiimded  scheme  for  that  purpose. 
Shflj  did  not  ask  that  the  clause  should 
te-fejeeted,  they  courted  inquiry;  be- 
'Saue  tibey  well  knew,  and  he  well  knew, 
4wt]f  an  inquiry  were  given  it  would 
•be-diown  that  they  were  far  from  disre- 
the  duties  and  responsibilities 
npon  them.  A  very  careful  in- 
had  oeen  madebjy  the  Corporation 

the  state  of  Billmgsgate  Market, 

witnesses  were  examined  from  all 
fafte  of  the  conntxy  to  ascertain  what 

best  to  be  done  in  the  public  inte- 

The  matter  was  under  the  con- 

of  the  Corporation,  who  were 

'cWw  their  best  for  the  benefit  of  the 

ifmm     The  markets  of  London  were,  as 

mriiLoiduTiipn  knew,  wholesale  markets. 

Qitf  of  London  would  rather  en- 

'Ihe    establishment    of   retail 

;  bat  the  retail  markets  of  which 

Hkey  lately  had  experience  had  in  two 

'^ '         eiitaral^liBlled.    One  was  most 


liberally  founded,  or  attempted  to  be 
founded,  by  the  Baroness  Buraett-Coutts, 
and  another  by  a  large  Eailway  Com- 
pany ;  and  yet  both  failed.  It  was  a 
venr  important  question  that  this  Metro- 
polis should  be  supplied  with  better 
markets,  and  the  Corporation  of  London 
were  ready  to  do  everything  in  their 
power  to  promote  their  establishment. 
He  hoped  these  reasons  would  be  con- 
sidered of  some  weight,  and  would  in- 
duce their  Lordships  not  to  reject  the 
Bill,  but  to  refer  it  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, where  the  views  of  all  the  parties 
concerned  might  be  heard.  He  begged 
to  move  that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee. 

Mov9d,  "  That  the  Bill  be  referred  to 
a  Select  Committee."— (7A«  Earl  De  La 
Warr.) 

The  Earl  of  CAMPEEDOWN  said, 
he  was  very  glad  the  Gbvemment  did  not 
intend  to  consent  to  refer  this  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committe.  The  case  put  by  the 
noble  Earl  was  a  very  good  case  in  its 
way,  but  it  had  no  reference  to  this 
Bill.  In  fact,  the  noble  Earl  had  so 
carefully  studied  the  Petition  of  the 
City  of  London  that  he  had  not  read 
the  Bill  itself.  The  clause  to  which 
objection  was  raised  did  not  interfere 
with  any  of  the  privileges  of  the  City. 
It  simply  authorized  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  to  pay  any  expenses 
they  might  incur  in  their  inquiry  how 
to  provide  a  better  supply  of  fish  for  the 
Metropolis.  The  noble  Earl  said  that  the 
City  of  London  was  wUling  to  assist  in 
any  inquiry.  How,  then,  could  the  City 
of  London  or  the  noble  Earl  say  that 
this  was  an  attack  upon  their  interests  ? 
Their  Lordships  had  seen  the  Petition 
drawn  up  by  the  City  Bemembrancer, 
and  circulated  among  the  Members  of 
that  House.  It  was  of  a  very  extraor- 
dinary character.     It  said  that — 

"  The  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  proposed 
to  take  advantage  of  the  outcry  against  the 
Billingsgate  Market  to  repeal  by  a  side-wind 
the  Ch^ters  and  Acts  of  Parliament  defining 
the  City's  market  rights." 

No  such  thing.  The  intention  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  in  this  Bill  was  only 
to  institute  an  inquiry  with  regard  to 
the  markets  which  supplied  food  to  the 
Metropolis.  But  the  City  Eomembrancer 
worked  himself  up  to  a  high  pitch  of 
excitement  as  he  proceeded ;  the  Pe- 
tition said — 
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"  No  instdtntion,  no  pro^eriyiB  safe,  if  it  may 
be  taken  away  or  prejudicially  affected  without 
notice." 

No  one  proposed  to  do  either ;  and  it 
was  wholly  unnecessary  to  give  notice 
to  the  City  about  the  inquiry  which  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  proposed 
to  hold.    The  Petition  went  on  to  say — 

*■  "The  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  have 
not  now  and  never  had  any  responsibility  about 
the  food  supply  of  the  Me^poUs ;  but  me  Cor- 
poration always  have  had,  the  Charters  being 
not  only  to  the  City,  but  within  seven  miles 
circuit  tiiereof." 

But  if  the  Corporation  had  always  had 
charge  of  the  food  supply  of  the  Metro- 
polis, then  it  was  high  time  there  should 
be  an  inquiry  into  the  manner  in  which 
that  responsibility  had  been  discharged, 
for  everyone  was  aware  that  the  distri- 
bution of  food,  and  more  particularly  of 
fish,  to  the  Metropolis  was  in  a  most 
unsatisfactory  condition.  This  Petition 
partook  somewhat  of  an  Irish  character, 
because,  having  stated  that  property 
and  every  other  institution  was  not  safe, 
it  pointed  out  that  the  attempt  of  the 
City  to  establish  a  second  market  had 
been  a  failure.  But  if  that  was  the 
case,  how  could  the  property  of  the  City 
be  injuriously  affected?  It  would  be 
wholly  without  precedent  if  their  Lord- 
ships were  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee.  If  there  were  any  objection 
to  any  particular  clause,  the  proper  way 
was  to  consider  it  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House,  where  the  noble  Earl 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  submitting 
his  case.  On  these  grounds,  he  held  that 
the  Motion  of  the  noble  Earl  should  be 
rejected. 

The  Earl  of  REDESDALE  (Chair- 
man of  Committees)  said,  a  Metropolitan 
Money  Bill  was  a  comparatively  recent 
thing,  and  he  objected  very  strongly  to 
a  matter  of  this  importance,  which,  ap- 

{)arently,  affected  the  rights  and  privi- 
eges  of  many  persons,  being  introduced 
in  this  way,  instead  of  by  a  separate 
Bill.  The  clause  referred  to  was  fairly 
open  to  objections,  and  he  should  there- 
fore support  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Earl  for  referring  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee,  before  which  the  case  for 
the  City  of  London  might  be  heard. 

On  question,  rssolved  in  the  nega- 
tive. 

Bill  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  Thureday  next. 

Th$  Xmrl  of  Cm^f^rdown 


LEASES  FOB  SOHOOLS  (IBELAND)  BILL. 
{The  Lord  (TEagan.) 

(no.  188.)    SEOOin)  bbadino. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Lord  O'HAGAN,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  saidt 
the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  confer  cer- 
tain powers  for  the  purpose  of  having 
suitable  sites  provided  for  schools  ia 
Ireland.  The  necessity  for  such  a  pro- 
vision was  very  great,  and  it  arose  ia 
this  way.  The  National  Board  in  Ixe- 
land  had  about  7,000  schools,  some  of 
which  were  what  were  called  vested 
schools  and  the  others  non-vested.  The 
vested  schools  were  those  to  which  the 
Commissioners  gave  State  aid.  It  gave 
two-thirds  of  the  money  necessary  to 
build  the  schools,  the  balance  being  sob- 
scribed  by  the  localities.  The  non- vested 
schools  were  built  entirely  by  the  lo- 
calities. There  were  about  2,000  vested 
schools,  and  5,500  non-vested.  The 
vested  schools  generally  were  very  good 
buildings,  properly  equipped  and  with 
suitable  accommodation ;  tne  non-vested 
schools  were,  generally  speaking,  in  a 
very  poor  and  miserable  condition — ^not 
properlv  equipped  or  arrang^.  The 
people  had  a  difficulty  in  obtaining  sitee 
for  schools,  and  were,  to  a  large  eztenti 
deprived  of  the  benefit  of  sdiiools  fbr 
their  children.  In  past  times  that  had 
somewhat  arisen  from  the  feelings  with 
reference  to  the  form  of  education  given 
by  the  National  Board;  but  they  had 
long  ceased,  and  the  difficulty  now  arose 
not  from  sectarianism  of  any  kind,  bnt 
from  the  want  of  power  in  the  people  of 
the  country  to  give  pro^ver  leases.  The 
condition  on  which  the  National  Board 
supplied  to  the  vested  schools  two-thizds 
of  me  money  necessary  to  erect  build- 
ings was  that  it  should  have  a  lease  of 
60  years,  or  a  lease  of  three  lives  and 
81  years.  These  leases,  of  course,  were 
necessary  in  order  that  the  public  moneyi 
which  was  expended  to  me  extent  of 
several  thousands  a-year,  should  not  be 
laid  out  except  on  a  proper  title,  and  a 
proper  title  could  not  be  had.  Ftovisions 
similar  to  those  contained  in  the  present 
Bill  had  been  contained  in  several  pie* 
vious  statutes.  The  Bill  would  reach  not 
merely  to  the  National  Board,  bnt  to 
people  of  all  denominations  in  the 
country,  giving  them  all  the  same  a4- 
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vmteMs.    The  teaue  it  wan  proposed 
to  eomlar  on  the  aoihoolB  was  a  tenure  of 
900  yeazs  at  the  most  and  99  years  at 
Ae  Mast*  with  proper  powers  of  inspec- 
tion and  powers  of  resuming  the  premises 
i(  fbr  iSiOB^  yeaxB,  they  failed  to  be  de- 
moted to  the  purposes  of  the  grants. 
Undttr  these  oireuniatances,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  their  Lordships  woula  have 
3H)  ohjeotion  to  the  proposal.     He  had 
xaeeived  a  letter  from  a  dergrman  in 
Inland,  who  stated  that  he  hM  been  to 
•ODfliderAble  expense  in  getting  together 
Ae  neoeaaazy  materials  for  a  school  in 
Ae  hope  of  being  recognized  by  the 
National  Board ;  but  all  his  labour  and 
iKpgnHe  had  been  thrown  away,  since 
the  owner  was  only  tenant  for  life,  and 
eofnld  not  execute  for  more  than  21  years, 
wUch  would  not  satisfy  the  Board.  The 
owner  was  wfllingto  grant  a  lease  so  far 
■t  he  could ;  the  National  Board  were 
viDing  to  grant  aid  so  far  as  they  could ; 
ad  the  clergyman  was  willing  to  make 
aaj  sacrifice  and  build  if  he  could.    The 
asesasity  of  a  new  school  was  admitted, 
nd  yet  the  whole  thing  was  stopped  by 
flie  state  of  the  law,  wluch  uie  BiU 
«iD|^t  to  remedy.     In  conclusion,  he 
bsned  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  now 
MM  a  aeoond  time. 

JbM^  "ThattheBillbenow  read  2V" 
— (21l#  Lard  ffM^gtm.) 

Tbb  Eabi.  of  BEDE8DALE  (Ohaib- 
Tua  of  OoKXHTSBS)  said,  he  had  no 
dgeotion  to  the  seoond  reading,  but  could 
Mk  see  why  there  should  be  power  to 
mnt  a  lease  for  so  long  as  900  years. 
Ihe  landowners  might  as  well  grant 
fteahidd  sites  at  once  as  giro  very  long 


Lord  O'HAOAN  said,  it  was  proposed 
ftai  there  should  be  a  nominal  rent,  but 
he  thought  that  might  be  left  oyer  for 
Oonunittee. 

In  ICabquxss  of  SAUSBUEY  asked 
whether,  if  a  garden  were  attached  to  a 
aflhool,  tiie  property  would  come  under 
tte  operation  of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 

LoiD  O'HAGAN  said,  it  would  not. 
(kal^  tfaoee  persons  who  possessed  full 
kasmg  powers  would  be  able  to  grant 
rfl— far  aohools. 

LoiD  YENTBY  said,  he  wished  to 
point  ont  that  Clause  1  would  apply  to 
uifato  aohools. 

Loan  O'HAOAN  said,  that  that  could 
bt  fSoliQed  in  Oonunittee, 


After  a  few  words  from  the  Earl  of 
Longford, 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  eommitted  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

CORRUPT     PRACTICES     (SUSPENSION 

OF  ELECTIONS)  BILL.— (No.  208.) 

(The  Earl  of  Dalhotuie,) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

The  Earl  of  DALHOUSIE,  in  mov- 
ing that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,  said,  that  last  year  Commissions 
were  appointed  to  inquire  into  certain 
corrupt  practices  which  occurred  at  the 
General  Election.  They  reported  that 
corrupt  practices  had  extensively  pre- 
vailed in  seven  burghs  detailed  in  the 
Bill.  The  effect  of  the  Bill  was  to  sus- 
pend, until  the  assembling  of  Parlia- 
ment next  year,  the  power  of  electing 
Members  of  Parliament  in  these  burghs. 
It  was  obviously  desirable  that  Parlia- 
ment should  take  into  consideration  the 
state  of  things  which  prevailed  in  these 
burghs,  with  a  view,  if  necessary,  of 
awarding  such  punishment  as  might 
seem  in  the  wisdom  of  Parliament  to  be 
required. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
—{The  Earl  of  Dalhousie.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2^  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

ARMY— THE  AUXILIARY  FORCES— THE 
MILITIA— MEMORANDUM  OF  JUNE, 
1881. 

The  Earl  of  SANDWICH  said,  he 
rose  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  some  Questions  respecting  the 
Militia  and  Mr.  Childers's  Memorandum 
which  was  presented  to  Parliament  in 
June,  1881.  He  complained  of  the  way 
in  which  the  adjutants  had  been  treated 
in  certain  cases,  and  said  it  would  be  a 
great  boon  if  portions  of  the  Militia 
were  paraded  before  the  Royal  Family. 
Officers  who  had  been  50  years  in  the 
Service  felt  the  stigma  on  themselves  and 
their  regiments  at  being  left  out  in  the 
distribution  of  honours;  and  the  sub- 
ject had  been  mentioned  to  him  by  many 
officers  who  naturally  felt  aggrieved  to 
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find  themselves  superseded  by  colonels 
of  three  or  four  years'  experience. 

The  Earl  of  LONGFORD  said,  he 
wished  to  put  a  Question  with  reference 
to  the  new  Hules  relating  to  summary 
punishment.  In  his  opinion,  if  the 
Militia  were  to  have  the  advantage  of 
them,  and  they  wore  to  be  exhibited  at 
the  Post  OfEoes,  they  would  not  be 
likely  to  give  an  impetus  to  recruiting 
for  the  Militia  regiments. 

The  Earl  of  MOELEY  said,  that 
when  the  Militia  became  subject  to  mUi- 
tary  law,  they  would  come  under  the 
same  provisions,  in  regard  to  summary 
pimi8hments,a8theBegular Forces.  Asto 
the  present  organization  of  Militia  beine 
permanent,  they  had  heard  lately  a  good 
deal  about  the  words  **  permanent," 
'•fixity,"  and  "durable."  He  could 
not  say  that  it  would  be  permanent; 
but  he  hoped  and  believed  that  the 
arrangements  now  made  with  regard 
to  the  Militia  would  be  durable.  As 
to  the  removal  of  re^ments  to  the 
depots,  he  agreed  that  in  some  cases  it 
might  have  caused  some  inconvenience, 
the  accommodation  not  being  sufficient. 
The  accommodation  at  the  regimental 
depots  having  been  provided  for  the 
regpiments  in  the  sub-district,  there  was 
difficulty  in  asking  Parliament  to  add 
county  buildings  for  the  accommodation 
of  Militia  regiments.  The  question  had 
been  before  a  Committee  over  which  he 

Presided,  and  certain  recommendations 
ad  been  made  ;  but  much  depended  on 
the  arrangements  which  could  be  made 
with  the  county  authorities.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  was  very  anxious 
to  do  all  he  could  to  maintain  the  popu- 
larity and  efficiency  of  the  Militia  and  to 
maintain  the  union  between  the  Lino  and 
the  Militia.  The  position  of  an  officer  of 
Militia  was  quite  different  from  that  of 
an  officer  of  the  Line  in  regard  to  retire- 
ment, and  some  discretion  was  gpiven, 
depending  on  the  reports  of  the  inspect- 
ing officer.  There  was  a  fixed  age  in 
each  rank,  with  permission  to  exceed 
it  by  five  years  in  special  circumstances ; 
and  the  arrangement  was  as  liberal 
as  it  could  well  be.  Captains  were 
retired  at  50  or  55,  compared  with  40 
or  43  in  the  Line.  Colonels  would  be 
allowed,  in  special  cases,  to  stay  on  till 
they  were  60  years  of  age.  Paymasters 
haying ibeen  appointed  for  sub-districts, 
-adjutants  actea  only  as  sub-accountants 
ima  not  as  paymatten;  and  if  this  were 

Th$  fyrl  of  StmiwUh 


to  be  recognized  as  ground  for  a  daim, 
it  would  be  the  opening  wide  of  a  door 
for  every  sort  of  compensation  for  ser- 
vices wluch  came  within  a  man's  ordi- 
nary duties.  A  very  substantial  rise  had 
been  made  in  the  pay  of  the  adjutants 
on  the  understanding  that  the  new  pay 
was  to  be  in  lieu  of  former  remuneration 
for  all  services,  and  he  ventured  to  think 
that  they  had  no  claim  for  anything  far- 
ther. It  was  felt  by  everyone  in  the 
Army  that  the  Militia  should  be  en- 
oouraeed,  as  it  was  a  most  efficient  and 
valuable  force.  But  he  did  not  think 
there  was  any  necessity  or  any  intention 
at  present  to  take  any  extaraordinazy 
measures  in  the  shape  of  Boyal  Beviews 
to  encourage  the  force.  It  would  main- 
tain itself  without  any  such  stimuluB. 
The  question  of  honours  was  a  difficult 
and  delicate  one  to  talk  of  in  the  House, 
and  he  could  not  help  regretting  that 
the  noble  Lord  should  have  taken  the  un- 
usual course  of  calling  attention  to  their 
recent  distribution.  The  distribution  (rf 
honours  was  attended  with  very  consider- 
able difficulty,  and  the  Secretaiy  of  State 
for  War  took  the  greatest  possible  care 
to  make  it  as  fair  and  just  as  possible. 
He  regretted  very  much  that  the  inevit- 
able result  of  the  distribution,  where  so 
many  had  claims  to  distinction,  was  that 
some  should  be  disappointed;  but  this 
he  could  say,  that  the  distribution  was 
accepted  as  having  been  justiy  and  iSEurly 
made.  It  never  for  a  moment  entered 
into  his  right  hon.  Friend's  head  that 
those  who  were  disappointed  had  any 
stigma  cast  upon  their  characters,  and 
he  could  not  conceive  that  such  an  idea 
could,  inside  the  House  or  out  of  it,  be 
seriously  entertained. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  desired  to  refer  very  briefly  to  the 
closing  observations  of  the  noble  Earl. 
He  quite  agreed  that  the  question  was 
one  which  it  was  very  difficult  to  discuss 
in  that  House ;  but  he  could  not  help 
saying  that  the  difficulty  into  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman  the  Secretary  for 
War  fell  was  in  ear-markinff  and  assign- 
ing a  particular  number  of  honours  for 
a  particular  service.  At  the  first  sight 
it  appeared  to  be  a  very  reasonable  pro- 
ceeding, but  it  almost  inevitably  resulted 
in  the  diisappointment  of  some  persons. 
It  naturally  led  to  a  feeling  on  me  pttt 
of  those  who  were  excluded  that  a  reflec- 
tion was  cast  upon  them,  although  he 
quite  admitted  that  that  ooaU  never 
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bare  been  intended.  A  yezy  lonnd  role 
bad  alwajs  prerailed  in  bou  Houbbb  of 
Fluliainent  that  conferring  of  hononrs 
\sj  the  Sovereign  should  not  be  the  sub- 
jaist  of  diseaBsion.  Individual  oases  were 
not  aoaoeptible  of  discussion ;  but  he 
ttought  that  the  difficulty  which  had 
aiiBen  waa  traceable  to  the  innovation 
which  he  had  pointed  out.  It  was  cer- 
tainly a  mistake  to  take  out  of  their 
astabliahed  order  a  particular  number  of 
deoorationB,  and  say — "These  shall  be 
flie  rewards  in  a  particular  service." 
There  ahonld  be  a  general  form  of 
awarding^  honours,  and,  to  avoid  dissatis- 
botiony  pe^e  should  not  be  allowed  to 
look  upon  it  as  a  matter  of  chance. 

Thx  Earl  of  KIMBEBLEY  said, 
fliati  without  expressing  anv  opinion  on 
what  the  noble  Marquess  nad  said,  he 
believed  it  was  true  that  when  the  noble 
Karqueaa  was  himself  in  Office  some- 
flung  of  the  same  hind  had  occurred  in 
the  distribution  of  the  Order  of  St. 
IGehael  and  St.  George,  of  which  a 
Mctain  number  had  been  set  apart  for 
the  Foreign  Office. 

ThxMabqttbss  of  SAUSBUBY  said, 
ttqr  were  not  assigned  to  any  special 
sarvioe.  They  were  not  taken  out  of  the 
mdeTi  but  were  created  for  the  special 
pnipoae. 

LoKD  STBATHNAIBN  said,  that  he 
sapported  the  conclusions  at  which  his 
noUe  and  gallant  Friend  had  arrived. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  part  Eight 
o*clook,  to  Thunday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Four  o'clock. 
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mrUTER.] — Supply — eonaidered  in  Committee 

JUmhtfiona  [Angnst  8]  reported. 
Wats  AMD  mMAX^-'tonaidered  in  Committee — 

JbMMMM  [Angnat  8]  reported^£2lfi96,7\2, 

Oonsolidated  Fond. 
Pnuc    Bills — Ordered — Firat  Sending — Con- 

nlidated  Fund  (No.  4}  «. 

Irif  IbMRiNf— Royal  Uniyersity  of  Ireland* 

[M7]. 

»md  Mmdiaig^BinB  of  Exchange  [218]. 

^mmaidm     TttjwtC — Third   Beading — Universi- 

Ihs  (Sootland)  Begistration  of  Parliamentary 

Yolet%  ftc.  *  t^2j,  and  paaaed, 
^midufwd  m§  awMW^— Indian  Loan  of  1879  * 

l»7]. 

yOI«i  OGLXIY'      [thibd  series.] 


QUESTIONS. 


TRIPOLI— CONSULAR  JURISDICTIOX. 

Mr.  niNDE  PALMER  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Aflfairs,  Whether  there  will  be  any  ob- 
jection to  present  to  Parliament  a  Copy 
of  the  Protocol  of  the  12-24th  of  Feb- 
ruary 1873,  signed  at  Constantinople 
between  the  Representatives  of  Great 
Britain,  France,  Italy,  and  Turkey  in 
reeard  to  Consular  jurisdiction  in  Tripoli, 
referred  to  in  Earl  Granville's  Letter  to 
Lord  Lyons  of  July  15th  1881,  recently 
communicated  to  Members  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir,  the 
Protocol  asked  for  by  my  hon.  Friend 
will  be  at  once  laid  on  the  Table. 


CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIAN  ADVANCES. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
What  is  the  total  extent  of  the  territory 
in  Central  Asia  recently  annexed  to  the 
Russian  Empire ;  and  what  portion  of 
it  has  hitherto  been  considered  to  belong 
to  Persia  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DH^KE:  Sir, 
Her  Majesty's  Charge  d' Affaires  at  St. 
Petersburg  has  been  officially  informed 
that  the  country  immediately  surround- 
ing Askabad  is  the  southern  boundary 
of  the  Tekke  Oasis,  which  has  been  an- 
nexed to  Russia  ;  that  the  head-quartors 
of  General  Rohrberg,  General  Skobeleff's 
successor,  are  at  Askabad ;  but  that  there 
may  be  a  few  troops  at  Gowars,  and  that 
some  troops  advanced  as  far  as  Luftabad, 
but  have  returned.  Until  Her  Majesty's 
Government  receive  more  exact  informa- 
tion on  the  subject  of  the  boundaries  of 
the  new  district,  it  would  be  very  diffi- 
cult to  say  the  exact  area  in  miles,  and 
there  is  also  a  difficulty  caused  by  the 
fact  that  the  Frontiers  before  the  annexa- 
tion were  not  settled  Frontiers.  It  is  by 
no  means  certain  that  any  portion  of 
the  territory  referred  to  belongs  to 
Persia;  and  it  will  be  inexpedient  to 
express  any  opinion  as  to  how  far  the 
Russian  advances  trench,  if  they  do  so 
at  all,  on  what  has  been  considered  Per- 
sian territory.  Correspondence  on  the 
subject  has  taken  place,  and  further  in- 
formation has  been  sought  for  as  to  the 
exact  boundaries,  and  it  will  be  placed 
before  the  House. 
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VisoouNT  SANDON  asked,  how  soon 
it  was  expected  that  the  mformation 
could  be  laid,  and  in  what  form  it  would 
be  placed,  before  the  House  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  thought 
there  was  no  difficulty  in  gpiving  a  pro- 
mise that  any  further  information  on 
the  subject,  whether  in  the  form  of  a 
map  or  otherwise,  would  be  placed  be- 
fore the  House  as  received  by  the  Go- 
vernment. The  names  were  not  marked 
on  the  maps  the  Government  at  present 
possessed,  and  he  thought  it  was  very 
difficult  to  construct  a  map. 

POST  OFFICE— WEATHER  FORECASTS. 

Mb.  EABP  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether,  considering  the  im- 
portance to  agriculturists  of  a  knowledge 
of  weather  forecasts,  he  can  arrange  to 
have  notice  of  them  gpiven  through  the 
post  offices  of  the  United  Kingdom 
by  telegraph  and  otherwise,  in  order 
that  they  may  be  posted  up  outside 
post  offices  for  the  mformation  of  the 
public?  

Mb.  FAWCETT:  Sir,  I  am  very 
sorry  not  to  be  able  to  accede  to  the  re- 
quest contained  in  the  Question  of  my 
hon.  Friend.  It  would,  I  find,  be  acting 
in  opposition  to  the  understanding  upon 
which  the  Telegraph  Acts  were  passed 
if  the  Post  Office  became  a  purveyor  of 
news.  It  was,  I  believe,  contemplated 
that  the  Post  Office  should  confine  itself 
to  the  transmission  of  news.  I  think 
the  object  sought  for  by  my  hon.  Friend 
might  be  easily  attained  in  another  way, 
because  I  have  ascertained  that  the  Me- 
teorological Department  would  be  willing 
to  supply  weatner  forecasts  at  little  more 
than  a  nominal  charge.  Almost  the 
only  expense,  therefore,  would  be  the 
cost  of  telegraphing  the  message,  and 
by  the  Telegraph  Act  it  is  provided  that 
if  a  message  is  sent  to  an  exchange  or  a 
club  the  Press  rate  only  shall  be  charged, 
which  IB  Is,  for  the  first  message  of  75 
words,  and  2d,  for  each  copy.  If,  there- 
fore, a  number  of  towns  or  villages  com- 
bined, the  charge  would  be  extremely 
small. 

ARMY— THE  CASE  OP  MR.  LYNALL 

THOMAS. 

Mb.  LEAKE  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  the  shorthand 
writer's  notes  of  the  trial  "  Thomas  v. 
?he  Queen  "  are  the  same  as  are  printed 


in  a  verbatim  Beport  of  that  trial  extend- 
ing to  844  folio  pag^ ;  if  so,  whether  he 
observed  the  evidence  that,  atShoebury- 
ness,  in  September  1860,  a  shot  of  175lbB. 
weight,  with  a  charge  of  25lbs.  of  pow- 
der, was  for  the.  mrst  time  on  record 
projected  10,075  yards  from  a  7-inch 
7-ton  gun  designed  by  Mr.  Lynall 
Thomas,  and  that  General  Campbell, 
a  Crown  witness,  affirmed  that  Mr. 
Thomas's  fl^n  was  the  most  powerful 
piece  of  rifled  ordnance  that  up  to  that 
time  had  been  produced,  having  regard 
to  the  weight  of  projectile  and  the 
charge  employed ;  whelher  he  observed 
that  the  judffe  in  his  summing  up  drew 
attention  to  me  fact  that,  whenever  tiie 
decisive  question  was  put  to  the  Crown 
witnesses  whether  Mr.  Thomas's  gun 
was  not  substantially  the  same  as  the 
Woolwich  7-inch  muzzle-loading  guns 
of  the  Service,  he,  the  judge,  could 
never  get  a  direct  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion; whether  he  observed  that  after 
fifteen  days'  investigation,  and  after 
hearing  the  evidence  and  cross-examina- 
tion of  such  eminent  witnesses  for  the 
Crown  as  Mr.  Bramwell,  Captain  Noble, 
General  Campbell,  and  others,  the  special 
jury  gave  a  verdict  for  Mr.  Thomas; 
whether,  in  his  perusal  of  the  proceed- 
ings on  appeal,  he  observed  that  the 
Divisional  Court  of  Queen's  Bench 
quashed  the  verdict  on  technical  grounds 
only;  whether  he  is  aware  mat  the 
late  Attorney  General  on  August  4th 
1879,  stated  in  the  House  that  this  de- 
cision did  not  involve  the  question  whe- 
ther Mr.  Thomas  was  or  was  not  the 
originator  of  the  system  of  heavy  ord- 
nance ;  and,  whether,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  will  reconsider  his  deci- 
sion in  the  case  of  Mr.  Thomas  ? 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  tbe 
first  part  of  my  hon.  Friend's  Question, 
I  have  to  inform  him  that  the  short- 
hand writer's  notes  are  in  print.  But  I 
must  altogether  decline  to  treat  sepa- 
rately, ana  explain  to  the  House  in  the 
course  of  an  answer  to  a  Question, 
particular  statements  by  individual  wit- 
nesses. I  have  alreac^  expressed  my 
opinion  upon  the  whole  case,  after 
carefully  reiading  the  evidence,  counsel's 
speeches,  the  Judge's  Charge,  and  the 
proceedings  in  the  Queen's  Bench  Divi- 
sion. I  ought,  however,  to  say,  with 
reference  to  my  hon.  Friend's  suggestion 
that  the  verdict  was  quashed  on  technical 
grounds,  that  tho  wor^B  used  b^  tl|e 
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Jadgesirere  fhat  the  ''verdict  wan  not 
aatifllkotoxy/'  that — 

"There  oleerly  miut  be  a  new  trial.  We 
•lopped  y<m  (the  Attorney  General)  upon  the 
eriaanoe,  because  we  were  of  that  opinion/' 

and  that  "  the  foundation  of  Mr. 
Thomas's  claim  wholly  fidled."  Again — 

"There  waa  no  contract  at  all  from  the 
beginningto  the  end  between  the  Gk>yemment 
uid  Hr.  Thomas.*' 

I  can  only,  therefore,  repeat  that  Mr. 
Thomas,  in  my  opinion,  nas  no  claim 
vhaterer  on  the  Exchequer,  lesal  or 
equitable,  except  as  a  matter  of  mere 
compassion;  and  I  am  not  prepared  to 
recommend  Parliament  to  make  him  a 

Emt  on  this  ^und  for  the  reasons  I 
ye  alreadyjnyen. 

Mb.  TiKAKW  said,  in  consequence  of 
the  answer  giyen  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, he  should  call  attention  to  the 
matter  early  in  the  next  Session. 

ICEBCHANT  SHIPPING  ACTS— EMI- 
GRANT  SHIPS. 

Mb.  J.  O.  TALBOT  asked  the  Fresi- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether 
the  result  of  the  inquiry  instituted  by 
him  into  certain  complaints  made  as  to 
the  accommodation  and  treatment  of 
emigrants  on  board  Atlantic  steamships 
has  been  to  satisfy  the  Bourd  of  Trade 
that  those  complaints  are  in  the  main 
without  foundation ;  and,  whether  he 
has  taken  any  steps  to  sucfgest  to  ship- 
owners the  adyisability  of  making  the 
additional  ]precautionary  arrangements 
referred  to  in  his  Minute  contained  in 
Blue  Book  recently  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment? 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  would 
submit  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
adyisability  of  his  postponing  a  definite 
answer  to  the  first  part  of  the  Question 
until  the  Motion  on  the  subject  standing 
in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungaryan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  was  dis- 
cussed. 

Mb.  OHAMBEBLAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  already,  in  his  Minute  prefixed 
to  the  Papers  before  the  House,  ex- 
pressed his  opinion  on  the  subject.  That 
opinion  was  that,  so  far  as  Miss  O'Brien's 
complaints  against  the  shipowners  and 
other  persons  connected  with  the  trade 
were  concerned,  they  were  entirely  dis- 
proyed.  As  regarded  the  second  part 
of  the  Question,  he  had  already  sent 
^ies  of  the  Bieport  and  suggestions 


of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  all  the  princi- 
pal shipowners  in  the  Kingdom,  and 
had  called  upon  them  to  submit  any 
observations  they  had  to  make  on  the 
subject.  There  was  no  reason,  he  be- 
lieyed,  to  doubt  that  shipowners  would 
not  voluntarily  adopt  any  precautions 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  objects  which 
the  Government  had  in  view. 

INDUSTRIAL  SCHOOLS  ACT— CASE 
OF  REBECCA  ATKINS. 

Mr.  PASSMORE  EDWARDS  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether,  in  considering 
the  Memorial  sent  to  him  on  the  17th 
June  1881,  by  William  Atkins,  praying 
for  the  release  of  his  daughter  Rebecca 
Atkins,  from  custody  under  the  amended 
Industrial  Schools  Act,  the  careful  con- 
sideration of  the  facts  included  any 
testimony  offered  by  the  relatives  of  the 
child;  if,  considering  the  Report  of 
Assistant  Police  Commissioner  William 
Harris  (85,386),  and  dated  29th  April 
1881,  to  the  Chelsea  Vestry  and  the 
resolution  of  the  Vestry  at  a  subsequent 
date,  he  will  now  accede  to  the  prayer 
of  the  said  Memorial ;  and,  whe^er  he 
approves  of  the  apprehension  of  children 
without  summons  or  warrant,  and  of 
the  conduct  of  the  police  in  this  case, 
who  prevented  the  child  seeing  her 
parents  during  the  ten  days  of  her  con- 
finement before  the  order  of  detention 
was  made  by  the  magistrates  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  this  matter  was  not,  as  seemed 
to  bo  suggested  by  the  Question,  a  sub- 
ject connected  with  the  police  at  all.  It 
was  a  proceeding  by  the  School  Board 
under  the  Act  of  1866,  which  gave  power 
to  any  person  to  bring  before  two  Jus- 
tices a  child  under  the  age  of  14,  who 
was  either  in  the  condition  of  begging 
or  wandering  about  without  proper 
abode.  Last  year  that  clause  had  been 
extended  to  the  case  of  female  children 
of  tender  years,  who  were  found  in 
brothels,  with  the  effect  of  saving  them 
from  degradation  and  crime.  Under 
that  Act  proceedings  were  taken  in  this 
case  by  the  School  Board  officer.  The 
police  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  mat- 
ter, except  to  give  evidence  as  to  the 
character  of  the  house  in  which  the  child 
was  found.  The  magistrate  was  satisfied 
with  the  evidence,  and  the  child  was 
ordered  to  g^  to  an  industrial  school, 
and  he  had  no  reason  to  think  that  the 

2Y2 
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proceeding;  was  an  improper  one.  As 
far  KB  he  knew,  there  was  nothing  to 
complain  of  in  the  oaae  ;  but,  of  oourse, 
if  there  hod  been  any  mistake  as  to  the 
diaracter  of  tbe  evidenoe,  and  if  the 
evidence  were  refiited,  it  would  form  a 
ground  for  the  discharge  of  the  child. 
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ARMY  (INDIA)— COLONEL  BURROWS. 

8ia  H.  DETIMMOND  WOLFF 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  aa;  communioatian  has  been 
made  to  Colonel  Burrows,  either  by  the 
GoTemment  of  India  or  by  the  India 
Office,  informing  him  of  the  grotindB  on 
irikich  the  (Governor  Qeneral  in  Counoil 
refused  to  adopt  the  recommendation  of 
the  Governor  of  Bombay  in  Couuoil  that 
Colonel  Burrows  should  be  permitted  to 
return  to  bis  permanent  brigade ;  and, 
whetlier  this  deoision  was  arrived  at  after 
any  investigation  at  which  Colonel  Bur- 
rows was  called  upon  for  an  explanation 
or  defence  ;  and,  if  not,  whether  an  op- 
portunity will  be  gives  to  Colonel  Bur- 
rows to  defend  himself  against  thecharges 
made  against  him  which  are  at  present 
anonymous  ? 

The  Maxquebs  ov  HARTINOTON: 
Sir,  in  December  last  the  Government  of 
Bombay  were  told  by  the  Government 
of  India  that  the  Governor  General  in 
Council  could  not  agree  to  the  proposal 
of  the  Bombay  Government  that  Briga- 
dier Qeneral  Burrows  should  be  per- 
mitted to  revert  to  his  permanent  brigade 
command,  as,  though  his  personal  cou- 
rage and  gallantry  were  fully  admitted, 
the  Viceroy  iu  Counoil  was  of  opinion 
that  the  Brigadier  General  did  not  ex- 
hibit that  de^e  of  military  capacity 
which  would  justify  his  being  again  in- 
trusted with  responsible  military  com- 
mand. This  must  have  been  communi- 
cated to  Colonel  Burrows,  aa  he  appealed 
against  the  deoisioo.  That  appeal  was 
answered  hy  the  Gtovemment  of  India 
on  the  2nd  of  May,  18B1;  and  the  Go- 
vernment of  Bombay  was  informed  that 
the  previous  decision  was  arrived  at  after 
very  full  and  deliberate  consideration  of 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and 
the  Governor  General  in  Council  was 
unable  to  depart  from  it.  This  was  for- 
warded to  tiie  Commander  in  Chief  of 
the  Bombay  Army  for  communication  to 
Oolonel  Burrows.  So  far  as  is  known 
here,  there  are  no  onanymoua  charges 
■goinat  Colonel  Boxtowb.  The  OoTem- 
Sir  William  Martvwi 


meut  of  India,  after  a  oarefnl  review  of 
the  facts  of  the  case,  came  to  a  deliberate 
conclusion  that  it  would  not  be  to  the 
advantage  of  the  Public  Service  to  again 
intrust  Oolonel  Burrows  with  important 
military  command.  As  being  respon- 
sible, in  the  first  degree,  for  the  security 
of  Her  Uaj  esty's  Inalan  Dominions,  they 
hod  no  other  course  than  to  act  on  the 
judgment  they  had  formed  on  the  whole 
matt^. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH-8MALL.P0X 
{METROPOLIS). 

Mk.  HENUT  AliLEN  asked  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
Whether,  in  view  of  the  increase  of 
Small  Pox  in  the  Metropolis,  he  will 
furnish  the  latest  statistics  of  its  compa- 
rative incidence  on  vaccinated  and  ua- 
vaccinated  persons? 

Mb.  DODSON  :  Sir,  the  Begistrar 
General's  Betums  show,  as  far  as  prac> 
ticable,  the  actual  number  of  deaths 
&om  small-pox  among  vaccinated  and 
unvaccinated  pereons  in  the  Metropolis. 
These  Betums  are  issued  evenrweek,  and 
Include  only  persons  who  have  died; 
but  I  have  no  means  of  ascertaining  the 
exact  number  of  cases  of  small-pox 
which  occur  among  persons  who  recover, 
except  as  regards  the  patients  in  the 
Metropolitan  liospitals ;  and  I  wiU  en- 
deavour  to  lay  these  statiBtica  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  at  an  early  period. 

WATS  AND  HEAN8— INLAND  REVENUE 

—OFFICERS  OF  THE  EXCISE 

BRANCH. 

Mb.  FULESTON  asked  the  Secretot? 
to  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  can  inform 
the  House  how  many  Division  Officers 
of  Inland  Bevenue  (^cise  Branch)  have 
in  the  last  three  years  been  promoted 
over  the  heads  of  their  seniors  in  the  ser- 
vice ;  whether  the  collectors  are  adverM 
to  the  system  of  special  recommenda- 
tions ;  and,  whether,  as  carried  out,  it 
causes  discontent  in  the  service  F 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
Sir,  out  of  15S  division  officers  of  Excise 
examined  for  promotion  since  November, 
1878  (96  of  whom  passed  their  examina- 
tions sucoessfully],  only  13  were  pro- 
moted over  the  heads  of  their  semon. 
The  Board  of  Inland  Beveuua  are  not 
aware  that  collectors  are  adverse  to  the 
system  of  special  reoommendatioaa.  I 
am  not  aware  that  there  is  any  disoon- 
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bat  I  may  add  that  selection  is  very  im- 
portant for  the  efficiency  of  the  Service. 

VACCINATION— FRENCH  SOLDIERS  IN 

AFRICA. 


porton  go  and  show  Mr.  Speaker  Brand  iioiiio- 
thing  of  the  same  sort  that  his  mob  of  police 
were  showing  to  a  Member  of  Parliament.  She 
advised  them  to  make  p;ood  use  of  their  time, 
and  said  'a  little  drilling  would  not  be  bad, 
becanso    otherwise    the    police    have  a  great 

Mb.  BLENNEEHASSETT  asked  the  ?^.^f**«?  V^'l >'^^*  J^^^J ^^lUd  do  well  to 

Tj .J     X       *     XI.       T        1     /i  »««^««  i^o  yj  ^g  Volunteer  regiments,  and  take  advan- 

Preodent    of    the    Local    Government  tage  of  the  drilling  and  the  training,    it  was 

Board,  Whether  his  attention  has  been  always  well  to  know  how  to  be  able  to  guard 

called  to  a  statement  which  has  appeared  themselves.      The  Volunteer   regiments    were 

in    several  French  newspapers  to  the  Perfectly  legal  and  the  more  that  joined  them 

alTa/t^  ♦1>«>4>  ««i^  ««:»1«4^  i?.^«.^i,  «<^i<i:^.«  ««^  ^"^  bcttor  would  it  be  for  their  own  cause  in 

effect  that  fifly-eipht  French  soldiers  are  tbe  future.    Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  going  to  the 

now    in     liospitai    at    Algiers    terribly  House  of  Commons  again,  but  he  was  not  going 

afflicted  with  disease  arising  out  of  vac-  to  tell  them  when.   He  was  not  going  to  let  the 

cination  with  impure  lymph  ;  and,  whe-  officiAls  know  when  he  was  poing,  but  he  would 

ther  he  will  cause  inquiry  to  be  made  J^q^.??'^^   r^^yai^wst  of  his  own  supporters 

into  the  droumstances  with  the  view  of  ^\            ,            i.  ,_  j.            .    .i. 

obtaining  information  that  may  be  use-  J"*"®*^®;  ''^^^  .fP®^^  ^^  ^™®  ^  *^® 

fid  in  thu  country  ?  knowledge  of  the  Government  prior  to 

Mb.  DODSON:  Sir,  an  extract  from  their  decision,  announced  to  the  House 

a  French  newspaper  has  been  sent  to  me  ??«terday,  to  deal  with  the  question  of 

containing  a  quStetion  from  a  journal  Mr  Bradlaugh's  admission  to  the  House 

published  in  iiJgiers,  in  which  it  is  stated  ^ext  Session  ;  and,  whether  the  Goyern- 

flmt  the  4th  Elgiment  of  Zouaves  has  ment  will  take  measures  to  prevent  the 

disposal  for  making  inquiry  into  the  ^f'***??'  «!*'«  "P®^**  *'^,I  "**  i*  1° 

matterTand  it  would  o2ly  l>e  by  the  the  Votes  this  mornmg.    In  regard  to 

courtesy  of  the  French  Government  that  **»«  maintenance  of  order  in  the  noigh- 

■ay  information  could  be  obtained  on  bourhood  of  this  House,  I  have  nothing 

ths  subject.    I  wUl  consider,  however,  *?  »?t  *°  ^^\  ^"  }^^  Ti  ^3  ™^ 

whether  any  communication  should  be  "S^*  \''^:  and  learned  Fnend  the  Socre- 

•ddressed  to  them  through  the  Foreign  ^^TJ  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 

Office  for  that  purpose.  '^''°*®  ""*y  **.  '^^  °^  ">«»«»•  *»  support  by 

*^    *^  every  means  in  his  power  the  authority 

of  this  House ;  nor  have  I  any  reason  to 

LAW  AMD  POLICE— SPEECH  UF  MItS.  suppose  that  those  means  will  be  inade- 

BEBAMT  AT  THE  HALL  OF  SCIENCE,  quate. 

Mb.  BrrCHIE asked  the  First  Lord  „^„.„„,,.,    „„T.r.,      .„„„    „,  . 

of  the  Treasury.  Whether  his  attention  POETUOAL   (INDIA) -THE   GOA 

has  been  called  to  a  speech  made  by  ^            rithAri. 

Mrs.  Besant   at   the  Hall  of   Science  Mr.  CARTWEIGHT  asked  the  Se- 

oiL  Sunday  evening,   to  the  following  cretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether  the 

fBoA : financial  results  consequent  on  the  first 

"  Mr.  Bimdlaugh  had  desired  on  Wednesday  year's  execution  of  the  Goa  Treaty  have 

lut  to  fight  the  Wtle  alone;  but  he  now  bade  proved  highly  satisfactory  to  both  Go- 

hertelltiiem  that  ho  intended  to  ^  down  to  vemmonts    concerned  ;     and,    whether 

the  HooM  of  Commons ;  that  he  did  not  mean  there  are  any  official  reports  showing 

tobe  preroited  by  the  means  that  had  been  ^^333  mutually  satisfactory  results ;  ancf, 

mad  uninst  him ;  that  the  next  time  he  went    .« .%  ^''-i       ,     _   ''u        ,    \^      ' 

he  woSdtiie  care  to  protect  himself  against  ^  ^o,  then  whether  he  would  make  these 

any  Tiolenoe.    He  bade  her  tell  them  why  he  reports  public  in  view  of  the  very  erro- 

upeiired  to  be  so  uaticnt  the  last  time,  but  he  neous  opinions  widely  circulated  by  the 

auo  bade  her  to  tell  them  that  he  did  not  intend  Portuguese  Press  in  regard  to  the  nature 

to  ihow  the  same  forbearance   again.     Mrs.  „_j    Vaotn'rio.   nf  tlio  TM<nviainna  t\^   4l»** 

B«mt  gave  an  account  of  the  reception  which  ^^   bearing   of  the  provisions  of   the 

Ae  andthe  daughters  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  met  ^^^^^  \,                         „  .  ^rr.^^^r.r^^^^ 
vith  at  the  House  of  Commons  on  Wednesday.  The   Marquess    of  HAETINGTON, 
She  remembered  the  order  which  their  leader  in  reply,  said,  no  Report  had  been  re- 
had  given  tiian--*  Don't  struggle  with   the  reived  from  the  Government  of  India  on 

'S:^^^l^,T^XA'^^\^^^  this  subject,  though  they  had  been  asked 

■he  stood  on  the  tt«^  leading  from  West-  to   lumisn  one,   and  had  been   subse- 

HaUy  die  woida  have  let  their  sup-  quently  requested  to  furnish  an  imme- 
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dtate  reply.  He  mi^ht  state  that  a  very 
favonrable  Report  aad,  however,  been 
received  through  the  Foreign  Office 
from  the  Foitugueee  authorities  as  to 
the  working  of  the  Treaty ;  but  he  did  not 
think  it  was  desirable  that  that  should 
be  laid  on  the  Table  until  it  could  be 
aooompanied  with  the  Beport  from  the 
Oovemment  of  India  which  had  been 
aahed  for. 


INDIA— THE  STRAITS  SETTLEMENTS— 
THE  MALAY  CHIEFS. 

Me.  LTTTLPH  STANLEY  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  Her  Majesty's  Qovem- 
ment  will  consider  the  expediency  of  re- 
leasing the  Malay  Chiefs  from  Perak 
now  detained  administratively  at  the 
Seychelles  without  having  been  sub- 
jected to  trial  or  convicted  of  any  of- 
fence ;  and,  whether  they  will  communi- 
oate  with  the  Qovemor  of  Sin^pore 
vith  a  view  to  at  least  their  conditional 
liberation,  even  if  it  be  not  considered 
expedient  to  permit  their  return  to  their 
own  country  r 

Ma.  OOUETNET :  Sir,  the  inquiry 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tion will  be  made  by  the  Governor  of 
the  Straits  Settlements. 

EAILWATS  — THE  BLACKBURN  RAIL- 
WAY ACCIDENT. 

Mb.  BfilOOS  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  he  has 
had  his  attention  directed  to  the  fatal 
railway  accident  at  the  Blackburn  Bail- 
way  Station ;  whether  a  representative 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  will  be  present 
officially  at  the  inquest ;  and,  whether  a 
full  investigatian  into  the  causes  of  the 
accident  wi^  be  made  F 

Mb.  chamberlain  :  Sir,  I  have 
Been  with  very  great  regret,  in  the 
papers  of  to-day,  an  account  of  the  fatal 
aooident  referred  to.  I  have  also  re- 
ceived a  Beport  &om  the  lAncashire 
and  Yorkshire  Railway  Company  on  the 
subject.  Colonel  Yollond,  the  senior 
Inspector  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  has 
been  instructed  to  make  a  full  inquiry 
into  the  matter.  I  have  no  power  to 
insist  that  he  shall  be  present  at  the 
Inquest ;  but  if  the  Ooroner  dedrea 
it  Oolonal  Yolland  has  been  instructed 
to  give  him  ail  the 
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ORDERS    OF    TSE    OAT. 

LAND  LAW    (IRELAND)  BILL. 

CONBHIBRATIOir  OF  LO&Ds'  AMENDKKHTB. 
[fibst  HIOHT.] 

Order  for  Consideration  of  Lorda' 
Amendments  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Amendments  made  by  Tlie  Lorda 
to  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  be  now 
considered," — (^Mr.  Oladilone,) — put,  and 
agretd  to. 

Lords'  Amendments  eotuidtrtd. 

The  following  Amendments  read  a 
second  time,  and,  on  the  Motion  of 
Mr.  Attobitet  Gkhikal  for  lBEi.Ain>, 
agritdto: — In  line  21,  leave  out  ("has 
agreed")  and  insert  ("shall'  agree"); 
and  in  line  23,  after  ("Stato")  insert 
("in  writing"). 

The  next  Amendment,  in  line  26, 
leave  out  fh>m  ("Court")  to  (" de- 
clare")  in  line  2B,  and  insert  ("shall") 
read  a  second  time. 

On  Question,  "  That  this  House  doth 
agree  with  The  Lords  in  the  said  Amend- 
ment." 

Ths  ATTOENBY  general  Foa 
IRELAND   (Mr.  Law)   moved  to  dis- 

Jee  with  the  Amendment.  One  effect 
the  Amendment  was  shortly  this— 
Certain  requirements  were  inserted  in  a 
former  part  of  the  clause,  obliging  the 
tenant  to  give  the  presoribed  notioe  to 
the  landloid  of  his  intention  to  eell,  and 
also  certain  information.  Supposing, 
then,  that  a  particular  number  of  days' 
notice  was  required  by  the  landlord, 
and  that  the  tenant  was  an  hour  or 
a  day  late,  though  not  affeoting  the 
merits  of  the  case  in  the  smallest  de- 
gree, the  Court,  according  to  this  Amend- 
ment, would  be  bound,  withont  any  dis- 
cretion whatever,  and  at  the  bidding  of 
the  landlord,  to  declare  the  sale  void. 
It  would  be  most  unreasonable  to  exact 
that,  and  he  therefore  asked  the  House 
to  disagree  with  the  Amendment.  The 
clause,  as  it  originally  stood,  gave  the 
Court  perfect  power  to  declare  a  sale  void 
if  the  interests  of  the  landlord  and  the 
justice  of  the  case  required. 

Motion  made,  and  QuestioQ,  "  That 
this  House  doth  disagree  with  the  Lotds 
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in  the  said  Amendment," — {Mr.Aiiomey 
GenmnUfor  Ir§kndy) — put,  and  agresd  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attobnet 
OsiTKRAL  for  Ibelaitd,  the  next  Amend- 
ment, in  line  28,  after  ("  void")  insert 
("  if  the  landlord  shall  so  require,")  dis- 
§gr§9dio. 

Page  2,  line  5,  after  the  word 
"  Goi^"  insert  the  words — 

"ProYided,  That  the  landlord's  objection 
duU  be  oondnstve  in  the  case  of  any  tenancy 
In  a  holding  where  tbe  permanent  improve- 
BMiits  in  respect  of  which,  if  made  by  the  ten- 
■nt  or  his  predeoeosors  in  title,  the  tenant  would 
have  been  entitled  to  be  compenflated  under  the 
pnmnons  of  *  The  Liwdlord  and  Tenant  (Ire- 
Lmd)  Act,  1870,'  as  amended  bv  this  Act,  have 
been  made  by  the  landlord  or  his  predecessors 
in  title,  and  not  by  tbe  tenant  or  his  prede- 
esHon  in  title," 

*-the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed) 
"  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  The 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Amend- 
ment was  one  of  which  the  House  would 
perceiYe  the  effect  to  be  that  it  placed  it 
absolutely  in  the  power  of  the  landlord, 
mider  certain  circumstances,  to  exclude 
any  particular  person  proposed  to  him 
as  tenant  from  the  tenancy,  and  by  a 
succession  of  such  objectiondit,  of  course, 
placed  it  in  the  power  of  the  landlord,  as 
there  was  no  limit  to  such  objections,  to 
ezdade  that  particular  tenant  from  the 
benefit  of  the  sale  of  the  tenant  right. 
As  the  Amendment  stood,  it  was  inad- 
missible ;  but  having  considered  it,  he 
fbnnd  it  might  be  amended  in  such  a 
way  as  to  brin^  it  in  a  certain  sense  into 
conformity  with  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 
By  the  BiU,  as  it  stood,  mey  were  not 
unwilling  to  recognize,  under  given  cir- 
enmstances,  that  m  certain  cases  where 
the  permanent  improvements  on  the 
holding  had  been  created  and  substan- 
tially maintained  by^the  landlord  and 
his  predecessors  in  title  a  difference 
might  be  recognized.  In  that  spirit, 
therefore,  he  proposed  to  ask  the  House 
to  agree  to  the  Amendment,  with  seve- 
nJ.  Amendments,  and  the  substantial 
Amendment  of  inserting  after  the  word 
"made"  the  words  *'and  substantially 
maintained."  He  was  bound  to  say 
they  asked  the  House  to  do  this  dis- 
tindly  as  a  concession  to  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  and  not  because 
Asy  beliered  it  to   be   an   improve- 


ment in  the  Bill.  There  was  no  doubt, 
in  a  case  of  this  kind,  they  freely  ad- 
mitted, that  where  the  improvements 
had  been  made  and  permanently  main- 
tained by  the  landlord,  the  tenant,  un- 
less he  had  made  other  improvements 
himself,  had  nothing  to  sell  except  his 
right  of  occupancy;  but  they  saw  no 
reason  why  he  should  not  sell  that  right 
of  occupancv ;  on  the  contrary,  they 
thought  it  oetter  he  should.  At  the 
same  time,  the  question  was  one  with 
regard  to  which  two  things  might  be 
said.  On  the  one  hand,  a  venr  strong 
desire  had  been  manifested  in  utvour  of 
the  Amendment  by  a  large  minority  of 
that  House,  and  certainly  by  the  other 
House  of  Parliament ;  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  although  the  Government  thought 
it  a  deterioration  of  the  Bill,  it  was  not 
such  a  deterioration  as  to  make  them 
think  it  necessary  to  invite  the  House  to 
take  its  stand  and  decline  to  admit  it. 
He  need  not  say  that  if  it  were  an  alte- 
ration of  the  BUI  of  that  character,  they 
could  not  ask  the  House  to  agree  to  it. 
He  would  now  propose,  in  the  first 
place,  to  amend  the  Amendment  in  a 
verbal  manner,  by  altering  the  words 
''  to  be  compensated  "  to  the  words  ''  to 
compensation,"  then  in  the  seventh  line 
to  insert  after  the  word  ''made,"  the 
words,  ''  and  substantially  maintained," 
and  in  the  eighth  line  to  strike  out 
**  or,"  and  insert  '*  and." 

Amendment  proposed  to  said  Amend- 
ment, in  line  4,  to  strike  out  the  words 
<*  be  compensated,"  and  insert  ''  com- 
pensation ;  "  in  line  7,  after  the  word 
<<  made,"  to  insert  the  words  ''  and  sub- 
stantially maintained  ; "  and  in  line  8, 
to  strike  out  the  word  ''or,"  and  insert 
**  and."— (ifr.  Gladstone.) 

Mk.  HEALY  asked  Mr.  Speaker,  on 
a  point  of  Order,  whether  it  was  not 
open  to  a  Member  to  move  the  absolute 
rejection  of  the  whole  of  the  Lords' 
Amendments  ? 

Mb.  speaker  said,  it  would  be 
competent  for  the  hon.  Member,  after 
the  proposed  Amendments  on  the  said 
Amendment  had  been  disposed  of,  to 
make  a  Motion  in  regard  to  the  said 
Amendment  itself,  on  the  proposed 
Amendment  to  the  Amendment  to  leave 
out,  in  line  5,  the  word  ''  compensated," 
and  insert  ''  conipensation." 

Mb.  PAENELL  wished  to  say,  that 
he  must  not,  by  being  silent,  be  taken 
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as  agreeing  to  the  course  proposed  by 
the  Prime  Minister  of  agreeing  to  the 
Lords'  Amendment  with  the  Amend- 
ments proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. Of  course,  it  was  right  on  the 
part  of  the  Oovemment  to  amend  the 
Amendment  as  they  desired,  and  then 
they  should  be  able  to  take  the  opinion 
of  the  House  as  regarded  the  Amend- 
ment itself;  but  they  could  not  do  so  at 
present.  When  the  proper  time  arrived 
he  should  move  a  further  Amendment. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter whether  it  was  not  the  fact  that  the 
acceptance  of  the  Lords'  Amendment 
did  not  amount  to  a  practical  admission 
that  the  tenant  had  no  interest  in  the 
holding  except  the  improvement  he  had 
made  himself? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  accept- 
ance of  the  Amendment  did  not  amount 
to  such  an  admission  in  all  cases,  be- 
cause such  an  admission  was  contra- 
dicted by  a  number  of  substantial  en- 
actments in  the  Bill ;  but  he  would  fully 
admit  that  the  Amendment  as  amended 
undoubtedly  did  say  that  a  class  of  ten- 
ants, in  very  rare  cases  where  the  im- 
provements had  been  made  and  "  sub- 
stantially maintained  by  the  landlord," 
had  no  interest  in  the  holding  except  in 
respect  of  the  improvements  made  by 
themselves. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  the  Amendments 
which  the  Prime  Minister  had  just  an- 
nounced proposed  an  alteration  of  the 
Lords'  Amendment,  which  was  one  of 
importance.  It  dealt  with  a  class  of 
Amendments  which  proposed  to  reserve 
the  right  to  landlords  to  manage  their 
estates  on  the  English  system,  and  this 
Amendment  only  proposed  to  preserve  to 
landlords  one  of  the  principles  which 
was  recognized  in  England — that  was, 
to  enable  the  landlord  who  had  made 
permanent  improvements  on  his  pro- 
perty the  privilege  of  selecting  his  ten- 
ant. That  was  really  all  that  was  given 
by  the  Lords'  Amendment.  The  Inrime 
Minister  had  said  that  he  had  agreed  to 
the  Amendment  with  the  proposed  alte- 
rations as  a  concession.  He  was  bound 
to  say  that  the  proposed  alterations  re- 
duced the  concession  to  extremely  nar- 
row limits,  because  it  would  be  the 
invariable  experience  that,  if  a  landlord 
had  made  a  permanent  improvement  on 
his  property,  and  if,  in  ad<ution  to  prov- 
ing that  he  had  made  those  improve- 
ments, he  had  to  prove  he  haa  sub- 

Mr.  PamM 


stantially  maintained  them,  there  would 
be  very  little  protection  to  English- 
managed  estates. 

Mb.  H.  E.  brand  said,  that,  as  he 
understood  the  Lords'  Amendment,  it 
would  possibly  take  effect  after  a  sale. 
He  wished,  therefore,  to  ask  the  Gh)vem- 
ment  whetiier  it  would  not  be  necessary 
further  to  amend  the  clause  by  exolud* 
ing  a  case  where  the  tenant  might  have 
purchased  the  improvements  of  ue  land- 
lord under  the  8th  sub-section  of  the  Ist 
clause  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  sug- 
gestion was  well  founded,  and  that  the 
Amendment  would  require  the  addition 
of  other  words,  these  being  '*  made  or 
acquired." 

Amendments  to  said  Amendmmit 
agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Giadstoke,  said 
Amendment  further  amended,  by  insert- 
ing in  line  8,  after  the  word  "not,"  the 
words  ''  made  or  acquired." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  The 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment  as 
amended." — {Mr,  Gladstone.) 

Mb.  PARNELL  moved  to  insert,  at 

the  end  of  the  said  Amendment,  these 

words — 

"  Provided,  That  in  the  opinion  of  the  Couii 
the  landlord  shall  not  have  been  oompensated 
for  such  improvements  by  iaorease  ox  rent  or 
otherwise." 

That,  he  thought,  was  a  reasonable  pro- 
position. The  Lords'  Amendment  was 
based  on  the  supposition  that  the  land- 
lord had  made  the  improvement,  that 
the  landlord,  therefore,  owned  the  im- 
provement, and  that  the  tenant  did  not 
own  it.  But  if  the  tenant  had  paid  for 
the  improvement,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Court,  by  increased  rent  or  otherwise 
in  such  a  way  as  to  disentitle  the  land- 
lord to  the  fiill  benefit  of  the  Amend- 
ment, he  thought  it  was  a  matter  the 
Court  should  be  entitled  to  take  into 
account  if  it  was  desirous  to  do  so. 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  said  Amendment,  as 
amended,  to  insert  the  words  "and  Provide^ 
That  in  the  opinion  of  the  Court  the  landlord 
shall  not  have  been  compensated  for  snch  im- 
provements by  LQcreased  rent  or  otherwiBe." — 
(Mr,  Famai,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 
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Sm  BTAFFOBD  NOBTHOOTE  said, 
the  Amendments  which  had  been  al- 
ready made  to  the  Lords'  Amendment 
had,  as  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Kiend  CMx.  Gibson)  pointed  ont,  very 
matariaJly  reduced  the  value  of  the  pro- 
visicniy  and  if  they  were  to  adopt  the 
words  which  were  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  CHty  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Fkxnell)  he  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote) 
thought  the  value  of  the  provision  would 
be  destroyed  altogether.  In  point  of 
&ct,  they  would  be  thrown  back  upon 
die  unceortainty  which  existed  previously 
with  reg^ard  to  that  particular  clause. 
The  uncertainty  was  admitted  before, 
and  should  not  be  revived  now  that  it 
had  been  removed.  The  proposition  in 
the  Amendment  as  it  stood  was  to  save 
die  uncertainties  which  might  attend  the 
operations  of  the  Court  in  regard  to  a 
eertain  class  of  holdings,  which  were 
a  comparatively  rare  number,  but  which 
were  of  an  important  character.  In 
order  to  provide  for  those  cases,  it  was 
povided,  not  that  the  question  should 
be  dedded  by  the  Court  taking  evidence 
and  treating  the  whole  matter  as  an 
open  question,  but  upon  the  principle 
that  the  landlord's  objection  should  oe 
eondusive  in  case  of  his  having  made 
and  maintained  certain  improvements. 
He  presumed  that  one  of  the  great  ob- 
jects aimed  at  by  the  Proviso  was  that 
an  inducement  uiould  be  given  to  the 
landlord  to  make  and  maintain  his  im- 
provements, in  order  that  he  might  stand 
m  the  better  position  he  would  in  that 
erent  occupy  under  the  Bill.  He  trusted 
the  Government  woidd  not  accept  the 
words  now  proposed. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am  obliged  to 
decline  the  proposed  addition  of  the 
wmds  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  on  this  ground — 
In  the  Ajct  of  1870  we  did,  in  respect  to 
flie  tenant,  recognize  the  principle  that 
he  might  be  compensated  by  a  reason- 
lUe  lapse  of  time  in  respect  of  improve- 
ments he  had  made,  and  that  the  use 
•nd  profit  of  those  improvements  for  a 
eBrtain  time  might  be  considered  as 
eunpensation ;  but  we  do  not  recognize 
ftat  principle  in  the  present  Act.  None 
otflie  enactaientsof  me  present  Bill  are 
fbonded  on  that  principle ;  and,  not  ao- 
kaowledging  it  as  resoects  the  tenant,  I 
do  not  thmk  it  would  oe  quite  equitable 
IS  our  view  that  we  should  acknowledge 
il  as  wwieota  the  landlord.    It  is  also 


difficult  to  see  how  the  landlord  could 
receive  compensation  for  his  improve- 
ments in  the  shape  of  rent  under  the 
system  which  the  Bill  will  establish; 
because,  under  the  Bill,  every  tenant 
will  be  entitled  to  obtain  from  the  Court 
the  adjudication  of  a  fair  rent.  Now, 
fair  rent  upon  improvements  would  be 
a  rent,  undoubtedly,  allowing  liberally 
for  the  interest  upon  the  cost  of  those 
improvements ;  but  it  would  hardly  be 
a  rent  which  would  repay  the  landlord 
in  respect  of  his  whole  capital  outlay. 
But  the  main  ground  on  which  I  should 
stand  is,  that  we  do  not  introduce  that 
principle  of  compensation  by  engage- 
ment for  a  certain  length  of  time,  either 
as  regards  landlord  or  tenant.  It  is 
much  better,  I  think,  that  those  who 
make  improvements  should  have  the 
whole  benefit  of  the  improvements. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  it  was  a  somewhat 
remarkable  thing  that  the  Government 
were  unable  to  recognize  the  equitable 
principle  of  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friena  (Mr.  Pamell).  If  that  principle 
was  inequitable,  why  did  not  the  Govern- 
ment bring  in  a  clause  in  the  present 
Bill  to  repeal  the  principle  in  tne  Act 
of  1870?  The  prmciple  was  in  that 
Act,  and  his  hon.  Friend  simply  pro- 
posed to  import  it  into  the  present  Bill 
and  apply  it  to  the  landlord.  But  the 
Government  did  not  think  what  was 
sauce  for  the  gander  was  also  sauce  for 
the  goose.  He  had  never  heard  such  a 
piece  of  special  pleading  as  that  they 
had  just  heard  from  the  Prime  Minister 
in  refusing  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend.  [''Oh,  oh!"]  They  knew 
what  this  would  lead  to.  That  refusal 
would  lead  to  a  great  deal  of  dissatisfac- 
tion in  future.  It  seemed,  however, 
that  the  Government  had  made  up  their 
minds  not  to  settle  the  Land  Question 
in  Ireland,  but  to  pass  their  Bill.  They 
were  prepared  to  swallow  as  many  of 
the  Amendments  of  the  Lords  as  they 
thought  the  House  would  stomach,  and 
send  the  Bill  back  to  the  Lords  with  the 
wheels  greased  by  that  acceptance,  and 
thus  pass  the  BiU  anyhow.  By  giving 
way  to  the  Lords'  Amendment  in  this 
respect,  however,  they  were  only  laying 
up  a  store  of  uneasiness  for  themselves 
at  a  future  time.  He  had  hoped  they 
had  learnt  a  lesson,  for  they  should  have 
remembered  what  was  the  result  of 
the  acceptance  of  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments to  the  Act  of  1870.    He  and  his 
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hon.  Friends  who  acted  with  him  would 
on  those  grounds  go  to  a  diyision,  not 
merely  upon  that  Amendment,  but  as 
against  the  clause  as  amended  by  the 
Qovemment. 

Mk.  LEAMY  saidi  he  was  afraid  there 
were  many  hon.  Members  willine  to  ac- 
cept the  Lords'  Amendment,  because 
they  thought  it  would  not  affect  many 
tenants.  He,  however,  thought  it  would 
affect  a  great  many  tenancies  in  which 
the  tenancy  had  been  broken  by  evic- 
tion or  other  causes  within  recent  years. 
It  would  enable  the  landlord,  in  every 
case  in  which  he  had  made  any  substan- 
tial improvements  on  a  holding,  to  re- 
fuse to  allow  the  tenant  to  sell  at  all.  It 
would  also  very  much,  he  was  afiraid, 
operate  in  the  case  of  death  intesteu^y. 
In  case  a  tenant  died  intestate,  the 
landlord  would  be  entitled  imder  the 
section  to  come  in  and  refuse  to  accept 
the  son  of  the  deceased  tenant,  or,  in 
fact,  anyone  belonging  to  his  family. 
When  a  man  died  it  was  also  uncertain 
imder  the  section  whether  the  landlord 
would  allow  the  farm  to  go  to  the  next 
of  kin. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  for 
ntELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  the 
apprehensions  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Leamy)  were  entirely  without  foun- 
aation.  If  there  were  no  permanent 
improvements  on  the  farm  to  the  land- 
lord's credit,  then  he  would  have  none. 
With  reference  to  the  arguments  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell),  he  contended  that  it  was  impos- 
sible to  suppose  that  the  landlord's  pro- 
perty was  to  be  bought  out  by  the  rent. 
He  could  not  see,  for  instance,  how  a 
landlord  who  had  built  a  house  on  the 
land  could  be  said  to  have  been  compen- 
sated for  it  by  the  rent  which  he  fairly 
received  for  the  use  of  it ;  and  so,  also, 
with  other  improvements. 

Me.  T.  p.  SULLIVAN  quite  agreed 
with  the  view  that  substantial  and  per- 
manent improvements  made  on  the  land 
by  either  landlord  or  tenant  should  be 
the  property  of  the  landlord  or  tenant 
for  all  time,  provided  he  has  not  paid 
them.  But  when  the  landlord  imposed  an 
increased  rent,  the  question  was  whether 
the  landlord  was  not  in  the  course  of  a 
certain  time  thoroughly  compensated. 
He  maintained  that  the  landlord  sold 
his  improvements  when  he  charged  an 
moreased  rent ;  for  he  was  really  paid 
lor  them  in  the  course  of  a  few  years, 


and  they  should  then  become  the  pro- 
perty of  the  tenant.  If  a  tenant  buUt 
a  house,  why  should  he  not  be  allowed 
to  sell  it?  It  was  the  same  with  the 
landlord.  There  was  no  necessity  to 
assent  to  the  Amendment  which  the 
Government  proposed  to  accept.  It 
need  not  be  assented  to  by  any  hon. 
Member  in  the  House,  for  it  was  utterly 
unjust. 

Me.  MITCHELL  HENEY  said,  he 
hoped  a  division  woidd  be  taken  against 
the  clause,  and  not  upon  the  Amend- 
ment, as  he  would  willingly  vote  against 
the  clause,  but  could  not  assent  to  what 
had  been  moved  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  PameU). 
Would  anyone,  he  askea,  tell  him  in 
how  many  years  a  landlord  would  be 
compensated  for  having  expended,  say 
£1,000,  on  a  farm  buil£ng  on  which  he 
was  receiving  6  per  cent  interest  ?  The 
case  was  exactly  the  same  as  that  of 
money  beinff  invested  in  the  funds  and 
OAi^^g  good  interest ;  and  no  one  oould 
say  that  in  such  investment  the  State 
ought,  after  a  certain  number  of  years, 
to  become  possessed  of  the  capital  of 
the  investor. 

Mb.  MACAETNEY  said,  that  no 
landlord  would  be  recouped  in  any  rea- 
sonable number  of  years  for  the  capital 
invested  in  improvements  at  4  or  5  per 
cent. 

Mb.  MABITM  protested  against  the 
assumption  that  there  were  many  Eng- 
lish-managed estates  in  Ireland.  There- 
fore, he  did  not  believe  that,  practicidly, 
any  Irish  tenancies  would  be  affected  by 
the  Amendment ;  but  he  oould  not  help 
thinking  it  was  inserted  as  a  hole  of 
escape  in  case  of  the  consideration  of  an 
English  Land  BiU. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  that  as  it  did 
not  seem  to  be  the  opinion  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  that  two  divisions  should 
be  taken,  ne  should  allow  the  Amend- 
ment to  be  negatived.  He  would,  how- 
ever, raise  a  strong  protest  in  tiie  matter. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  proposed. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  he  regretted 
exceedingly  that  the  Government,  at  the 
very  threshold  of  the  consideration  of 
the  Lords'  Amendments,  should  have 
yielded  on  that  important  matter.  The 
number  of  holdings  that  would  be 
affected  by  the  proposed  Amendment 
might  seem  to  some  hon.  Members  Id 
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be  rerj  limited ;  but  it  was  not  bo.  In  that  it  would,  by  its  operation,  affect  a 
ereiy  case  where  the  title  of  the  tenant  substantial  body  of  tenants,  the  higher 
had  been  xecently  broken,  and  a  new  class  tenant  farmers,  who  were  not  sup- 
tenancy  was  created,  all  the  past  im-  posed  now  to  be  in  sympathy  with  the 
pKorements  effected  bythei  original  tenant  Land  League,  and  it  was  likely  to  have 
would  be  shut  out  firom  consideration  important  results  in  the  future,  as  it 
by  the  Court,  and  the  Court  would  have  would  show  them  the  complete  impos- 
toiefoae  to  allow  such  a  tenant  to  sell  sibility  of  that  House,  or  the  other 
bia  tenant  right.  That  discretion  was  House,  or  the  present  Government  ever 
tiken  away  from  the  Court.  The  number  doing  them  anything  like  justice. 
of  tenants'  titles  that  had  been  so  broken 
{hroogh  in  Ireland  was  very  numerous,  Question  put. 

and  he  believed  only  a  small  minority  The  House   divided  :  —  Ayes   258  ; 

conld  prove  the  continuity  of  their  titles.  Noes   100:  Majority  158.— (Div.  List, 

A  sreat  deal  of  the  power  of  the  Court  No.  361.) 
with  reference  to  the  free  sale  would  be 

taken  away.     The  Amendment  would  Line  16,  after (** improvements"),  in- 

kave  a  larse  and  extensive  application,  eert  (''  on  a  holding  "),  the  next  Amend- 

aad  would  shut  out  a  number  of  the  ment,  agreed  to, 

very  beet  tenants  in  Ireland.      Many       t:«^«  ic j   it    i^    ^      *.  /tt 

tiO^  had  been  broken  about  1850,  and  v^f?-"^,,!^  ^?^.  ^Wn^    ^^^^^^^if 

if  the  landlord  could  show  that  a  farm  ^i?^^^<  l  *°^,^°««'[*  ("  ^' P^^^  ^f    )' 

which  had  been  greatty  improved  by  the  \^^  ?^^^  ^"Jr^^'tS*'  f^'^  ^l  1^^"  "f, 

teumt  up  to  1860hid  nSt  been  much  lea^^g  out  the  words 'J)n  a  holding ;  " 

improvXy  the  tenant  since  the  breach  ^ntdua^reed  to  as  reg^ 

of  title,    and   that   the  landlord   had  P^^<^  ^^r. 

effected  some  nngleimprovement  on  the  p^ge  2,  Hne  28,  after  the  word  "  ten- 

lum  himself,  the  Court  would  have  to    m^^y  t>  Ij^^^  ^he  words 

fnrbid  the  tenant  exercising  his  right  of  ,  .                        .... 

ftee  sale.  "  Where  Dcforo  the  passing  of  this  Act  the 

•wr       At  AT\am/MkTxi       -j     'i.                 ±  landlord  or  any  of  his  predecessors  in  title  has 

Mb.   GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  not  purchased  or  acquired  the  Ulster  tenant  ri^ht 

neoeaaary   for  him    to  follow  the^  hon.  custom,  or  the  benefit  of  a  usage  corres^nding 

Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  City  of  to  the  Ulster  tenant  right  custom,  to  which  any 

Gcxrk  (Mr.  Pamell)  into  the  merits  of  ^o^^^e  ^^  subject,  and  such  holding  has,  in 

fteAmeadment ;  for  after  aU,  he  be-  fl^STrTanl^^^rt^FX^c?.  W,^'^ 

Jierea  there  was  not  mucn  real  ditter-  to  be  subject  to  such  custom  or  usage ;  or 

enoe  of   opinion   between   them.      The  **  Where  before  the  passing  of  this  Act  the 

Amendment  had  no  real  connection  with  landlord  or  any  of  his  predecessors  in  title  has 

Imaohee  of  tenancy  at  all,  and  he  should  purchased  or  acquired^e  right  of  sale  of  ^e 

-          •*  xi-     -J              i.  i  _i.v       I.      •  tenant  s  interest  in  such  holding,  and  where  the 

Im  aorry  if  the  idea  w^t  forth  as  having  ^^^^^  ^j.  ^^^  ^f  ^is  predecessors  in  titie  have 

flie   authority  of  the  House  that  wher-  been  paid  the  consideration  for  such  purchase 

ever  there  had    been  a   breach   in  the  or  acquisition  either  by  payment  of  a  sum  of 

tenancy  the  Court  would  have   to  con-  money,  or  by  a  corresponding  abatement  of  rent, 

■dar    the    making    of    permanent    im-  ^5  ^^^^re  the  tenant  or  any  of  his  predecessors 

MiMM     -^w          ~     %          /l      J  i       r  Ai.  since  such  purchase  or  acquisition  is  or  are  not 

wiTementa  only  firom  the  date  ot  the  proved  to  have  paid  money  or  ffivon  money's 

bat  breach.  That  would  give  the  Amend-  worth,  with  the  express  or  imphed  consent  of 

ment  quite  a  different  character  from  the  landlord  or  any  of  his  predecessors  in  title, 

tibat  which  it  rightly  bore,  and  he  wished  ?^  account  of  becoming  the  tenant  of  such  hold- 

to  disabuse  the  House  of  the  idea.    In  ^^;^^  ^^^^^  i^  ^.^  ^^^^^     i^  ^^^^  ^^,  ^ho 

the  view  of  the  Crovemment,  the  Amend-  first  time  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  the  land- 

ment  had  no  connection  with  breaches  lord  shall  be  entitled  to  apply  to  the  Court  to 

of  tenancy  at  aU.    Whenever  there  was  ^vo  paid  to  him  out  of  the  purchase  monej-s 

a  breach  of  tenancy,  it  would  be  neces-  ?^  the  tenancy  the  sum  which  ho  can  prove  to 

•  urauAVJ.  i^i»»«vj,  *«  fTv«*x*                 o  ^j^^  satisfaction  of  the  Court  to  have  been  paid 

Stat  the  landlord  to  show  that  he  ^yy  him  or  his  predecessors  in  titie  b^  way  of 

maintained  the  permanent  improve-  consideration  for  the  purchase  or  acquisition  of 

Bffnti  [Mr.  PabNELL  :  Since  the  breach  ?]  the  Ulster  tenant  right  custom,  or  of  the  benefit 

No.  not  at  all— whatever  improvements  o^  8"ch  usage,  or  of  any  right  of  sale  of  tiie  ten- 

_^_        A.'u    ^  ants  interest  in  such  holding;  subject  never- 

™f  ^*^JS  A  ?5^'    -^    ♦!,   *  ♦!,      A         A  ^^^^  ^  ^y  deduction  which  the  Court  may 

Jul  n  K  a  Ti  x   said,  that  the  Amend.-  deem  just  in  respect  of  any  money  received  by 

Bunt  poasoasod  one  great  advantagCi  in  the  landlord  or  his  predeoetson  in  title  by  way 
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of  fine,  increased  rent,  or  otherwiae  on  account 
of  the  sum  so  paid  as  aforesaid," 

— the  next  Amendmeiit,  read  a  second 
time. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  this  is  an 
Amendment  of  considerable  sweep,  and 
it  is  one  which  it  is  quite  impossible  for 
us  to  ask  the  House  to  agree  with.  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  I  think  it  is,  un- 
fortunately, framed  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  effect  to  the  views  of  those  who 
supported  it.  There  are  verbal  inac- 
curacies in  it  which  are  gross,  and  it  re- 
quires to  be  altered  very  considerably 
in  order  to  make  it  intelligible.  That, 
however,  is  only  a  grammatical  criticism ; 
the  purpose  of  the  Amendment  is  per- 
fectly clear  quite  independent  of  these 
inaccuracies.  I  will  not,  in  order  to 
briefly  describe  it,  go  back  upon  the 
lengthy  argument  we  had  in  Committee 
on  the  question  of  the  cases  where  the 
landlord  had  purchased  up  the  Ulster 
tenant  right,  and  where,  in  consequence 
of  that  purchase,  the  tenant  was  re- 
mitted to  the  general  law  as  defined  by 
the  Act  of  1870,  or  as  expanded  and  en- 
larged by  the  Bill  now  under  considera- 
tion which  we  sent  to  the  House  of 
Lords  a  short  time  ago.  I  will  assume 
that  that  argument  is  fresh  in  the  recol- 
lection of  the  House.  I  will,  however, 
point  out  how  it  is  that  the  Amendment 
proposes  to  deal  with  the  case.  It  aims 
at  embracing  all  the  oases  in  which  the 
landlord  has  acquired  by  purchase  the 
tenant  right,  admitted  or  supposed  to 
exist  upon  his  farms,  either  under  the 
Ulster  Custom,  or  under  any  custom 
analogous  to  the  Ulster  Custom;  or 
anywhere,  in  fact,  where  such  transac- 
tion has  taken  place.  How  does  it  pro- 
pose to  deal  with  the  tenants  in  these 
cases  ?  It  deals  with  them  in  this  way. 
It  makes  a  certain  provision  applying  to 
the  first  occasion  on  which  the  tenancy 
shall  be  sold  after  the  passing  of  this 
Act ;  and  it  provides  that,  on  that  oc- 
casion, the  landlord  may  recoup  himself, 
out  of  the  purchase  money  of  the  ten- 
ancy, any  sum  which  he  may  prove  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  Court  that  he  has 
paid  in  respect  of  the  tenant  right  upon 
that  holding.  Now,  Sir,  without  enter- 
ing into  the  general  argument,  it  is  suffi- 
cient for  my  purpose  to  mention  the  one, 
as  we  think,  absolutely  fundamental  and 
oondutive  objection  to  this  transaction. 


The  argument  is  this — that  even  sup- 
posing— which  I  admit  only  for  argu- 
ment's sake,  and  by  no  means  as  a  pro- 
position by  which  I  abide — even  sup- 
posing the  landlord  entitled  to  compen- 
sation, he  is  to  be  compensated  under 
the  Amendment  by  the  wrong  man.  The 
landlord  has  paid  a  sum  of  money  to 
tenant  A  in  order  to  purchase  the  tenant 
right  upon  his  holding.  He  then  lets 
it  to  tenant  B,  who,  by  the  terms  of  this 
agreement,  shall  have  acquired  no  benefit 
whateverf rom  the  purchase,  by  the  land- 
lord. According  to  the  terms  of  the 
Amendment  tenant  B  takes  no  benefit 
whatever  from  the  transaction ;  and  yet 
it  is  provided  that  when  tenant  B,  under 
the  general  provisions  of  the  Bill,  pro- 
ceecb,  for  the  first  time,  to  sell  his  tenant 
right,  the  landlord  may  recoup  himself 
out  of  moneys  paid  to  tenant  B  for  the 
price  paid  to  tenant  A,  there  being  no 
continuity  of  interest  between  them,  and 
it  not  being  required  by  the  same 
Amendment  that  tenant  B  shall  have 
taken  the  smallest  interest  from  the 
transaction.  Under  these  circumstances, 
as  there  is  no  possibility  of  amending  it, 
there  can  be  no  question  that  the  Amend- 
ment ought  not  to  be  accepted,  and  I 
must  ask  the  House  to  disagree  to  it 
entirely. 

Mk.  GIBSON  said,  that  he  had  heard 
the  statement  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
that  the  Government  could  not  assent  to 
the  Amendment,  even  with  alterations, 
with  regret.  The  Amendment  was  ob- 
viously one  of  importance,  and  it  was  one 
of  substance ;  but  it  did  not  interfere  in 
the  slightest  degree  with  the  main  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill.  The  Amendment 
sought  to  grapple  with  a  state  of  facts 
which,  if  left  unamended  and  unchanged, 
might  work  an  injustice  to  a  substantial 
class  of  landholders  in  Ireland — ^to  be 
found  in  tJlster  and  in  other  parts  of 
Ireland.  They  all  knew  that  some  land- 
owners in  Ulster  had  given  considerable 
sums  of  money  to  purchase  up  the  tenant 
right  custom.  If  the  clause  was  left  as 
it  was  in  the  Bill  as  it  left  that  House,  and 
if  those  cases  were  not  in  some  way  dealt 
with  by  some  special  legislation,  they 
would  have  put  themselves  in  a  distinctly 
worse  position  by  buying  up  the  tenant 
right.  These  unfortunate  persons  would 
not  only  lose  what  other  Irish  landlords 
would  lose,  but  would  also  lose  the  sums 
they  had  expended  in  the  purchase  of 
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flia  tenant  right.    If  there  were  Terbal 
iBaomizaaiee  we  Prime  Minister  could 
•ftdly   remedy  them,  for  no  one  was 
Bore  capable  to  do  so ;  and  there  were 
other  hon.  Members  of  the  House  who 
kad  pud  particular  attention  to  gram- 
nar.     Whether  the  Amendment  dealt  \ 
with  the  subject  in  the  best  way  was 
another  thing,  and  might  be  well  open 
to   question ;    but    surely   such   facts : 
eallea  lor  some  special  legislation  and 
special  treatment.    He  knew  of  a  case 
where  a  landlord  had  paid  £16,000  for 
tiie  tenants'  interest  in  the  hope  of  get- 
ting the  control  OTcr  the  sales  of  his 
inanMf   and  the  future  tenants  of  the 
&ims  freed  from  that  form  of  tenant 
right.       Unless  the   Amendment    was 
Igreed    to,    that    money  would    have 
been  thrown  away;  and  that  landlord 
nder  the  Bill  would  be,  to  sa^  the 
kasty  in  a  position  highly  inequitable 
nd  Tery  exceptional.    Surely  in  that 
and  ^iittilftT  cases  the  landlords  were 
yntitled  to  some  relief,  even  if  not  the 
pscise    relief   afforded  by  the  clause 
ss  it  stood.     How  did  the  Amendment 
prapoee  to  deal  with  the  existing  state 
of  mots?    It  did  not  allow  the  landlord 
Id  keep  his  daim  suspended  oyer  the 
ftnanva  head  for  ever.    On  the  con- 
tottjy  it  oompelled  him  to  act  almost 
namediately  the  Act  had  passed,  and  to 
snbslantiate  it  on  the  first  sale  of  the 
taant  right ;  and  it  did  not  allow  him 
to  reoeiTe  compensation,  unless  he  could 
Sitidy  the  Ck>urt  that  he  or  his  prede- 
SBSsora  in  title  had,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
viade  these  money  payments,  and  that 
fliejhad  not  been  repaid,  by  increase  of 
nat  or  any  other  way.    He  must  re- 
peat his  regret  at  the  decision  of  the 
QoYemmenty  and    ask    as    many  who 
agrsed  with  him  to   enter  a    protest 
against  the  unreasonable  attitude  of  the 
mremment  in  declining  to  accept  the 
Amendment  in  any  shape  or  form. 

Tm  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law),  in  moving  to 
disagree  with  the  Amendment,  said, 
fliat  in  the  £16,000  case  referred  to 
by  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
Ofporite  ^Cr.  Oibson),  and  which  was 
weU  known  to  him  (the  Attorney  Oene- 
nJ  for  Ireland),  the  object  of  the  land- 
kid  buying  up  the  tenancy  was  for  the 
■ipiess  purpose  of  preventing  the  out- 

rig  tenant  having  any  dealings  with 
■fwinmitig  tenant,  so  that  there  should 


be  no  transmission  of  interest  from  the 
one  to  the  other.  If  that  landlord  was  a 
wise  man  he  had  got  something  for  his 
purchase,  and  if  he  had  not  charged  an 
increased  rent  he  could  do  so  under  the 
Bill.  But  why,  because  the  landlord 
might  have  made  an  improvident  pur- 
chase from  A|  should  he  go  to  B  when 
he  sold  his  tenant  right  and  say  — 
<<  Come,  now,  pay  me  back  what  I  gave 
for  the  tenant  right  ?  "  Why  on  earth 
should  that  be  ?  Why  should  the  land- 
lord be  indemnified  for  a  foolish  bar- 
gain, by  the  incoming  tenant,  who  might 
never  even  have  seen  his  predecessor, 
and,  at  all  events,  got  nothing  from 
him? 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said]  Amendment." — 
{^Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,) 

Mr.  BRAJ^D  said,  he  should  follow 
the  Government  into  the  lobby,  because 
he  thought  the  Amendment  dealt  with 
the  case  in  a  most  unjust  way.  As  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had  said, 
if  the  landlord  paid  an  unfair  price  for 
the  tenant  right,  it  was  monstrous  that 
he  should  be  able  to  call  on  the  present 
tenant  to  pay  him  again. 

Captain  AYLMER  said,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  forgot  that 
it  was  left  to  the  Court  to  say  what  the 
landlord  was  to  have.  [**No,  no!"] 
He  (Captain  Aylmer)  maintained  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  not  acting  equitably.  It  seemed  to 
him  (Captain  Aylmer)  that  the  incoming 
tenant  was  thn  right  person  to  pay,  be- 
cause, if  by  the  Act  he  got  the  right  to 
sell,  surely  he  had  the  right  to  pay  the 
money.  The  Bill,  moreover,  gave  him 
fixity  of  tenure  for  15  years.  He  was 
very  sorry  the  Government  would  not 
accept  the  Amendment,  because  it  would 
have  the  effect  of  removing  that  damn- 
ing word  **  confiscation,"  which  was 
partly  applicable  to  the  Bill  as  it  left  the 
House.  He  thought  the  matter  ought 
to  be  left  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the 
Court,  and  that  the  landlords  ought  to 
be  left  in  a  position  to  bring  in  question 
the  amount  which  had  been  paid  by  the 
outgoing  tenants,  subject,  of  course,  to 
the  deductions  which  might  be  deemed 
just,  having  reference  to  increased  rent. 

IFiret  NighU] 
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Mr.  NEWDEGATE  :  Sir,  the  issue 
of  this  Bill  is  at  length  clear.  The 
Party  which  used  to  be  the  Party  of  Pro- 
gress has  become  extensively  retrograde. 
The  principle  of  this  Land  Bill,  it  is  now 
clear,  is  the  establishment  of  feudalism 
in  Ireland.  This  principle  is  not  abso- 
lutely new  among  the  Li  beral  Party ;  for 
it  was  contemplated  and  indicated  in  this 
House  by  the  late  Mr.  John  Stuart  Mill, 
and  was  probably  the  fruit  of  his  Indian 
training.  What  is  this  principle  of  com- 
pensation for  disturbance  ?  It  is  recog- 
nizing in  the  tenant  what  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
has  just  described  as  a  title,  a  valuable 
interest  in  the  land,  which  is  to  be  sale- 
able, totally  apart  from  all  interests  in 
improvements  which  he  may  have  made 
upon  his  holding,  for  his  interest  in  these 
improvements  has  been  otherwise  recog- 
nized and  dealt  with.  That  which  the 
House  is  now  dealing  with  is  an  interest 
supposed  to  exist  in  the  tenant,  arising 
out  of  the  mere  fact  of  occupation  apart 
from  all  improvements.  This  Bill  will 
convert  all  that  is  now  freehold  in  the 
ownership  of  Irish  land  into  copyhold, 
and  that  is  a  feudal  tenure ;  but  apart, 
as  you  propose  to  create  it,  from  all  obli- 
gation to  military  service.  You  Liberals 
are  in  the  habit  of  taunting  me  with 
being  antiquated  in  my  opinions.  My 
principles  are  modem,  compared  with 
those  on  which  you  Liberals  are  now 
acting,  for  you  have  gone  back  200 
years  to  find  the  system  you  have  now 
adopted.  Feudal  tenures  were  abo- 
lished in  this  country  by  the  12  Charles 
II. ;  you  are  reversing  the  principle  of 
that  Act,  yet  you  stiU  call  yourselves  the 
Party  of  Progress. 

Sia  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  felt 
that  a   very  monstrous  and  g^ss  in- 

1'ustice  would  be  perpetrated  on  the  land- 
ords  of  Ireland  if  the  Amendment  were 
not  passed,  because  the  Bill  would  enable 
the  tenant  to  sell  that  which  he  had  al- 
ready been  paid  for.  [*'  Oh,  oh ! "]  It 
was  no  use  mincing  matters.  With  re- 
gard to  the  question,  he  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether 
the  landlords  of  Ulster  had  not  pur- 
chased the  tenant  right  of  tenants  mainly 
and  principally  in  their  interest?  It 
would,  therefore,  be  an  act  of  gross  in- 
juBtice  to  the  landlord  to  deprive  him  of 
the  tenant  right,  after  having  paid  hard 
onahforit 


Mb.  FITZPATmCK  said,  that  the 
system  of  aUowing  landlords  to  buy  oat 
the  tenants  was  a  new  one ;  and  he  re- 
gretted  that  the  Government  could  not 
accept  the  Amendment  in  some  shape  or 
other,  and  thus  endeavour  to  do  justice 
to  the  landlords  of  Ireland.  In  his  idea. 
Parliament  ought  to  give  all  the  en- 
couragement possible  to  that  class  of 
landlords  who  had  done  their  best  to 
make  prosperous  the  country  in  which 
they  lived. 

Mb.  WABTON  (speaking  amid  great 
interruption)  said,  the  fallacy  which 
underlay  the  argument  of  the  right  hon* 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  was  that  the  land- 
lord had  paid  a  preposterous  price  fbr 
the  tenant  right.  He  (Mr.  Wartbn)  need 
not  remind  so  distinguished  a  lawyer 
that  men,  as  a  rule,  acted  more  reason- 
ably than  that ;  but  even  if  they  paid  A 
fair  price  efforts  were  made  to  talce  their 
property  away. 

LoBD  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  said, 
he  was  sorry  to  intervene  between  the 
House  and  the  division ;  but  the  House 
was  asked  to  perform  an  act  of  such 
gross  and  glaring  injustice,  an  act  sup- 
ported by  arguments  so  disingenuous  as 
those  which  had  come  from  the  Front 
Bench,  that  he  could  not  keep  silent. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  put  a 
case  where  a  landlord  had  bought  up 
the  tenant  ris^ht,  and  assumed  that  in 
consequence  he  charged  an  increased 
rent.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman assumed  that  he  had  given  a  pre- 
posterous price  for  it,  which  he  made  the 
tenant  recoup  him  in  addition  to  the 
rent  put  on,  although  he  knew  per- 
fectly well  that  at  the  end  of  the  clause 
were  the  words — *'  But  whatever  sum  the 
landlord  may  be  entitled  to  is  to  be  sub- 
ject to  deduction  for  any  money  which  he 
receives  by  way  of  fine  or  increased 
rent.''  If  the  landlord  had  received 
compensation  by  way  of  increased  rent, 
how  could  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  say  that» 
under  this  clause,  he  had  a  riffht,  in 
addition,  to  ask  for  aU  the  sum  ne  had 
paid  ?  Suppose  two  tenants  came  into 
two  tenancies,  side  by  side ;  in  the  one, 
tenant  right  existed,  and  the  incoming 
tenant  paid  £500  for  the  riffht ;  in  the 
other,  the  tenant  riffht  had  been  ao« 
quired  and  bought  up  by  the  landlord,  he 
(liord  George  Hamilton)  wonld  assume^ 
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for  the  same  mxm^  £500.  It  was  now 
proposed  that  the  man  who  had  paid 
abaolately  nothing  for  the  tenant  nght 
■hoold  he  aUe  to  sell  the  tenant  right 
in  exactly  the  same  way  as  the  man  who 
had  paid  £500  for  it.  [«No,  no!"] 
That  was  what  the  (Government  pro- 
posed, and  he  defied  anyone  to  contradict 
mn.  The  Prime  Minister  had  admitted 
it^  and  had  altered  Clause  7  in  conse- 
onence  of  that  admission.  If  you  divide 
ue  intereat  on  any  holding  between  the 
tmant  right  and  rent,  the  tenant  right 
■nd  the  rent  combined  would  exceed  the 
nbie  of  the  holding — that  is,  it  would 
SMoed  the  amount  any  tenant  would  pay 
hi  the  ahape  of  rent ;  and  now  the  Go- 
lenunent  said  that  when  the  landlord 
kid  both  interests,  though  he  could  not 
ampensate  himself  in  uie  shape  of  in- 
aeasod  rent,  he  was  to  be  mulcted  of 
that  which  they  had  previously  en- 
eonraged  him  to  obtain.  The  Prime 
Minister,  on  the  occasion  of  moving  the 
noond  reading  of  the  Bill,  had  made  an 

anent  peroration,  in  which  he  had 
that  blq  was  walking  by  the  light 
of  jnstioe,  and  that,  therefore,  he  could 
lot  go  astray;  but  he  (Lord  George 
Hanmton)  wished  they  heard  a  little  less 
of  it  in  hu  words  and  saw  a  little  more 
of  it  in  his  aots. 

Tm  SOUCITOB  GENERAL  (Sir 
Kabbeb  Hxbschbll)  said,  if  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord 
Geoige  HamiltoiO  would  read  the  clause 
flsimlly,  and  reflect  a  little,  he  would 
sea  that  although  there  was  a  possible  in- 
jiisttee  in  some  few  cases  to  the  land- 
Jfltds  if  the  Amendment  were  not  ac- 
•eptad,  there  was  a  certain  and  greater 
miofltioe  to  the  tenant  if  it  were.  The 
ulster  tenant  right  consisted  of  a  num- 
bsr  of  elements  of  which  the  improve- 
ments  made  was  one.  Let  them  suppose 
that  the  tenant  whose  tenant  right  was 
pirchased  had  made  a  large  number  of 
improvements ;  in  that  case  it  was  ob- 
vioos  that  for  the  tenant  right  he  would 
get  a  considerable  sum  of  money.  Sup- 
pose that  the  price  the  landlord  paid  for 
ms  tenant  right  was  £1,000,  the  rent  of 
fte  holding  being  £100  a-year.  All 
the  imntovements  became  tho  land- 
lords. The  incoming  tenant  had  no  far- 
ftsr  daim  to  these  improvements.  The 
landlord  let  to  a  new  tenant,  say  at  a 
vent  <tf  £150  a-year,  which  was  sup- 
posed to  be  a  fair  rent,  and  the  rent 
irlijeh  would  be  fixed  by  the  Oourt.  The 


Court,  in  fixing  the  rent  at  that  sum, 
would  take  into  consideration  the  fact 
that  the  landlord  was  the  sole  person 
who  had  made  the  improvements,  and 
that  the  tenant  had  nothing  but  the  bare 
right  of  occupancy.  The  tenant  pro- 
ceeded to  sell  his  tenancy  next  year, 
having  paid  £150  rent  for  a  single  year. 
Of  course,  all  that  the  landlord  had  re- 
ceived, and  all  that  it  was  right  to  de- 
duct, was  £50,  so  the  £950,  according 
to  the  clause,  still  remained  due  to  the 
landlord  out  of  the  purchase  money. 
But  what  had  the  tenant  to  sell  ?  He 
had  got  to  sell  the  tenancy  only,  with 
the  rent  fixed  at  £150  a-year,  because 
the  landlord  had  purchased  up  the  im- 
provements. Suppose  the  tenant  sold  for 
£300,  whatever  he  got  was  to  go  to  the 
landlord,  and  the  landlord  was  to  be  en- 
titled to  every  bit  of  it.  Even  although  the 
tenant  sold  for  £300  or  £400,  because  he 
had  made  improvements,  the  whole  of 
the  money  which  he  received  for  his  im- 
provements was  to  go  to  the  landlord  in 
payment  of  £950.  That  was  the  pro- 
posal of  this  clause.  [**  No,  no ! "]  He 
(the  Solicitor  General)  said  that  was  the 
proposal  of  the  clause,  and  that  was  the 
proposal  they  were  asked  to  accept  in  the 
solemn  name  of  justice. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  272 ;  Noes 
145  :  Majority  127.— (Div.  List,  No.  362.) 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Gladstone,  the 
next  Amendment,  in  page  2,  line  34, 
after  (**  tenancy,*')  to  insert — 

(**0r  for  moneys  payable  to  the  landlord 
under  the  preceding  sab-section  in  respect  of 
the  purchase  or  acquisition  by  the  landlord  or 
his  predecessors  in  title  of  the  Ulster  tenant 
right  custom  or  the  benefit  of  such  usage,  or  of 
any  right  of  sale  of  the  tenant's  interest  in  such 
holding,") 

— agreed  to. 


Page   3,   line    30,    after    the 
"  usage,"  insert  the  words — 


word 


<t 


tt 


<i 


(15.)  Where  a  sale  of  a  tenancy  is  made 
under  a  judgment  or  other  process  of  law 
against  the  tenant,  or  for  the  i>ayment  of 
the  debts  of  tho  deceased  tenant,  the  sale 
shall  be  deemed  to  bo  made  by  the  tenant, 
and  shall  be  made  in  the  proscribed  man- 
ner, subject  to  the  conditions  of  this  sec- 
tion, so  far  as  tho  same  are  applicable. 
(16.)  Any  sum  payable  to  tho  landlord 
out  of  tho  purchase  moneys  of  the  tenancy 
under  this  section  shall  be  a  first  charge 
upon  the  purchase  moneys. 
(17.)  A  landlord,  on  receiving  notice  of  an 
mt^ded  sale  of  tiie  tenancy  may,  if  he  is 
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not  desirous  of  purchasing  the  tenancy 
otherwise  than  as  a  means  of  securing  the 
payment  of  any  sums  due  to  him  for  ar- 
rears of  rent  or  other  breaches  of  the  con- 
tract or  conditions  of  tenancy,  give  notice 
within  the  prescribed  time  of  the  sum 
claimed  by  him  in  respect  of  such  arrears 
and  breaches,  such  sum  failing  agreement 
between  the  landlord  and  tenant  to  be  de- 
termined  by  the  Court,  and  riiould  the 
tenant  determine  to  proceed  with  the  sale 
may  claim  to  purchase  the  tenancy  for 
such  sum,  if  no  purchaser  is  found  to  give 
the  same  or  a  greater  sum ;  and  the  limd- 
lord,  if  no  purchaser  be  found  within  the 
prescribed  time  to  give  the  same  or  a 
greater  sum,  shall  be  flkdjudged  thepurchaser 
of  the  tenancy  at  that  sum,*' 

— the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  {Mi,  Law)  said,  though  the 
Goyemment  did  not  see  the  neces- 
sity for  the  Amendment,  they  would 
ask  the  House  to  accept  it,  subject  to 
tho  omission  of  the  words  ''  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  made  by  the  tenant,"  which 
would  enable  the  Court  to  meet  a  diffi- 
culty of  procedure  which  occurred  to 
him.  He  would  move  the  omission  of 
these  words  accordingly.  The  effect 
would  be  that  the  sale  should  be  made 
simply  in  the  prescribed  manner  subject 
to  the  conditions  of  the  section.  That 
would  enable  the  Court  to  make  rules  to 
carry  out  the  provision  of  the  section,  so 
far  as  might  be,  in  conformity  with  the 
ordinary  legal  system. 

Amendment  proposed  to  said  Amend- 
ment, in  line  3,  to  leave  out  the  words 
"shall  be  deemed  to  be  made  by  the 
tenant."  —  {Mr.  Attormy  Omeral  for 
Ireland,") 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
said  Amendment." 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  did  not  see  how 
the  conditions  prescribed  in  the  Ist 
clause  could  be  complied  with.  Who 
was  to  give  all  the  notices  that  were  to 
be  prescribed,  because  they  could  hardly 
expect  the  sheriff  to  do  so,  and  it  would 
not  be  to  the  interest  of  the  tenant  to  do 
so? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Fa&rbb  Hbbsohsll)  replied,  that  the 
matter  would  have  to  be  settled  by  the 
Court. 

Mb.  lea  my  asked  if,  under  the 
Amendment,  a  landlord  not  instituting 


proceedings  to  eject  a  tenant  for  non- 
payment, could  proceed  against  him  by 
way  of  summons ;  and,  also,  if  he  would 
have  the  right  of  pre-emption  where  he 
proceeded  by  writ  of  summons  against 
the  tenant  for  the  recovery  of  his  rent  ? 

VisooxTOT  FOLKESTONE  asked  whe- 
ther,  after  the  landlord  had  become  the 
purchaser  of  the  tenant  right,  and  a  new 
tenant  had  been  put  upon  the  farm,  the 
new  tenant  would  be  enabled  to  sell  the 
tenant  right  of  the  farm  which  the 
landlord  nad  been  adjudged  to  have 
bought  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  I  cannot  speak 
again. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Yes,  Sir ;  he 
would  be  able  to  sell  his  interest,  what- 
ever it  is. 

Mb.  PARNELL  thought  it  would  be 
desirable  to  have  an  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion which  had  been  put  to  the  (Govern- 
ment by  an  hon.  Member  sitting  on  his 
side  of  the  House  (Mr.  Leamy),  as  to 
whether  the  effect  of  the  Amendment 
would  be  to  take  the  sale  out  of  the  cate- 
gory of  sales  made  by  the  tenant,  and, 
if  so,  under  what  class  of  sales  it  would 
come;  and,  further,  whether  the  landlord 
would  have  the  right  of  pre-emption  or 
not  under  Clause  I  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  job 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  rose  to  answer  the 
question,  but 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE  rose  to  a 
point  of  Order,  demanding  of  the 
Speaker  whether  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  could  answer  these 
questions,  after  having  refused  to  reply 
to  a  question  put  by  him  (Yisoount 
Folkestone)  ? 

Mb.  O'KELLY  :  For  the  purpose  of 
enabling  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman — f"  OSder,  order ! "] 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  have  to  point  out 
that  it  is  customary  to  allow  consider- 
able latitude  in  answering  questions  to  a 
right  hon.  Member  havinfl:  charire  of  a 
BiU. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  matter 
would  be  remitted  by  the  dause  to  the 
Court  to  prescribe  the  rules.  His  belief 
was  that  the  Court  would  not  rule  that 
any  right  of  pre-emption  existed  for  the 
landlord. 

Question  put,  and  agre$d  to:  wor4f 
itru9h  <mt  accordingly. 
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ICotion  made,  and  Question  propoBed» 
"  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  The 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment,  as 
imended."— (Ifr.  Attwney  O&neral  for 
Mmut.) 

Mb.  TTRATiV  said,  this  sub-section 
(15)  had  been  put  in  at  the  instance  of 
Lori  Oaims.  Under  the  Amendment, 
flie  landlord  could  not  only  exercise  his 
right  of  pre-emption  and  evade  the  sale, 
hut  oould  hare  the  sale  take  place  10 
times  over. 

Question  put. 

Mb.  PABNELL  asked  whether  sub- 
sections 16  and  17  were  before  the 
House  at  present,  or  only  sub-section 
15? 

ICb.  SPEAKEB  said,  that  sub-sec- 
tions 16,  16y  and  17  were  before  tiie 
House. 

Mb.  FAENELL  wished  to  move  the 
omission  of  sub-section  16. 

Mb.  speaker  said,  it  was  too  late 
to  do  so,  the  Question  hayixig  been  put. 
The  House  had  now  to  decide  on  sub- 
sections 15,  16,  and  17  together.  The 
one  could  not  be  isolated  from  the 
others. 

Mb.  HEALY  rose  to  a  point  of  Order. 
Hon.  Members  in  his  part  of  the  House 
thought  the  Question  before  the  House 
was  sub-section  15,  and  were  not  aware 
that  the  other  sub-sections  were  put. 
He  asked  whether  the  Amendment 
oould  not  be  amended  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  said,  the  sub-sections 
were  dealt  with,  and  one  of  them  had 
been  amended.  It  was  not  in  Order 
now  to  move  to  omit  any  particular  sub- 
section, as  he  had  put  the  Question  that 
the  House  agree  with  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ment, as  amended. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  he  was  sorry  to 
Isam  it  was  now  too  late  to  move  the 
omisBion  of  sub-section  1 6,  and  a  part  of 
■ub-section  17,  for  he  believed  he  could 
have  induced  the  House  to  refuse  to 
agree  to  that  sub-section.  He  should 
be  obliged,  in  consequence,  to  take  a 
division  against  the  whole  of  the  Amend- 
ment. Sub-section  16,  which  provided 
that  any  sum  payable  to  the  landlord 
Ofut  of  uie  purchase  moneys  of  the  ten- 
ancj  under  the  section  should  be  a  first 
charge  upon  the  purchase  moneys,  gave 
an  entirely  new  right  of  a  valuable  cha- 
racter to  the  landlord.  It  gave  the 
landlord  a  jprefisrential  claim  against  the 
tenant,  and  that,  he  submitted,  was  a 
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most  unfjEur  provision.  He  could  either 
proceed  by  ejectment  for  non-payment, 
or  he  could  compel  the  tenant  to  sell  his 
interest  in  the  holding.  The  landlord 
thus  had  a  preferential  claim  for  the 
whole  of  his  rent,  and  was  exceptionally 
protected  over  other  creditors  as  regarded 
one  year's  rent.  Up  to  the  present  time 
the  landlord  had  no  such  preferential 
claim.  Some  valid  reason  should  be 
^iven  by  the  Government  for  afford- 
ing landlords  this  double  chance.  He 
thought  that  the  Government  had  not 
acted  fairly  in  a^eeing  to  the  Amend- 
ment on  such  sught  examination,  and 
that  they  ought  to  have  given  some 
strong  reasons  for  the  course  they  had 
taken  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  EYLANDS  said,  he  also  regretted 
very  much  that,  owing  to  the  form  in 
which  the  Amendment  was  before  the 
House,  they  could  not  deal  with  this 
16th  sub- section.  As  that  sub-section 
stood,  it  might  work  such  a  gross  injus- 
tice to  the  creditors  of  tenants  in  Ireland 
that  he  could  not  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment. It  might  so  happen  that  when 
a  permanent  improvement  was  made, 
the  landlord  might  come  and  sweep  in 
the  whole  of  the  money.  It  was  quite 
plain,  and  if  any  person  chanced  to  visit 
the  earth  from  another  sphere,  he  would 
see  at  once  that  these  Amendments  had 
been  made  by  a  House  of  Landowners, 
lie  should  certainly  vote  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell). 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  he  was  surprised 
that  this  matter  should  have  escaped  the 
attention  of  the  Government,  for  the 
question,  which  was  closely  allied  to  the 
Law  of  Distress,  had  already  been  dis- 
cussed. It  was  a  very  retrograde  step 
for  that  House  to  take.  It  was  now  im- 
possible for  them  to  retrieve  their  error. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  wished  to  point 
out  to  hon.  Members  that  those  sub -sec- 
tions only  applied  when  there  was  a  sale 
of  the  actual  tenancy  on  which  the  rent 
accrued,  and  it  would  be  absurd,  he 
thought,  when  the  tenancy  was  sold,  not 
to  make  some  provision  that  the  rent 
should  be  paid  out  of  the  proceeds. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  347  ;  Noes 
87:  Majority  260.— (Div.  List,  No. 
363.) 

Insert  Clause  A  (Prohibition  of  sub- 
dividing and  sub-lettinff),  the  next 
Amendment,  read  a  second  time. 
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The  ATTOENEY    GENERAL   fob  the   land  beinf  properly  manured,  ahall  not 

IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)    said,    the  pro-  be  deemed  a  auS-letting  for  the  pmpoaee  of  this 

posed  clause  ran  as  follows  : — 

<*  The  tenant  from  year  to  year  of  a  tenancy  Mb.  HEALY  said,  after  the  state- 
to  whidi  this  Act  applies  ahaU  not,  without  the  ment  by  the  (JoYemment  that  they 
consent  of  the  landford  m  writing,  sub^vide  thought  it  desirable  for  the  protection 
his  holdmg,  or  sub-let  the  same  or  any  part  •  .^^  A«„*«i.«  4.k«4.  *i»:-  -«Vx  i^/«4,«^  •*•« 
thereof.  Any  act  done  by  the  tenant  ii  Son-  <>?  **^®  tenants  that  this  sub-letting  pro- 
travention  of  this  provision  shall  be  absolutely  Vision  should  be  inserted,  it  would  be 
void."  useless  for  the  Irish  Members  to  raise 
By  the  Bill,  as  it  stood,  a  tenant  from  a^y  objection ;  but  i*  ^^s  <)ne  of  the 
year  to  year  was  prohibited  during  a  extraordinary  things  about  the  BiU  that 
statutory  term  from  sub-letting  or  sub-  "^^^^  ^f^  8?^®  ^**^  ^^/^*S?,i  ®^  *^*^ 
dividing  without  the  consent  of  the  land-  ^^^  w^**^  *^®  0**1®'-  /*\®  ^V^  ^.*«  o^® 
lord;  but  if  the  same  tenant  had  no  of  the  most  ingemous  legisla^ve  instru- 
statutory  term,  there  was  no  prohibition  5?^*8   «^®'  produced  by  Parhament. 

or  direction  as  to  whether  he  might  sub-  t^^y^^^  ^.-^f^^  ^^®  *  *®?*^*  ^^ 

let  or  not.    The  difficulty  was  one  which  benefit  of  this  BiU  they  must  take  away 

chiefly  affected  the  tenant,  having  regard  *?®"gb*  he  at  present  possessed—the 

to  the  frame  of  the  Bill.    Ashon.  Mem-  S?^*  ^^    sub-letting       L"  No,    no ! "] 

bers  were  aware,  the  only  tenant  who  ^he  House,  by  repealing  the  1 3th  sec- 

was  a  tenant  within  the  meaning  of  the  ^^^  ^^  the  Act  of  1870,  took  away  the 

Bill  was  a  tenant  in  occupation  of  his  Power  of  the  landlord  to  veto  the  nght 

holding,  and  the  necessary  result  of  that  ?^  assignment ;  but  they  now  proposed 

was  that  if  the  tenant  was  tempted  to  ^  neutrahze  that  by  t^ng  away  the 

sub-let,  even  although  he  broke  no  sta-  power  of  sub-letting.    He  considered  it 

tutory  condition,  because  none  existed,  »  ^^^^  unfortunate  thing  that  the  Go- 

he  would  at  once  put  himself  outside  the  vemment  found  it  necessary  to  insert 

scope  of  the  BiU.    Therefore,  it  was  of  *^S,®^*^^\^™      .,             .  ,,       ,  . 

enormous  importance  to  the  tenants  that  .  -M-b.  LBAMY  said,  one  of  the  objeo- 

their  obligations  in  respect  of  sub-letting  tio^s    to  the  Amendment  was  that  it 

shouldbemadeunifomlyappUcable,and  would  prevent  a  tenant  building  a  la- 

that  they  should  know  that  if  they  did  bourer's  cottage  and  attaching  it  to  a 

these  acts  they  put  themselves  entirely  ^^^l^^  ^^-    He  must,  however,  say 

outside  the  Bill,   and  rendered  them-  cai^didly  that,  with  that  exception,  he 

selves  incapable  of  going  to  the  Court  tad  no  objection  to  see  the  power  of 

to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed.     The  clause  sub-lettmg  taken  away, 

proposed  was,  therefore,  inserted  so  as  Capt^  AYLMER  said,  he  thought 

to  warn  the  tenants,  and  render  it  im-  **^®  ^^^^^  inserted  by  the  Lords  at  the 

possible  that  they  should  damage  them-  ®»^  ^^  the  clause  were  quite  necessary, 

selves  by  sub-letting  orsub-division.  The  and  that  the  noble  Lord  who  proposed 

Government,  however,  proposed  to  omit  ^P®?^  ™®;^  °^95®  ^f  the  state  of  things  in 

the  last  sentence  of  the  clause  added  in  Ireland  than  the  nght  hon.  and  learned 


unnecessary,  as  an  illegal  act  was  neces-  ®^®  *t**  ^^^  ^^  ^^'  P^*^  would  not  be 

sarily  void,  and  to  insert  words  provid-  ^  V^^  i*  ^^  ^^^^^  t^at  any  act  done  in 

ing  that  letting  on  conacre,  agistment,  contravention  of  the  provision  would  be 

or  temporary  pasturage  should  not  be  '^S^^^.^^J^l?*®^  ^^r*  ,     ^ 

deemed  a  sub-letting  within  the  meaning  M»-  PAENELL  thought  the  Qovem- 

of  the  Act.  ment  might  make  some  qualification  of 

the  proposed  Amendment,  which  would 

Amendment  proposed  to  said  Amend-  give  to  the  tenant  under  the  Act  of  1870 

ment,  to  leave  out,  at  end,  the  words —  the  right  which  the  repeal  of  the  13th 

"  Any  act  done  by  the  tenant  in  contravention  section  gave  him — namely,  the  right  of 

of  this  provision  shall  be  absolutely  void,"  and  sub-division  by  assignment  to  more  than 

^^r^*Jf^®°'  °'"?'®  ^l"^fi^  ^^  ^?^  f'*''  ^^®  one  person.    The  result  of  the  present 

grrS^  ftT7or'rp^e"<i'?tlS  ^^M  ^«f  *^^*  *^^  Governmen^t  took 

solely  used,  and  which  shall  be  solely  used,  for  &way,  by  the  clause,    the  -nf^CLi  which 

the  growing  of  potatoes  or  other  green  crops,  they  haa  previously  given  £he  tenant* 
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Wonld  it  not  be  fiuzer,  he  aaked,  to 
modify  that  dause  bo  as  to  Beciire  him 
against  danger,  and  leave  to  him  his 
light  of  aaMetting,  and  at  the  same 
time  giving  him  the  right  of  applying  to 
the  (S>arfc  to  fix  a  jndioial  rent  and  a 
statatoiy  term  ? 

The  80LI0IT0R  GENERAL  (Sir 
Fabbkb  Hebsghell)  pointed  ont  that  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Pamell)  was  under 
a  misapprehensiony  because  assignment 
vas  one  thing  and  sub-letting  and  sub- 
division anower.  The  18th  seotion  of 
the  Land  Act  of  1870  dealt  only  with 
assignment,  and  it  provided,  in  the  case 
of  assignment  without  the  consent  of  the 
landlord,  that  there  should  be  no  com- 
pensation for  disturbance.  But  the  pro- 
vision fhey  were  now  considering  dealt 
only  with  the  case  of  sub-letting  or  sub- 
division, and  what  the  Government  had 
done  in  framing  the  clause  was  entirely 
consistent  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Land  Act. 

Mb.  DAWSON  hoped  that  the  Amend- 
ment would  not  interfere  with  the  right 
of  occupiers  to  let  land  for  labourers' 
dwellings. 

Amendment  agrud  to :  words  inserted 
accordingly. 

Said  Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed 
to. 

Amendments  as  far  as  Amendment  in 
page  5,  line  15,  read  a  second  time. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Attobxet  Genebal 
for  Ibelaio),  the  first  five  agreed  to,  as 
follows : — la  pag^  3,  line  87,  leave  out 
fiom  ("  intestate  ")  to  ("  then  ")  in  line 
89;  in  line  40,  leave  out  (''next  of 
kin"),  and  insert  (''persons  entitled 
under  the  Statutes  of  Distribution  to  his 
personal  estate ") ;  in  page  4,  line  2, 
bave  out  ("  his  "),  and  insert  (**  the  ") ; 
in  lines  7  and  8,  leave  out  (**  next  of 
kin"),  and  insert  ("  leaving  any  person 
entitled  to  his  personal  estate  or  any  part 
thereof")  ;  and  in  line  9,  leave  out  &om 
("tenant ")  to  the  end  of  the  clause. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Attoeney  Genebal 
forliiSLAHD,  in  page  4,  line  25,  after 
("tenancy")  insert  ("after  giving  to 
the  landlord  the  prescribed  notice  ") ; 
and  in  page  5,  line  10,  leave  out  from 
("  soil ")  to  the  end  of  the  paragraph ; 
the  remaining  Amendments  disagreed  to. 

Fkige  5,  line  1 5,  leave  out  the  words 
I'sabdivide  or  sublet  his  holding/'  and 
insert  the  words— 


**  In  writing,  subdiTide  his  holding  or  sublet 
the  same,  or  any  part  thereof,  or  erect  or  Buffer 
to  be  erected  thoroon,  saye  as  in  this  Act  pro- 
vided, any  dwelling-house,  in  addition  to  those 
already  upon  the  holding  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  this  Act,  nor  suffer  to  be  used  as  a 
dwelling-house  any  building  which,  at  the  time 
of  the  passing  of  tnis  Act,  was  not  so  used,  with 
tho  knowledge  and  consent  of  the  landlord," 

— ^the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  think  the  Amendment  could 
be  asseAted  to  as  it  stood,  although  at 
the  same  time  it  had  a  reasonable  pur- 
pose in  it.     The  multiplication  of  dwell- 
ing-houses on  a  holding  was  not  an  act 
fairly  within  the  province  of  the  tenant, 
and  might  prove  very  injurious  to  the 
holding,      lie    divided,    however,    the 
Amendment  into  two  parts, that  which  re- 
lated to  the  erection  of  any  new  dwelling- 
houses  ;  and,  secondly,  that  which  related 
to  the  use  of  any  buildingfor  the  purposes 
of  habitation  which  at  the  time  of  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Act  was  not  so  used.  With  re- 
gaxd  to  the  first,  the  Government  thought 
that  the  words  were  objectionable  on  the 
grounds  of  ambiguity.     He  need  hardly 
say  that  the  Government  were  quite  op- 
posed to  the  multiplication  of  dwelling- 
houses  on  a  holding ;  but  it  was  quite 
evident  that  in  some  parts  of  the  country 
it  would  be  a  common  and  very  useful 
thing  that  where  a  tenant  had  gone  upon 
the  holding,  living  in  a  poor  hut  not 
well  situated  for  the  purposes  of  a  dwell- 
ing-house, it  might  happen  that,   im- 
E roving  in  his  circumstances  and  means, 
e  would  erect  a  decent  dwelling-house, 
and  cease  to  occupy  that  hut  as  a  dwell- 
ing-house, and  convert  it  into  an  out- 
house.   It  would  be,  he  thought,  a  great 
pity  to  allow  any  words  to  go  into  the 
Bill  to  discourage  that  proceeding.     He 
therefore  proposed  to    strike    out    the 
words  standing  in  the  Amendment,  ''in 
addition  to,"  for  the  purpose  of  inserting 
"otherwise  than  in   substitution  for." 
That,   he  thought,   would  prevent  the 
arbitrary    multiplication    of    dwelling- 
houses.     With  regard  to  the  second  part 
of  the  Amendment,  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  omit  it  altogether,  because,  after 
all,  how  did  the  case  stand  ?    They  had 
still  a  large  portion  of  the  population  of 
Ireland  very  indifferently  lodged.     The 
man  occupied  a  small  hut,  which  was 
tolerable  for  himself  and  wife ;  but,  as 
his  children  multiplied,  he  mieht  require 
additional  accommodation  which  might 
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be  enough  for  him,  howerer  poor,  and 
he  miffht  add  to  the  comfort  of  his 
family  oy  occupying  some  out-buildings 
attached  to  the  house.  Or,  again,  he 
was  not  prepared  to  say  that  if  a  daughter 
or  son  of  the  man  married,  it  should  be 
absolutely  forbidden  to  him  by  the  law 
to  find  accommodation  for  them  on  the 
holding,  when,  by  adapting  some  build- 
ing which  might  possibly  be  on  the 
holding,  and  not  required  for  any  other 
purpose,  this  could  be  done.  The  Gk>- 
vemment,  however,  proposed  to  con- 
cede to  the  House  of  Lords  and  hon. 
Qentlemen  opposite  the  proposal  that  the 
permission  to  sub-let  or  sub-divide  should 
be  a  permission  in  writing. 

Amendment  proposed  to  said  Amend- 
ment, in  lino  5,  to  leave  out  the  words 
''  in  addition  to,"  and  insert ''  otherwise 
than  in  substitution  for." — (Mr,  Olad- 
stone.) 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  he  ob- 
jected to  the  Amendment  altogether, 
and  considered  it  was  a  monstrous  inter- 
ference on  the  part  of  the  Government 
with  the  rights  and  comforts  of  the 
Irish  peasants.  It  was  based  upon  that 
peddhng  and  intrusive  action  of  the 
landlord  which  should  be  put  a  stop  to 
rather  than  encouraged,  and  the  Amend- 
ment ought  to  be  rejected  altogether. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  admitted,  as 
everyone  would  be  prepared  to  admit, 
the  wretched  condition  of  the  dwellings 
of  the  peasantry,  and  yet  the  propoMil 
of  the  Government  directly  deprived  a 
tenant  who  might  have  risen  in  the 
world  of  the  privilege  of  passing  from 
a  hovel  into  a  somewhat  better  house, 
and  of  the  power  to  build  a  more  com- 
modious dwelling. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE,  while  agree- 
ing that  the  Amendment  was  an  ex- 
tremely absurd  one,  did  not  consider 
that  the  Government  should  reject  the 
whole  of  the  Lords'  Amendment,  be- 
cause the  great  evil  of  Ireland  at  the 
present  time  was  its  overcrowding.  That 
was  acknowledged  by  everyone ;  and  it 
was  also  a  fact  that  a  man  put  his  mar- 
ried daughters,  sons,  and,  m  many  in- 
stances, his  grandchildren,  into  wretched 
lodgings  on  his  holding,  and  although 
that  was  not  formally  sub-letting,  it  was 
one  of  the  evils  of  overcrowding  that 
existed  to  some  extent.  At  present  the 
landlord  had  some  check  upon  that  sys- 
tem, and  he  had  power  to  give  his  ten- 


ant  notioe  to  quit ;  but,  according  to  the 
present  proposal,  the  landlord  would 
not  be  able  to  hold  any  threat  over  his 
head.  He  anticipated,  therefore,  that 
in  the  poorer  parts  of  the  South  and 
West  of  Ireland  overcrowding  would 
bo  further  increased  among  the  agricul- 
tural population.  The  Government  were 
not  oxuy  encouraging  the  people  to  live 
in  bad  houses,  but  discouraging  them 
from  building  good  ones.  AlSiough  the 
proposal  of  the  Lords  appeared  strin- 
gent and  harsh,  he  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  take  it  away  without 
introducing  some  provision  by  which  the 
evil  of  overcrowding  might  be  avoided. 

8m  HEEVEY  BEUOE  said,  he  re- 
gretted extremely  that  the  Government 
had  decided  not  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Lords,  which  he  considered 
was  the  most  wholesome  one  that  had 
been  made  by  their  Lordships.  By  re- 
jecting the  latter  part  of  the  Amend- 
ment the  Government  would  tend  to 
increase  those  wretched  habitations,  for 
all  sorts  of  out-buildings  and  hovels, 
which  were  now  used  for  cow-houses, 
cart-sheds,  and  stables,  would  be  used 
as  dwelling-houses  for  human  beings, 
not  only  in  the  West  and  South  of  Ire- 
land, but  in  his  own  Province,  where 
the  people  lived  in  an  unsanitary  con- 
dition. He  thought  the  Government 
should  be  glad  of  the  provision  of  the 
House  of  f^rds,  that  no  out-house  or 
building  should  be  used  as  a  dwelling 
without  the  consent  of  the  landlord. 
Labourers  sometimes  were  lodeed  in 
those  out-houses,  and  the  tenants  charged 
them — in  parts  of  Ulster — four  or  five 
times  as  much  for  those  so-called  dwell- 
ings as  they  paid  for  them  themselves, 
or  that  would  pay  for  a  good  dwelling- 
house. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  thought  the 
last  speakers  were  trvinff  to  g^ard 
against  an  evil  that  the  Bill  already 
guarded  against.  The  danger  of  over- 
crowding was  mainly  as  to  the  sub- 
division of  the  tenancy  into  a  g^at 
many  small  divisions.  The  Gbvemment 
had  prevented  that ;  and  if  these  words 
were  not  struck  out,  as  proposed  by  the 
Prime  Minister,  they  would  be  simply 
substituting  one  shape  of  the  evil  for 
another,  for  there  would  be  more  over- 
crowding of  the  families  in  the  bad 
houses  in  which  they  were  now  living. 

Sir  STAFFOED  NOETHOOTE  said, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  the  Gtovepmieni 
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were  ptooeeding  in  tbis  matter,  as  in 
other  matters  connected  with  the  Bill, 
with  a  very  extravagant  suspicion  and 
distrost  of  the  landlords.  The  argument 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
IGnister  and  others  was  that  if  the  last 
words  of  the  Amendment  were  not  left 
oat'they  would,  in  point  of  fact,  be  pre- 
venting any  building  which  was  not  now 
in  use  as  a  dwelling-house  from  here- 
after being  used  as  a  dwelling-house. 
But  that  was  not  the  meaning  of  the 
I^Kmso  at  all.  Why  were  they  to  sup- 
pose that  the  landlord  would  fail  in  that 
which  was  at  once  his  duty  and  interest, 
seeing  that  the  best  arrangements  were 
made  for  housing  the  people  living  on 
his  estate  ?  If  it  was  desirable  that  any 
particular  houses  should  be  enlarged  by 
taking  in  out-houses  and  converting  them 
into  a  dwelling-house,  the  landlord  would 
be  the  first  man  to  promote  it.  There 
was  DO  reason  why  he  should  object. 
On  the  other  hand,  they  were  going  to 
take  away  the  voice  of  the  landlords  in 
the  matter,  and,  by  the  Amendment  be- 
fore the  House  as  amended  by  the  Prime 
Hinister,  they  were  encouraging  the 
adoption  of  the  principle  that  where 
places  were  not  fit  for  habitation  there 
should  be  more  crowding  of  people  into 
them,  to  the  manifest  disadvantage  of 
those  who  were  to  be  so  overcrowded. 
He  thought  the  objection  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  taken  to  the  last  portion 
of  the  dause  was  an  unreasonable  one. 
The  Amendment  did  not  prevent  out- 
houses being  used  as  dwellings,  but 
Bud  that  they  must  not  be  so  used  with- 
out the  consent  of  the  landlord. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
had  listened  to  this  discussion  with  abso- 
lute dismay,  because  it  seemed  to  him 
that  taking  any  persons  belonging  to 
fkmilies  who  might  have  married,  and 
patting  them  into  small  out-houses 
which  were  absolute  pigsties,  was  certain 
to  produce  overcrowding  and  that  dis- 
regard of  sanitary  laws  which  was  one 
of  the  great  causes  of  the  misery  that 
pevailM  in  Ireland.  One  of  the  greatest 
bleesings  to  Ireland,  he  believed,  would 
be  if  tiie  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  K>r  Ireland  would  take  care 
that  the  ordinary  sanitary  laws  were 
enforced  in  rural  districts,  because  the 
people  were  not  yet  alive  to  the  dreadful 
erib  which  resulted  from  this  over- 
crowding. In  the  interests  of  the  ten- 
nti  Vbmf  ought  to  preserve  them  against 


this  temptation.  Instead  of  encouraging 
families  to  increase  on  one  holding  that 
was  insufficient  to  maintain  one  family, 
what  would  be  more  natural  than  that 
some  of  them  should  go  out  into  the 
world  and  provide  for  themselves  else- 
where ?  The  only  cure  which  he  looked 
forward  to  for  the  purposes  of  remedying 
this  evil,  and  which  he  believed  would 
be  a  national  one,  was  the  amalgamation 
of  the  smaller  holdings  into  the  larger 
ones,  and  the  raising  of  the  social  status 
of  the  tenants  in  possession. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  thought 
the  House  must  be  under  some  miscon- 
ception of  the  view  of  the  Government. 
He  could  not  believe  that  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government,  by  their 
proposal,  if  a  tenant  farmer  wished  to 
provide  extra  accommodation  for  his 
increased  family,  that  he  must  have 
recourse  to  a  disused  cow-house  or  shed. 
At  least,  if  the  farmer  did  so,  ho  should 
be  allowed  to  make  the  said  cow-house 
fit  for  human  habitation.  What  was 
the  use  of  the  Government  maintain- 
ing the  distinction  that  a  man  might 
only  put  members  of  his  own  family  into 
out-houses,  when  the  farmer  had  permis- 
sion to  make  it  into  a  dwelling-house  ? 
If  the  Government  really  intended  that 
a  farmer  should  have  the  right  of  pro- 
viding decent  accommodation  for  the 
members  of  his  family,  they  ought  to 
say  so  plainly  in  their  Amendment.  He 
was  convinced  that  the  plain  meaning  of 
tho  Government's  Amendment  was  not 
its  intended  meaning. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  there 
were  two  distinct  things  in  the  Amend- 
ment— one  part  of  it  related  to  the  sub- 
letting and  sub-dividing  of  land,  and 
the  other  to  the  erection  of  dwellings. 
As  to  the  first,  it  might  in  some  parts  of 
Ireland  be  objectionable;  but  ho  could 
not  see  what  objection  could  be  raised 
to  the  substitution  of  a  better  class  of 
buildings  for  small  tenants  than  those 
which  now  existed.  He  had  often  hoard 
of  Conservative  proposals ;  but  the  most 
wonderfully  Conservative  proposal  that 
had  ever  come  before  his  notice  was  that 
now  before  the  House  to  conserve  the 
mud  hovels  of  Ireland,  for  that  was 
what  the  Amendment  came  to.  Though 
there  were  many  objectionable  Amend- 
ments on  the  Paper,  he  considered  this 
the  worst  of  all.  It  was  a  notorious  fact 
that  the  peasantry  of  Ireland  had  been 
for  generations  past  the  worst-clad  and 
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the  worst-boused  in  Europe,  and  yet 
these  objectionable  dwellings  were  to  be 
conserved  by  the  Government.  Why 
should  the  House  of  Lords  or  the  House 
of  Commons  object  to  give  every  pos- 
sible encouragement  to  tne  erection  not 
only  of  better,  but  larger  dwellings  on 
farms  ?  He  hoped  that  before  the  dis- 
cussion closed  the  Government  would 
think  better  of  the  course  they  had  pro- 
posed. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  observed, 
fchat  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  said  the  Government  seemed 
to  be  animated  with  a  great  fear  of  the 
landlords ;  but  there  was  no  need  to  cast 
reflections  on  the  Irish  landlords  as  a 
body  in  discussing  that  Amendment. 
In  all  preventive  measures  they  had  to 
deal  with  the  one  exceptional  member 
of  the  community  who  might  do  wrong, 
rather  than  the  99  who  of  their  own  free 
will  did  right.  That  principle  applied 
to  the  present  Amendment,  which  he 
considered  a  most  mischievous  one,  which 
it  was  to  be  regretted  the  Government 
had  encouraged,  because  they  were  prac- 
tically giving  to  the  landlord  a  power  of 
limiting  the  accommodation  on  the  farms 
of  Ireland.  If  Conservative  Members 
were  satisfied  with  the  dwelling^  of  Ire- 
land as  they  at  present  stood,  let  them 
say  so  openly.  He  would  refer  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  me  case  of  LordLeitrim,  as  a  well* 
authenticated  illustration  of  the  auto- 
cratic power  wielded  by  the  landlord. 
A  tenant,  dissatisfied  with  his  thatched 
hovel,  built  a  snug  little  cottage  on  the 
English  model,  and  nicely  slated.  The 
hut  which  he  left  after  the  new  dwelling 
was  finished  was  converted  into  a  cow- 
house. The  first  time  Lord  Leitrim 
passed  the  spot,  and  saw  the  tenant  had 
built  a  tidy  house,  he  sent  for  the  tenant 
and  asked  who  gave  him  permission  to 
build,  and  what  he  had  done  with  the 
old  house.  The  tenant  answered  that 
he  had  put  the  cows  in  it ;  whereupon 
Lord  Leitrim  ordered  the  tenant  to  leave 
the  new  house  and  return  to  the  old 
hovel,  which  he  accordingly  did,  while 
his  cattle  were  placed  in  ^e  newlv'built 
dwelling.  He  believed  that  if  the 
Lords'  Amendment  were  modified  in 
the  manner  proposed,  the  result  would 
be  that  the  industrious  and  well-dis- 
posed tenant  farmer  woidd  be  seriously 
nampered  and  embarrassed  by  the  power 
which  the  landlord  would  still  be  enabled 
to  ezeroise  over  him. 

Mr.  T.  D.  StilUvan 


The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  explained  that 
by  striking  out  the  words  ''  in  addition 
to  "  the  tenant  farmer  would  not  be 
enabled  to  have  two  dwelling-houses 
upon  his  holding,  retaining  them  both 
as  dwelling-houses.  It  would  exactly 
meet  the  case  referred  to  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  (Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan), 
for  there  was  nothing  to  prevent  him 
building  a  new  house,  and  using  the 
other  as  a  cow-house  or  for  any  similar 
purpose.  The  first  part  of  the  clause 
was  not  so  objectionable;  but  it  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  if  the  tenant 
brought  a  family,  and  put  them  into 
possession  of  a  house  on  Ids  holdine,  in 
point  of  law  that  would  be  a  sub-division 
of  the  holding.  It  was  better  for  the 
tenant  that  he  should  be  warned.  The 
landlord  had  no  right  to  pry  into  the 
social  life  of  the  tenant,  and  try  to  find 
out  how  many  rooms  he  had  in  ms  dwell- 
ing,  or  which  building  he  used  as  a  cow- 
house. He  (the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland)  thought,  however,  he  might 
fairly  require  that  the  number  of  dwell- 
ings should  not  be  multiplied,  because  it 
probably  would  be  that  the  only  reason 
for  building  ano^er  dwelling  was  that 
there  might  be  a  sub-letting  or  sub- 
division when  it  was  built. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
understood  that  the  Amendment,  as  pro- 
posed by  the  Government,  amounted  to 
this — that  a  tenant  might  build  himself 
a  new  dwelling-house  in  substitution  of 
the  old  one,  and  turn  the  lattor  into  a 
cow-house  or  pigstye ;  but  if,  after  a 
time,  he  desired  to  provide  for  the  ac- 
commodation of  his  married  daughter  or 
son,  he  might  eied  the  pigs,  and  give 
their  abandoned  stye  to  his  children  for 
a  dwelling,  but  he  could  not  build  a  new 
house  for  them.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
the  Amendment  was  an  encouraffement 
and  a  fostering  of  the  worst  &rm  of 
overcrowding  they  could  possibly  ima- 
gine. 

Mr.  C.  S.  PARKER  observed,  that  to 
provide  for  the  increase  of  a  family  by 
suffering  to  be  used  as  human  dwelUngs 
buildings  which  were  not  intended  or 
fit  for  such  a  purpose,  was  [a  very  bad 
arrangement.  Surely,  it  would  be  a 
more  natural  and  a  better  course  to  pro- 
vide for  the  increase  of  the  family  by 
adding  to  the  existing  house.  If,  there- 
fore, me  Gt>vemment  would  insert  the 
words  **  or  in  enlargement  of "  in  fheir 
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own  Amendment,  he  thonght  the  de- 
nied end  would  be  attained.  The  Amend- 
ment ran,  as  oonrected  by  them — 

**  Erect,  or  miirer  to  be  erected  thereon,  save 
as  in  this  Act  provided,  any  dweUing-hoose 
otherwise  than  in  sabctitation  for." 

There  he  would  suggest  that  the  words 
"or  in  enlargement  of"  should  be  in- 
serted, and  then  the  Amendment  would 
continue  thus — "  those  already  on  the 
holding." 

Mb.  DAWSON  said,  the  law  itself 
was  sufficient  to  prevent  oyerorowding. 
It  stipulated  there  should  be  300  cubic 
feet  of  space  to  every  person  occupying 
a  house ;  and  if  the  Public  Hefdth  Act 
were  carried  out  properly,  they  never 
would  hear  of  those  atrocious  crimes 
which  arose  from  overcrowding  in  Eng- 
land as  well  as  in  Ireland.  The  House 
would  be  surprised  when  he  said  there 
was  only  one  corporate  body  in  Ireland 
who  had  carried  out  the  last  Public 
Health  Act  in  its  integrity,  and  that  was 
the  Corporation  of  Dublin.  If  the  Gb- 
vemment  would  insist  upon  a  proper 
observance  of  the  law  in  that  respect,  a 
vast  improvement  would  very  speedily 
tske  place. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
laidy  he  had  listened  with  very  great 
interest  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oarlow  (Mr.  Dawson),  who  was 
soon  to  occupy  the  highest  civic  position 
in  Ireland,  and  hoped  the  happiest  re- 
solts  would  follow  from  his  influence 
when  he  occupied  it.  He  quite  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  in  Ireland 
as  well  as  in  England  the  true  remedy 
for  the  overcrowding  which  they  desired 
to  stop  lay  in  the  rigid  application  of 
the  existing  laws  by  the  public  autho- 
ritiee.  The  Government  were  willing 
to  accept  a  certain  portion  of  the  Amend- 
ment, and  he  should  eive  them  his  sup- 
porty  because  he  beheved  it  would  be 
usefiil  so  far  as  it  went.  He  earnestly 
hoped,  however,  that  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  aided  and  supported  by  the 
Izish  Members,  irrespective  of  Party, 
would  firmly  carry  out  the  present  law, 
because  if  they  did  that  they  would 
■ooompliah  very  good  work.  The  land- 
lords were  placed  in  a  very  difficidt  posi- 
tion in  this  matter,  because  if  they  pro- 
hibited subletting  and  the  evils  which 
flowed  from  it,  a  greater  cry  was  raised 
on  the  ground  of  meir  alleged  tyrannical 
eooduot;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  if 
thsj  did  not  try  to  prevent  that  horrible 


system  of  sub-division,  which  was  carried 
out  very  often  by  a  man  bringing  in  his 
own  son  as  a  lodger,  then  they  were  told 
that  they  were  neglecting  the  interests 
of  their  tenants.  Landlords  were  held 
up  to  public  execration  because  they  did 
not  provide  better  accommodation  for 
the  people  on  their  estates,  although 
their  efforts  in  that  direction  encountered 
the  greatest  difficulties.  The  only  way 
in  which  a  landlord  could  be  supported 
was  by  the  public  sanitary  autnorities 
coming  forward  and  insisting  that  the 
law  should  be  carried  out. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  thought  that  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  had  met 
with  no  approval  from  any  quarter  of 
the  House ;  and  if  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Perth  (Mr.  Parker) 
was  accepted,  there  woidd  exist  no  reason 
for  omitting  the  words  in  the  House  of 
Lords'  Amendment  which  the  Govern- 
ment proposed. 

Mr.  CALLAN  also  approved  of  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Perth 
(Mr.  Parker),  and  said  the  people  of 
Ireland  well  remembered  the  verdict  of 
wilful  murder  passed  in  relation  to  an 
occurrence  on  the  Lansdowne  estate,  and 
the  terms  in  which  Chief  Justice  Pigott 
denounced  the  inhuman  regulations  pre- 
vailing on  the  estate  with  respect  to  sub- 
letting. K  this  Amendment  passed,  the 
offences  against  humanity  of  SO  years 
ago  would  simply  be  perpetuated.  If 
the  clause  were  accepted  without  some 
material  modification,  it  would  leg^ize 
to  some  extent  the  inhuman  practice 
which  was  so  strongly  denounced  by 
Chief  Justice  Pigott. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  everyone  must 
wish  to  see  the  people  well-housed,  and 
therefore  he  thought  the  view  of  the 
Prime  Minister  woidd  not  hold  water. 
He  (Lord  Elcho)  was  glad  to  learn  that 
these  cabins  and  pigstyes  could  not 
be  let,  because  that  would  be  sub- 
letting, as  forbidden  by  the  Act.  By 
way  of  showing  how  sub -letting  was 
apt  to  grow  up,  he  would  ask  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  a  case  within  his 
own  knowledge  where  a  tenant  with  a 
holding  of  10  acres  at  £5,  upon  an 
estate  on  which  sub-letting  was  prohi- 
bited, did,  without  the  knowledge  of  the 
landlord,  let  two  portions  of  his  holding 
for  £5  10«.  That  was  more  than  his 
own  rent,  and  yet  the  man  had  paid  no 
rent  for  two  years.  He  (Lord  Elcho) 
had  always  been  told  that  the  great  evil 
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of  Ireland  was  overcrowding,  and  surely, 
therefore,  it  was  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance to  take  all  possible  means  to  pre- 
vent sub-letting  and  over-crowding.  It 
was,  no  doubt,  desirable  that  the  dwell- 
ings should  be  commensurate  with  the 
size  of  families ;  but  there  was  the  well- 
known  attachment  to  the  holding  which 
tended  to  the  concentration  of  the  whole 
members  of  the  family  in  one  place,  and 
made  it  quite  possible  that  a  tenant, 
wishing  to  keep  all  his  family  at  home, 
might  add  to  the  house  and  make  it  un- 
suitable to  the  holding ;  and  therefore 
he  thought  it  would  be  well  to  insert  the 
words  *  *  provided  always  that  the  existing 
buildings  are  suitable  to  the  holding." 

Amendment  agreed  to  ;  words  inserted 
accordingly. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said 
Amendment  in  line  5,  to  leave  out  all 
the  words  after  the  word  "  Act,"  to  the 
end  of  the  said  Amendment. — (Mr, 
Gladstone,) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
said  Amendment." 

Sm  JOHN  HAY,  arguing  in  favour 
of  the  retention  of  the  latter  portion  of 
the  Lords'  Amendment,  said,  that  after 
they  had  built  their  improved  cottages, 
there  was  great  difficulty  in  getting  rid 
of  the  old  ones ;  and  he  could  five  an 
instance  with  respect  to  himself  which 
had  happened  within  the  last  12  months. 
He  built  an  improved  cottage  upon  the 
farm  and  allowed  the  old  one  to  remain, 
and  he  afterwards  found  that  the  tenant 
had  let  the  old  one  for  £5  a-year  to  per- 
sons who  were  not  wanted  upon  the 
fsirm,  and  who  were  no  credit  to  it.  For- 
tunately, in  Scotland,  the  landlords  had 
powers  which  the  Irish  landlords  had 
not — namely,  that  of  unroofing  the  cot- 
tage and  getting  rid  of  the  persons  so 
brought  in — and  thus  they  were  able  to 
remedy  the  evil.  For  his  part,  he  viewed 
the  words  inserted  in  the  clause  as  an 
exceedingly  advantageous  Amendment. 
He  agreed  with  what  had  been  said 
about  the  surroundings  and  the  amount 
of  population ;  but  if  they  were  going 
to  keep  on  the  land  an  extra  popidation, 
living  in  a  state  of  wretcnedness  in 
buildings  unfit  for  human  habitation, 
they  were  legislating  in  a  direction  that 
would  have  still  worse  effects  upon  the 
population  of  the  country.  Hesubmitted, 

LordEUho 


therefore,  that  the  last  part  of  the  pro- 
vision ought  to  be  retained,  and  so  pre- 
vent the  appropriation  of  buildings  for 
dwelling-houses  which  were  really  not 
suitable  for  human  habitation. 

Mb.  W*  ^-  FOBSTEB  denied  that, 
by  striking  out  the  latter  portion  of 
the  Lords*  Amendment,  the  Oovemment 
were  giving  encouragement  to  the  use 
of  out-houses  for  living  in  or  to  sub- 
letting. There  was  a  provision  against 
sub-letting  already,  and  the  question 
was  this — were  they  to  have  words  in 
the  Amendment  which  would  make  it 
impossible,  without  the  written  consent 
of  the  landlord,  that  any  sort  of  building, 
happening  to  be  not  previously  used  as 
a  dwelling-house,  should  ever  be  allowed 
to  be  so  used  ?  It  would  be  an  inter- 
ference with  the  tenants  which  could  do 
no  good.  There  might  be  something 
worse  than  a  bad  dw^ling,  and  that  was 
no  house  at  all.  The  only  way  to  obviate 
the  evil  was  not  by  such  Amendments 
as  these,  but  by  generally  raising  the 
standard  of  living  in  the  country. 

Mb.  LALOB  hoped  that  the  words 
would  be  struck  out,  and  pointed  oat 
that  it  would  be  necessary  in  certain 
cases  to  convert  out-buildings  into  dwell- 
ing-houses. In  the  present  state  of  Ire- 
land, and  taking  into  consideration  the 
dwelling-houses  of  the  people,  he  thought 
the  Amendment  was  most  unworthy  the 
House  from  which  it  had  come,  and  it 
would  be  most  unworthy  for  this  House 
to  allow  it  to  remain  in  the  Bill. 

Sib  THOMAS  ACLAND  appealed  to 
the  Oovemment  not  to  strike  out  that 
part  of  the  clause,  unless  they  put  some- 
thing better  in  its  place.  The  custom  of 
inhabiting  unsuitable  dwellings  in  Ire- 
land was  a  disgrace  to  that  country,  and 
ought  to  be  diaoouraged  as  &r  as  poe- 
sible. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Menu>er  for  North 
Devon  (Sir  Thomas  Adand).  He  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  would  deplore  any  Amend- 
ment by  which  encouragement  would  be 
afforded  to  persons  to  hve  on  the  land 
in  excess  of  the  number  it  could  pro- 

gerly  accommodate,  and  in  dweUing^ 
ouses  which  were  unsuitable  for  habita- 
tion. The  Amendment  of  the  Prime 
Minister  on  the  Lords' Amendment  would 
leave  unguarded  the  danger,  that  was 
too  common,  which  arose  £rom  the  fact 
that  grown-up  members  of  the  family 
were,  through  feelings  of  kindnnin;  at 
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lowed  to  remain  on  the  farm,  when,  in 
point  of  fiEust,  they  ought  to  go  away. 
fie  hoped  the  House  would  not  insist  on 
striking  out  those  words. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  not  yield  to  Whig  pres- 
sure. He  would  remind  the  Goyem- 
ment  that  it  was  not  the  opinion  of 
North  Devon,  nor  the  opinion  of  West- 
minster, that  they  had  to  consider,  but 
the  opinion  of  the  Irish  people.  What 
did  the  hon.  Members  for  tnose  places 
know  about  Ireland  ?  They  were  told, 
indeed,  that  the  Irish  tenants  were  so 
much  in  the  habit  of  building  palatial 
rosidenees  that  it  was  necessary  to  pro- 
tect them  ag^ainst  themselyes  by  giving 
the  unfortunate  and  powerless  landlords 
the  light  of  objecting  to  any  building 
they  wished.  Had  those  who  talked  in 
that  way  seen  the  squalor  in  which  the 
Irish  people  lived,  had  they  seen  the 
hundreds  of  habitations  occupied  by  a 
doaen  persons  each,  and  did  they  want  to 
prevent  these  unfortunate  people  from 
providing  themselves  with  better  houses  ? 
["No,  no!"]  Hon.  Members  might 
mj  "No !  "  as  long  as  they  liked ;  but 
that  was  the  meaning  of  the  clause.  The 
Lriah  did  not  live  in  those  miserable 
dwellings  of  their  own  choice,  and  he 
thought  it  discreditable  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers should  try  to  prevent  the  Irish 
people  from  having  better  houses.  He 
not  only  obiected  to  the  words  proposed 
ts  be  left  out ;  but  he  objected  to  the 
whole  clause,  regarding  it  as  a  miser- 
sUe  pryiuff  provision  into  the  private 
sflhirs  of  the  tenant  which  ought  not  to 
be  aooepted. 

Mr.  MAOABTNEY  objected  to  the 
(snants  having  power  provided  to  con- 
rat  out-houses  into  dwellings,  and  said, 
Aat  the  multiplication  of  families  on 
the  same  fkrm — which  generally  hap- 
psned  when  a  married  son  or  dau«^hter 
occupied  an  out-house  or  bam  as  a  house 
^was  a  fruitful  source  of  disputes  and 
quarrels  among  the  families  themselves 
snd  annoyance  to  the  landlord.  The 
Amendment  introduced  into  the  Bill 
WIS  a  g<K)d  one,  and  he  maintained  that 
lU  it  £d  was  to  prevent  more  than  one 
fcmily  being  located  upon  one  farm  that 
WIS  too  smdl  for  them. 

Mb.  EDWABD  GLAEKE  said,  that 
the  effect  of  the  omission  of  the  words 
vonid  be  to  enable  tenants  to  build  out- 
honsss  and  then  to  use  them  as  dwell- 
i^p-houMf. 


Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the 
position  of  the  Government  in  regard  to 
the  Amendment  was  this — the  more 
difficulties  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
raised  in  reference  to  the  omission  of 
the  latter  portion  of  the  clause,  the 
more  doubt  they  created  in  the  minds 
of  the  Government  as  to  whether  they 
should  retain  the  clause  at  all.  They 
wished  to  retain  the  clause ;  but  they 
could  not  with  those  words  in  it.  If 
the  objection  to  striking  out  the  words 
proposed  was  so  great,  he  must  frankly 
admit  that  the  only  alternative  the  Go- 
vernment had  was  to  strike  out  the 
clause  altogether.  They  objected  to 
the  last  part  of  the  clause,  because  it 
would  be  an  intolerable  inquisition  into 
the  private  affairs  of  the  tenant  to  see 
whether  he  had  used  certain  building^ 
on  his  farm  for  the  accommodation,  per- 
haps, of  a  growing  family.  The  re- 
msirks  of  hon.  Gentlemen  about  the 
necessity  of  comfortable  houses  for  the 
Irish  tenants  to  live  in  reminded  him  of 
the  old  story  at  the  time  of  the  abolition 
of  the  Com  Laws,  when  people  replied 
to  the  allegation  of  the  scarcity  of  bread, 
that  the  confectioners'  shops  were  full 
of  cakes  and  buns.  It  was  a  question 
between  living  and  no  living  at  all. 
Certain  people  crowded  their  families 
into  these  miserable  places,  and  there- 
fore they  would  prohibit  them  from 
putting  them  into  out-houses  where  the 
adaptation  might  be  perfectly  easy  and 

E roper.  By  not  prohibiting  persons 
rom  converting  out-houses  into  dwell- 
ings it  was  said  they  encouraged  them 
to  do  something  absurd ;  but  the  gentry 
of  Scotland  had  overbuilt  themselves, 
and  had  been  compelled  to  sell  their 
estates,  He  could  uame  counties  in 
Scotland  where  there  was  hardly  a 
gentleman  but  had  had  to  do  this  within 
the  last  two  generations.  Would  it, 
therefore,  be  a  wise  thing  to  say  that 
no  gentleman  should  be  allowed  to 
build  upon  an  estate  more  than  a  cer- 
tain portion  of  the  rental  ?  They  did 
not  encourage  the  gentry  of  Scotland 
to  build  enormous  houses  beyond  the 
means  of  their  estates,  merely  because 
they  did  not  prohibit  them.  And  it  was 
only  a  question  here  whether  they  should 
absolutely  prohibit.  The  Government 
held  that  the  matter  with  which  the 
Amendment  dealt  was  not  one  in  which 
the  Legislature  ought  to  pry,  or  with 
which  they  ought  to  intenere.     They 


L 


1427 


ZMtiZav 


[CX)MHONS} 


i^-itmdi  BUI 


U2B 


declined  to  moke  the  precise  pmdence 
of  everything  done  by  erery  tenant  in 
Ireland  an  object  of  legiBlative  enact- 
ment. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he 
was  Burprised  that  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
fleman  the  Prime  Minister  should  have 
recourso  to  so  antiquated  a  joke  in  sup- 
port of  his  argument,  and  still  more 
that  he  should  nave  made  so  egregioue 
an  historical  blunder  in  quoting  it.  All 
the  world,  except  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man,  knew  that  the  saying  about  the 
confeetioners'  shops  dated,  not  &om  the 
era  of  Com  Law  Bepeal,  but  from  that 
of  the  French  Bevolutiou,  and  was  attri- 
buted, not  to  an  English  squire,  but  to 
an  illustrious  Princess.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  County  Qalway  {Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry)  ought  to  know  something  of  the 
question,  and  he  was  in  favour  of  the 
retention  of  the  words.  He  (Lord  John 
Manners)  thought  it  would  be  an  excel- 
lent thing  that  the  Irish  tenants  should 
be  discouraged  &om  inhabiting  the 
wretched  abodes  of  which  they  seemed 
to  be  BO  fond.  He  was  anxious,  as  far 
as  possible,  to  meet  the  views  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  such  a  coao 
as  that  indicated  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  liord  Lieutenant.  It  might  be 
poBuble  to  do  that  by  introducing  the 
word  "separate,"  so  that  the  words 
might  run  "  nor  suffer  to  be  used  as  a 
separate  dwelUng-houBd."  He  bef^^ 
to  move  that  the  Amendment  be  amended 
in  that  way. 

Further  Amendment  proposed  to  said 
Amendment  in  line  7,  after  the  words 
"  as  a,"  to  insert  the  word  "  separate." 
— (_Lord  John  Manner*.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  that  word 
be  there  inserted." 

Mk.  FABNELL  said,  that  aa  the  Qo- 
vemment  had  not  conciliated  the  Con- 
servative opposition  by  agreeing  to  one 
fart  of  the  Lords'  Amendment,  it  woold 
e  better  to  re-consider  their  position 
and  see  whether  they  would  agree  to 
any  portion  of  it  at  all.  It  was  a  matter 
of  a  very  small  and  petty  character ;  but 
the  power  which  had  been  used  by  land- 
lords in  that  way  had  caused  consider- 
able irritation.  He  fully  admitted  that 
in  ordinary  circumstances  it  was  not 
ti^ht  that  the  tenant  should  be  per- 
mitted to  build  a  house  and  bring  in 
mople  not  at  all  connected  with  him. 
Bnt  in  Uie  oaae  of  a  near  relative — a 
Mr.  eUitUnt 


mother,  for  example — a  man  might  de- 
to  provide  a  separate  house ;  or,  in 
case  of  a  young  married  couple,  the 
old  father  or  mother  might  desire  to 
have  them  in  a  separate  dwelling,  and 
it  seemed  denrable  that  that  shoidd  be 
permitted. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the  in- 
tention of  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  John  Manners)  was  to  draw 
a  distinction  quite  arbitrary,  and  for 
that  reason  he  could  not  acoept  it. 
There  might  be  two  houses  perfectly 
suitable,  and  one  could  bo  used  because 
attached  to  the  dwelling-house,  and  the 
other  could  not  because  detached  firom 
it. 

Lord  JOHN  UANNEB8  begged  to 
withdraw  hie  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put. 

The  House  dividtd  .—Ayes  93 ;  Noes 
219  :  M^ority  126.— (Div.  List,  No. 
964.) 

Words  itruak  out  accordingly. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "That 
this  House  doth  agree  with  The  Lords 
in  the  said  Amendment,  as  amended." — 
{Mr.  Altomejf  Oentral  ftr  Ireland.) 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  3S5  ;  Noes 
67:  Majority  198.  — (Div.  List,  No. 
865.) 

Amendments  as  for  as  pag«  5,  line  34, 
read  a  second  time. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Attormkt  Gbhbkal 
for  Ibeiavc,  in  page  5,  line  2S,  after 
C" minerals, ")  to  insert  ("or  digging 
or  searching  for  minerals,")  the  firrt 
Amendment,  agreed  to;  and,  in  line  3S, 
after  ("tiUe,")  insert  ("and  which  the 
tenant,  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  this 
Act,  mav  be  entitled  by  law  to  out  and 
remove,")  the  second  Amendment,  Aj- 
agrted  to. 

Page  5,  line  34,  leave  out  the  words 
"may  be  required,"  and  insert  the 
words — 

"  The  tenant  majr  be  entitled  to  cat  in  «xei^ 
cue  of  any  right  enjoyed  by  him  immsdistelj 
before   the    conimenceiQeiit    of   the    itatntory 

— the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

The  ATTOKNEY  GENKEAL  hie 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  hs  thoo^ 
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the  Honae  might  acoept  this  Amend- 
ment. It  gave  the  landlord  the  right  to 
ent  tnxf  on  a  holding  saye  such  as  the — 

"Teomiit  might  be  eniifled  to  cat  in  exercifle 
of  any  right  enjoyed  by  him  before  the  com- 
■MDOonent  of  a  atatatory  term.*' 

He  did  not  see  mere  than  a  verbal  differ- 
ence between  the  Lords'  Amendment  and 
tte  original  provision  in  the  Bill;  but  if 
{he  Lords  wished  to  state  the  provision 
in  a  longer  way  he  had  no  objection. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — ( Mr, 
AUonuy  General  for  Ireland.) 

Mn.  PABNELL  ho^ed  the  Amend- 
ment would  not  be  hastily  accepted.  He 
thought  the  Government  should  first 
assure  themselves  that  the  change  was 
not  to  the  disadvantage  of  the  tenant. 
There  was  a  distinct  mfference  between 
the  Amendment  and  the  provision  which 
originally  stood  in  the  BilL  The  original 
provision  allowed  the  tenant  to  cut  the 
torf  that  might  be  required  for  the  use 
of  the  holding ;  but  it  did  not  go  into 
the  question  whether  the  tenant  was 
l^galfy  entitled  to  exercise  the  right  of 
flatting  the  turf,  and  it  was  from  that 
point  of  view  that  he  thought  the  provi- 
■on  was  of  some  value  to  the  tenant. 
Bat  under  the  new  provision,  and  taking 
into  consideration  ihe  effect  of  an  Act 
passed  in  1860,  the  tenant  might  be 
imder  the  obligation  of  purchasing  the 
torf  required  mr  his  holding  from  the 
landlora  to  any  amount  that  would  be 

anal  to  the  rent  for  the  whole  holding, 
ke  oriffinal  provision  also  prevent^ 
fte  tu^  being  cut  by  the  landlord.  He 
fluocefore  considered  that  the  amending 
vetds  made  an  essential  difference  on 
fte  sab*section  as  it  stood  when  it  left 
the  Commons,  and  hoped  the  House 
would  disagree  with  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  QIVAN  said,  as  the  Mover  of 
the  Amendment  which  was  accepted  in 
the  Oommittee  of  that  House,  he  ob- 
jsoted  to  the  alteration  introduced  by 
the  Lords.  At  the  same  time,  he  be- 
lieved that  if  it  were  agreed  to  there 
would  be  no  restriction  upon  the  right 
of  flie  tenant  to  cut  such  turf  as  he  was 
entitled  to  and  as  actually  existed  upon 
fte  holdinflr.  But  it  would  open  a  door 
to  the  lancQord  to  enter  the  holding  and 
eat  tuxfy  which,  although  not  immedi- 
oftdj  required  lor  the  holding,  must  be 


essential  to  its  value  hereafter.  His 
(Mr.  Givan's)  intention  was  to  save,  not 
only  the  turf  necessary  for  present  use, 
but  for  future  use.  If  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ment were  accepted,  that  purpose  would 
not  be  secured. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that  if  the  clause 
were  adhered  to,  it  would  deprive  many 
poor  people  of  their  ri(^ht  to  cut  turf  for 
fuel,  and  the  consequence  was  that  the 
poor  people  in  various  parts  of  Ireland, 
if  deprived  of  their  turbary  rights, 
woula  starve  from  cold  at  different 
periods  of  the  year.  On  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leitrim's  (Mr.  Tottenham's)  estate 
50  heads  of  families  had  been  sent  to 

rl  (according  to  that  evening's  paper) 
having  insisted  on  their  ancient  right 
to  cut  turf.  This  showed  that  there  was 
a  strong  feeline  on  the  subject  in  Ire- 
land. He  hoped  the  Government  would 
give  way  in  this  matter.  Sometimes  the 
landlord  would  exact  for  the  turf  an 
amount  equal,  perhaps,  to  the  rent  of 
the  holding. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  when 
he  expressed  the  opinion  that  the  clause 
inserted  by  the  Lords  was  practically 
the  same  as  that  which  appeared  in 
the  sub-section  when  it  left  the  Com- 
mons, he  had  only  looked  at  the  words 
cursorily,  and  understood  that  the  Lords 
had  only  made  a  verbal  Amendment, 
as  represented  by  them  at  the  time  of 
its  introduction  ;  but  as  there  seemed  to 
be  an  impression  that  the  Amendment 
was  against  the  interest  of  the  tenant, 
and  likewise  some  doubt  as  to  whether 
the  words  it  contained  meant  the  same 
as  those  originally  in  the  Bill,  it  would, 
he  thought,  be  better  for  them  to  keep 
to  their  own  words,  and  strike  out  the 
Lords'  Amendment.  He  would,  there- 
fore, request  leave  to  withdraw  his  Mo- 
tion agreeing  to  the  Amendment  in  order 
to  ask  the  House  to  disagree  to  it. 
[''Oh,  oh!"  an(^"No,  no!"] 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM  said,  the  Bill,  as 
originally  introduced,  was  not  intended 
to  give  the  tenants  any  rights  they  had 
not  previously  enjoyed ;  bub  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  hon.  Member  for  Monaghan's 
(Mr.  Givan's)  Motion,  which  was  accepted 
by  the  Government,  srave  him  a  new 
right,  and  the  object  of  the  Amendment 
of  the  Lords  was  simply  to  put  the  right 
back  to  its  original  shape.  He  regretted 
to  see  a  Minister  accept  in  one  breath 
an  Amendment,  and  aak  leave  to  with- 
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draw  it  in  another.    It  was  a  most  sin-  ''Qame"  :-*Hare8,  rabbits,  pheasants, 

gular  instance  of  a  Ministerial  change  partridges,  quails,  landrail,  grouse,  wood- 

of  mind  in  a  very  short  space  of  time,  cocks,  and  snipe. 

It  was  most  extraordinary  even  in  con-        ^^^^^  ^^^    ^^^  Question  proposed, 

nection   with  this  mo^  extraordinary  ..rr^at  this  House  doth  disagree  with 

Bill,  and  he  hoped  the  House  would  not  r^^  j^^^  -^  ^^^  ^^  Amendients."- 

aUow  the  right  hon.  and  Wed  Gentle-  ^^^^  Attorney  General  far  Ireland,) 

man  to  do  as  he  wished.     He  (Mr.  Tot-  ^  ^  ./  / 

tenham)  would  press  the  Amendment  to       Ma.  PLUNKET  said,  his  right  hon. 

a  division.  and  learned  Friend  was  not  correct  in 

r%      x*^_  -.„f  the  statement  he  had  just  made,  as  he 

question  put.  ^^^^  ^^  .^  ^^^  ^j^^^  j^^  statutes, 

The    House   divided  :  —  Ayes    1 46  ;  ^^^  ^^  -^  ^^^^^  ^^^  ^^  ^-^  y^^  ^^ 

Noes  263:  Majority  117.— (Div.  List,  excluding  from  the  list  were  included  in 

^^'  36^0  the  Game  List.     If  only  the  animals 

Amendments,  as  far  as  the  Amend-  and  birds  mentioned  by  his  right  hon. 

ment  in  page  5,  line  43,  read  a  second  and  learned  Friend  were  included  under 

time.  the  head  of  ''  Game,"  there  would  be  a 

Page 
sert  r 

couraes  »)  insert  ("paseing  and  reDasa-  ^^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^  ^  ^t  j,^^  3^^ 

mg  to  and  &om  the  seashore  with  or  ^ j  r^^-A^ u   __x i._j^ 


i^    «    .A        T  ^                              ^'  were  abeady  sufficiently  curtailed.    He 

the  first  Amendment.  regretted  the  decision  of  the  Govern- 

Mb.  he ALY  moved  to  insert  ''  by  any  ment,  and  all  the  more  so  because  the 

existing  right  of  way."  reason  eiven  was  that  the  wild  duoka 

Amendment  proposed  to  said  Amend-  P«>P08ed  to  be  excluded  were  mieratoxy. 

ment,  in  Hne  3,  after  the  word  "sea-  J®  ^'ysted  his  neht  hon.  and  learned 

shore,"  to  insert  "  by  any  existing  right  -Fnend  would  be  able  to  adopt  the  Ian- 

of  wav  " (Mr  Healv  S              -^    ^  guage  deuberately  chosen  in  the  Act  of 

^'       ^      '            "^  1864. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn.  Mk.  H.  R.  BRAND  said,  he  also  hoped 

Said  Amendment  agreed  to.  t^®  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 

...      ^^      «^     ,,,            „..        ,,,,  would  re-consider  his  decision.     By  the 

Line  38,  after  ('*  game ")  insert  (''as  1^.^31,  Game  Act  of  1864  wild  duck  wer« 

defined    for  the  purposes  of  the  Act  included  as  game ;  and  if  now  taken 

twenty  -  seventh     and     twenty  -  eighth  ^^^  ^^  ^^^  3^^  ^^  ^^3^1^  ^^^^  seriously 

Victoria,   chapter  sixty-seven    ) ;    and  ^q^^^  proprietary  rights,  for  the  people 

hne  41,  after  (- game  ")  insert  as  de-  ^ould  pursue  themrand,  in  so  ^oing, 

fined  for  the  purposes  of  the  Act  twenty-  j^j^^  ^^^^^                The  tenant  woufd 

seventh    and   twenty  -  eighth  Victoria,  ^^  y^^^i     ^  %^^  ^^^e  in  powder  and 

chapter  sixty-seven »),    the  remaimng  ^^^  ^^^^    ^e    would   gain   by    being 

Amendments.  allowed  to  shoot  those  birds. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for  Mb.  FITZPATRICK  supported  the 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  to  dis-  Amendments.  In  many  parts  of  the 
agree  with  the  Amendments,  which,  he  South- West  of  Ireland  tiliose  birds  bred 
said,  made  certain  birds  game  which  all  through  the  year,  and  the  best 
had  been  included  in  no  previous  Game  ornithological  authorities  regarded  them 
Act  in  England,  and  no  Act  in  Ire-  as  game  birds  of  the  best  kind.  Besides, 
land,  until  the  year  1864,  when  they  there  were  such  things  as  **  decoys," 
were  made  so  by  an  Act  passed  then  for  which  were  worked  on  pecuniary 
a  particular  purpose.  If  the  House  re-  principles,  and  gave  a  lar^  return  to 
solved  to  disagree  with  the  Amendments,  the  landlord,  besides  afiEbrdmff  employ- 
he  would  consent,  at  a  subsequent  part  ment  on  a  large  scale— he  Imew  one 
of  the  sub-section,  to  insert  the  following  which  brought  in  £300  a-year — and  in 
definition  of  the  animals  and  birds  which  them  widgeon,  teal,  and  wild  dock 
■hould  be  included  under  the  head  of  were  bred.  The  decoys  would  be  ruined 

Mr.  TaiUnham 
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if  tlie  Amendments  were  disagreed  to, 
beoanee  the  farmers  would  e^oot  the 
dneks  at  night  on  their  lands,  and  the 
emphmnent  now  given  to  the  people  in 
watohmg  them  would  be  taken  away. 
He  hoped  nothing  would  be  done  that 
would  injuriously  affect  those  interests. 

GoLOHXL  BABNE  said,  that  in  the 
part  of  the  country  he  came  from  more 
iport  was  spoilt  bydecoys  than  by  any- 
thing he  knew.  He  would  like  to  see 
eyeiy  decoy  there  done  away  with,  and 
hoped  the  Goyemment  woiQd  haye  no 
merey  on  them.  His  experience  was 
fliat  they  caught  all  their  neighbours' 
dneka,  and  wrung  their  necks. 

Mb.  OAVENMSH  BENTINCK  said, 
he  was  in  hopes  that  some  hon.  Member 
far  Hampshire  or  Dorsetshire,  where 
wild  Ibwl  most  abounded,  would  haye 
risen  to  give  his  yiews  on  this  subject. 
If  the  ri^t  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman 
flie  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  made 
an  ezouTsion  into  those  counties  he  would 
find  that  wild  fowl  added  considerably 
to  the  food  supply  of  the  country. 
P'  Question ! "]  That  was  the  Question, 
m  if  those  birds  were  taken  out  of  the 
allegory  of  game  they  would  sooner 
xttiher  tiian  later  be  all  destroyed.  The 
Lnds'  Amendment  was,  therefore,  most 
vise,  and  was  in  the  interests  of  the 
vhole  oommunity. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Oonseqnential  Amendment  proposed 
to  be  made  in  the  Bill,  to  insert  as  a 
Mparate  paragraph,  page  6,  line  43, 
fte 


"  The  word  game,  for  the  puipose  of  this  sub- 
■etioiiv  means  hares,  rabbits,  pheasants,  par- 
tndgeib  qnailfl,  liindrails,  grouse,  woodcocks, 
ad  nipe.'*  —  (ifr.  AUornep  &$neral  for  Ire^ 
Imi.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said 
nopoeed  Amendment,  after  the  word 
"meansy"  to  insert  the  word  **  deer." — 
[TuetmU  FOkHane.) 

Qneetion  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'dser'  be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  PABNELL  obiected  to  the  Mo- 
lioni  and  contended  that  it  was  an  un- 
xsssonaUe  thing  to  protect  deer,  which 
wen  not,  so  fkr  as  he  was  aware,  pro- 
tseted  under  any  ordinary  Qame  Act. 
Huse  ^tiiTWAla  in  Ireland  did  not  range 
Ae  monntainonfl  country,  but  were,  or 


should  be,  kept  by  proprietors  in  en- 
closed deer  parks.  If  allowed  to  range 
beyond  those  parks  into  a  cultivated 
countiy,  deer  were  most  mischievous 
animals,  and  farmers  should  have  the 
right  to  destroy  them  as  an  unmitigated 
nuisance. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  took  exception  to 
rabbits  being  included.  He  would  like 
to  know  by  what  statute  rabbits  were 
game? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Fabreb  Hebsciiell)  explained  that  the 
reason  for  rabbits  being  included  was 
in  order  to  preserve  the  concurrent  right 
that  the  landlord  and  tenant  possessed. 

Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment, by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Consequential  Amendment  agreed  to. 

In  line  48,  after  (**  1880  ")  insert— 

"  And  the  provisions  of  the  Act  twenty- 
SGYcnth  and  twenty-oighth  Victoria,  chapter 
sixty- Boven,  shall  extend  whore  such  rights  of 
shooting  and  taking  game  belongs  exclusively 
to  the  landlord  as  though  such  exclusive  right 
were  reserved  by  the  landlord  to  himself  by 
deed," 

— the  next  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendments,  as  far  as  the  Amend- 
ment in  page  6,  line  27,  road  a  second 
time. 

Page  6,  line  1,  leave  out  (*' persis- 
tently"), the  first  Amendment,  </t>- 
agreed  to. 

Lines  3  and  4,  after  (''  sub-section") 
insert — 

("  During  the  continuance  of  a  statutory  term, 
all  mines  and  minerals,  coals,  and  coal  pits, 
quarries  of  limestone  and  other  stone  and  slate, 
gravel  and  sandpits,  woods  and  underwoods,  and 
all  bogs  and  bog  timber,  turbaries  for  cutting 
turf,  and  rights  of  turbary,  except  such  of  the 
said  rights  as  the  tenant,  under  the  contract  of 
tenancy  subsisting  immediately  before  the  com- 
mencement of  the  statutory  term,  was  lawfully 
entitled  to  exercise,  shall  bo  deemed  to  bo  ex- 
clusively reserved  to  the  landlord,") 

— the  next  Amendment. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  could 
not  accept  the  Amendment,  which  was 
founded  upon  a  misrepresentation  of  the 
law  which  governed  these  matters.  It 
was  superfluous,  and,  like  all  superflui- 
ties, was  mischievous.  All  these  things 
were  absolutely  the  landlord's  property, 
and  all  that  he  required  was  to  get  at 
them. 

[First  Niqht\ 
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Motion  made,  and  QaeaHon,  "That 
this  House  doth  disagree  with  The 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment," — (Ifr. 
Attomej/  General  for  Ireltmd,)—'pxit,  and 
agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorney  Oe- 
HRRAL  for  Ireland,  page  6,  line  6,  after 
("  liquors  ")  insert — 

("  Nothing  contained  in  this  sectdoa  Bhall 
prejudice  or  affect  any  ejectment  for  non-pay- 
ment q{  rent  inatituted  by  a  landlord,  whether 
before  or  ftf [«r  the  commencemBnt  of  a  rtatntoiy 
term,  in  respect  of  rent  accrued  due  loi  a  hold- 
ing before  Uie  conunencement  of  such  term,") 
— the  next  Amendment,  agreed  to. 

Page  6,  line  S,  leave  out  ("  conse- 
quent on  an  increase  of  rent  b;  the  land- 
lord,") the  next  Amendment. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr,  Law),  in  moving  that 
the  Houee  disagree  with  the  Amend- 
ment, said,  there  was  no  very  important 
question  involved  in  it,  except  by  way 
of  reference ;  but  when  they  came  to  the 
proposed  modificatioii  of  the  7th  clause 
a  substantial  issue  would  be  raised. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — 

(Mr.  Attorney  Oeneral  for  Ireland.) 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ment was  the  first  point  at  which  atten- 
tion could  be  drawn  to  an  important 
question  iu  connection  with  the  power  of 
resumption  and  statutory  terms. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Page  6,  hue  12,  after  ("estate")  in- 
sert ("including  the  use  of  the  ground 
as  building  ground,")  the  next  Amend- 
ment, agreed  to. 

Page  6,  line  27,  leave  out  irom  the 
word  "  as  "  to  the  word  "  prohibits,"  in 
line  33,  the  next  Amendment,  read  a 
second  time. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  unne- 
cessary to  argue  this  Amendment,  The 
provision  which  it  was  proposed  to  omit 
revived  the  whole  question  of  compensa- 
tion for  disturbance  which  was  adopted 
upon  very  full  consideration  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  The  Government  would 
distinctly  adhere  to  the  increased  scale  of 
compensation  agreed  upon  in  the  Bill 
ag  it  was  sent  to  the  other  House.  He 
moved  that  the  House  disagree  with  the 


Motion  made,  and  Qnestion  proposed, 

That  this  House  doth  disagree  witli 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — 
[Mr.  0lad»toM.) 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that,  while  op. 
posed  to  the  Amendment,  he  believed 
the  old  scale  under  the  Land  Act  of  1B70 
was  far  better  than  the  new  scale  for  the 
smaller  tenants  under  £10  valuation. 

Mn.  W.  H.  SMITH  hoped  tbe  Honsa 
would  agree  to  the  Lords'  Amendment. 
The  new  scale  was  adopted  in  Commit- 
tee ;  but,  certainly,  no  ground  was  shown 
why  the  amount  of  compensation  should 
be  so  large  as  was  now  proposed.  Al< 
though,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said,  they  had  discussed  the  que»- 
tion  at  considerable  length,  yet  he  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  ventured  to  think  that 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  had  anted 
wisely  in  the  matter,  and  ib&t  there  was 
not  sufBcient  ground  for  disagreeing  to 
their  Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  .•— Ayes  393 ;  Noes 
172  :  Majority  121.  — (Div,  List,  No. 
367.) 

Amendments,  as  far  as  page  8,  line  IS, 
read  a  second  time. 

On  tbe  Motion  of  Mr.  Atioritet  Q>< 
nkkal  for  Ireiahd,  page  6,  line  37,  lean 
out  from  ("  land  )  to  ("  Prom  ")  in 
page  7,  line  27,  the  next  Amendment, 
ditagrud  to. 

Page  8,  line  9,  after  ("  mill ")  insert 
("otherwise  suitable  to  the  holding  on 
which  it  is  erected,")  the  next  Amend- 
ment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  doth  agree  wi&  The 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — {Mr. 
Attorntg  Oeneral  for  Ireland.) 

Mb.  J.  N.  RICHARDSON  (who  spoke 
amidst  cries  of  "Agreed!")  said,  thia 
Amendment  of  their  Lordships  had 
affected  a  great  number  of  tenants  ia 
the  North  of  Ireland.  The  words  as  in- 
troduced by  the  right  hon.  sjid  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land in  Committee  protected  the  tenant 
fullv,  but  the  words  in  the  Amendment 
made  in  "  another  place"  were  not  only 
unnecessary,  but  misohievoua. 

Mr.  GIvAN  opposed  the  Amend' 
ment. 

Question  put,  and  agntd  to. 
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FkM  S,  Ho*  15,  iMTfl  oat  ftom  the 
MOima  vord  "  la&dloid,"  to  tha  word 
"mij/'in  line  17,  the  next  Amend- 
ment lead  a  seeond  time. 

lb.  OIADSTONE,  in  moring  that 
the  Hoose  disagree  with  tb«  Lords  in 
tiw  nid  Amendment,  said,  the  CKirern- 
mentoooldnotagreetoit.  ["Oh, oh!"] 
Wen,  tbi7  were  not  likely  to  be  hronght 
to  aooept  Amendments  b;  suoh  ex- 
pMsicms,  which  hod  no  inflaence  what- 
•rer.  Tenant  and  landlord  were  not  in 
dw  same  position,  and  they  oonld  not 
i^0D  the  Oourt  to  the  landlord  without 
qnalifioation.  This  wob  a  matter  on 
vliidi  the  Opposition  were  very  deeiroiis 
diat  landloraa  should  be  admitted  to  the 
Obtnt,  and  the  Oovemment  accordingly 
had  giren  the  landlord  the  admisaion  into 
Oonrt  after  demanding  an  inorease  of 
not  from  the  tenant.  To  that  principle 
the  Government  most  adhere,  and  per- 
moitly  adhere.  After  demanding  that 
ue  of  rent  and  its  being  re- 
.,  they  thought  there  should  be  an 
non,  as  there  must  have  been  an 
attempt  to  settle  with  Uie  tenant  on  the 
part  (n  the  landlord  before  inroking  the 
mtarrention  of  the  Court.  That  was  a 
ninciple  that  was  founded  on  reason. 
Iliey  did  not  see  why  the  same  rule 
dionld  not  be  applied  to  the  landlord ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  they  would  sooner 
ahuge  the  order,  and  rat^r  than  agree 
|»  tiie  omisrion  of  the  words  they  would 
make  the  principle  applioable  to  the  t«n- 
■at,  and  oompel  him  uso  to  make  appli- 
wtiim  to  the  landlord  in  the  first  in- 
rtanoe.  In  no  kind  of  way  could  they 
be  induced  to  agree  to  leave  the  words 

Kotionmade,  and  Queetion  proposed, 
"That  this  House  doth  dies«ree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — 
(Jfr.  eUdttont.) 

Ha.  OIBSON'  said,  that  when  the 
Sn  na  first  introdnoed  the  Court  was 
bdIj  open  to  one  of  the  parties,  and  that 
vu  the  tenant.  That  was  so  abhorrent 
tft  tiba  daoenoy  and  oommon  sense  of  the 
BiiDM,  that  atonoe  and  very  early,  ]oug 
hdbie  they  oome  to  Clause  7,  the  Frime 
lOairter  aononnoed  that  the  Court  would 
ha  dirown  open  to  the  landlord,  [^r. 
Ousnon :  In  a  partioulor  mode.]  The 
VAaib  Minister  stated  very  early  that 
he  wonld  indicate  the  way  in  which  it 
would  be  opened  when  they  came  to 
OawaT.    Hot  WM  that  dose,  and  how 


was  it  done  nowf  He  should  have 
thought  if  the  Courts  were  to  be  Gonrts 
of  Justice,  the  doors  shonld  be  open 
to  both  ndes,  which  was  the  order  in 
all  the  Queen's  Courts  throughout  the 
world.  There  were  two  ways  by  which 
it  might  be  open  to  the  two  parties.  The 
proposition  might  have  said  that  either 
party,  landlord  or  tenant,  might  equally 
appeal  to  the  Court  to  fix  a  fair  rent. 
iTie  Frime  Minister  tn  his  wisdom,  after 
oouBulting  with  his  Colleaguos,  elected 
not  to  foUow  that  course,  but  preferred 
to  say  to  the  landlord — "  We  will  alter 
our  original  view,  and  aUow  you 
into  Court ;  but  we  will  not  allow  you 
in  with  the  same  freedom  and  the  same 
absence  of  shackles  that  the  tenant  can 
enter  the  Court.  We  will  compel  you 
to  put  yourself  in  the  invidioue  position 
of  demanding  a  rise  of  rent  before  you 
cau  appeal  to  the  interrention  of  the 
Court,  and  then  you  will  come  before  the 
Court  in  the  somewhat  prejudiced  posi- 
tion of  a  man  who  has  not  been  satisfied 
with  the  existing  rent,  who  has  de- 
manded an  increase  at  such  a  figure  that 
the  tenant  has  been  bound  to  refuse  it." 
He  could  have  understood  that  mode  of 
argument  if  the  Frime  Minister  had 
gone  further,  and  said — "  I  will  make 
each  party  tell  his  story  before  going 
into  Court ;  "  and  that  was  what  was  in- 
tended by  the  Amendment  proposed  in 
Committee  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Woodstock  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill).  He  (Mr.  Qibeon)  asked 
what  principle  of  justice  was  it  that 
actuated  them  in  preTenting  equal 
measures  being  meted  out  to  landloTd 
and  tenant,  and  not  compelling  the 
latter  before  going  into  Court  to  de- 
clare that  be  demanded  a  decrease  and 
that  the  landlord  refused  it?  He  thought 
it  was  extremely  advisable  that  the  ten- 
ant should  be  equally  compelled  with 
the  landlord  to  name  his  reduction.  He 
contended  that  each  party  should  go 
into  Court  unhampered,  and  if  it  was 
thought  desirable  to  curb  the  landlord, 
exactly  the  same  course  of  reasoning 
ought  to  apply  to  the  tenant  in  making 
his  claim  to  the  Court. 

TiiK  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  there  was 
ne  important  consideration  which  his 
[ght  hoD.  and  learnod  Friend  (Mr. 
Gibson)  did  not  seem  to  have  noticed. 
The  landlord  and  tenant  were  by  no 
means  in  an  e^uol  position,  altogether 
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irroBpective  of  the  Court.  ["  Oh,  oh  I  "1 
By  the  law  of  the  land  the  landlord  had 
the  inherent  power  of  inoreasing  his  rent, 
but  the  tenant  had  no  power  whatever  to 
reduce  it.  They  therefore  thought,  hav- 
ing regard  to  the  power  which  the  land- 
lord possessed,  that  it  was  only  right  that 
thisdietinction  should  be  here  made.  The 
obvious  objection  to  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ment was  that  the  two  parties — the  land- 
lord and  the  tenant — did  not  stand  in 
equal  positions  in  reference  the  one  to 
the  other.  A  further  reason  why  the 
Government  objected  to  the  striking  out 
of  the  words  *^  After  having  demanded 
from  such  tenant  an  increase  of  rent 
which  the  tenant  had  declined  to  accept," 
was  that  if  the  landlord  made  a  reason- 
able proposition,  the  tenant  would  have 
an  opportunity  to  close  with  it  and  g^t 
a  statutory  term  without  being  taken 
into  Court. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  that,  in  the  same  way,  the  land- 
lord ought  to  have  an  opportunity  of 
accepting  a  proposed  decrease  without 
being  taken  into  Court  by  the  tenant. 
If  a  tenant  wanted  a  decrease,  let  him 

five  notice  to  his  landlord  of  the  amount 
e  sought,  so  that  the  landlord  might 
have  the  option  by  granting  it  and 
avoiding  the  Court.  The  tenant  might 
then,  by  an  amendment  of  the  clause, 
be  allowed  a  statutory  term.  He  would 
appeal  to  the  Prime  Minister  whether 
he  was  not  bound  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment in  consistency  with  what  he  had 
said  in  reference  to  an  Amendment  on 
this  subject  when  the  House  was  con- 
sidering the  Bill  in  Committee — namely, 
that  the  Government  were  anxious  that 
the  landlord  and  the  tenant  should 
have  every  encouragement  to  settle 
their  differences  out  of  Court  ?  It 
had  been  urged  against  the  Amend- 
ment that  the  Court  would  fix  the 
rules  which  should  be  observed  when 
the  parties  came  before  it.  But  there 
were  many  landlords  who  would  not  like 
to  run  the  risk  or  bear  the  expense  of 
going  into  Court.  Why,  therefore,  should 
not  the  like  rules  be  observed  without 
the  parties  going  into  Court,  thus  en- 
abling them  to  settle  their  differences 
without  its  intervention  ? 

Mk.  SYNAN  thought  the  Amendment 
an  unreasonable  one,  forcing  the  people 
to  go  into  Court  instead  of  keeping  them 
out  of  it.  The  landlord  had  the  remedy 
in  his  own  hands  if  he  desired  to  raise 
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his  rent,  and  need  not  go  into  Court. 
The  tenant,  however,  oould  not  redooe 
his  rent,  and  ought  to  be  at  liberty  to 
appeal  to  the  Court  for  that  purpose. 

Captain  AYLMER  said,  the  only  ad- 
vantage the  landlord  would  derive  from 
going  into  Court  would  be  to  show  a 
rent-roll  in  case  of  his  being  oblic^ed  to 
borrow  money,  and  it  was  absurd  that 
he  should  be  compelled  to  make  an 
unreasonable  demand  for  an  increase  of 
rent  to  entitle  him  to  go  to  the  Court 
for  so  reasonable  a  purpose. 

Mr.  H.  R.  brand  thought  the 
matter  would  admit  of  a  compromise. 
From  what  he  oould  gather  from  the 
speech  of  the  Prime  Minister,  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  have  so  tnuch  objec- 
tion to  the  landlord  and  tenant  having 
an  equal  right  to  go  to  the  Court ;  there- 
fore, ne  would  suggest  an  Amendment 
to  the  Lords'  Amendment.  It  seemed 
to  him  what  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
wanted  to  prevent  was  the  forcing  on 
the  landlord  the  necessity  of  imposing 
upon  the  tenant  an  increase  of  rent  oefore 
goins;  to  the  Court ;  and  their  objeot,  on 
his  (Mr.  Brand's)  side  of  the  House,  was 
to  get  the  landlord  to  make  some  a^^ree- 
ment  with  his  tenant  without  driving 
him  to  the  absolute  necessity  of  going 
to  the  Court.  He  would  suegest,  in 
order  to  satisfy  both  parties,  we  inser- 
tion of  the  woras  '^  after  failure  of  agree- 
ment between  landlord  and  tenant^'  in 
place  of  the  words  ''  demanded  an  in- 
crease of  rent."  Should  this  suggestion 
be  adopted,  the  parties  would  equally 
have  a  right  to  appeal  to  the  Coiurt  in 
the  event  of  private  negotiations  failing. 

Mr.  speaker  ruled  that  it  was  too 
late  to  make  the  Amendment  to  the 
Amendment,  unless  the  Motion  to  ''  dis- 
agree with  the  Lords"  were  with- 
drawn. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  ex- 
pressed  a  hope  that  the  Government 
would  allow  an  opportunity  to  be  given 
of  taking  the  sense  of  the  House  upon 
the  suggestion  made.  There  were  many 
cases  where  a  landlord  did  not  wish  to 
increase  the  rental  of  his  tenant,  and 
where  the  rent  might  be  a  very  reason- 
able and  fair  one ;  but  yet  where  the 
tenant  might  be  found  to  say — ''  I  will 
not  pay  this  rent  any  longer ;  I  will  only 
pay  the  Poor  Law  valuation."  Surely 
the  landlord  in  such  a  case,  the  difficult 
having  arisen  from  no  fault  of  his,  but 
from  ttie  fact  of  th.e  teufunt  refasing  1o 
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pay,  where  he  thonffht  the  rent  a  fair 
one,  and  did  not  seek  to  raise  it,  ought 
to  be  able  to  go  to  the  Oourt  and  haye 
the  question  settled  as  to  whether  the 
rent  was  or  was  not  a  reasonable  one. 

Sm  STAFFOED  NOETHOOTE  said, 
he  thooght  it  desirable  that  there  should 
be  a  compromise  upon  this  matter.  He, 
and  those  who  were  aotinff  with  him, 
oonld  not  help  thinking  uiat  a  very 
strong  step  had  been  taken  by  giving 
the  Court  power  to  regulate  tilie  deal- 
ings between  landlord  and  tenant.  This 
■t^  was  one  of  an  anomalous  and  pecu- 
liar character,  and  it  would,  no  doubt, 
enoonrage  a  great  deal  of  undesirable 
litiffation.  Everyone  must  feel  that  it 
would  be  very  desirable  if  they  could 
establish  some  system  of  arbitration ; 
but  matters  had  gone  beyond  that,  and, 
after  aU,  their  desire  must  be  to  preserve 
as  much  as  possible  the  right  of  free 
contract.  Two  suggestions  had  been 
made.  One  was  that  they  should  take 
away  the  necessity  which  the  Bill,  as  it 
stood,  imposed  upon  the  landlord,  and 
which  was  not  imposed  upon  the  tenant ; 
while  the  other  was  that  the  tenant 
should  be  rendered  subieot  to  a  limita- 
tion similar  to  that  which  was  put  upon 
the  landlord.  He  understood  that  the 
Government  were  disposed  to  look  with 
more  favour  on  the  second  method  than 
on  the  first.  The  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stroud  (Mr.  Brand)  was,  in 
his  opinion,  well  worth  consideration. 
There  might  be  some  technical  difficulty 
in  the  way,  but  that  might  be  easily  got 
ad  of ;  but  if  the  Government  could  not 
accede  to  that  suggestion,  he  might,  per- 
haps, be  allowed  to  suggest  that  it  would 
be  well  to  make  the  clause  read  as  fol- 
lows:— 

"  The  tenant  of  any  tenancy,  or  such  tenant 
md  the  landlord  jointly,  or  the  landlord,  after 
m  the  case  of  the  landlord  having  demanded 
from  each  tenant  an  increase  of  rent  which  the 
tenant  has  declined  to  accept,  and  the  tenant, 
after  in  the  case  of  the  tenant  having  claimed 
a  redaction  of  rent  which  the  landlord  had  de- 
cUned  to  accept,  may  from  time  to  time,"  &c. 

That  would  have  the  e£fect  of  putting 
the  landlord  and  tenant  on  a  similar 
iDoting;  and  he  thought,  though  he 
would  not  move  it,  that  the  suggestion 
was  likely  to  facilitate  a  settlement  of 
the  matter. 

Mb.  CABTWBIQHT  honed  that  some 
compromise  which  would  be  a^eeable 
to  ful  might  be  airived  at,  seemg  that 
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there  was  little  difference  between  the 
opinion  on  one  side  of  the  House  and 
that  on  the  other  upon  the  subject.  It 
seemed  invidious  to  draw  such  a  distinc- 
tion between  landlord  and  tenant. 

Mb.  PARNELL  trusted  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  yield  any  more  to  the 
Conservative  Opposition  in  regard  to 
the  question  before  the  House.  The 
Government  had  already  done  a  great 
deal  in  extending  facilities  to  enable  the 
landlord  to  go  into  Court.  In  fact,  it 
was  one  of  the  great  blots  pointed  out 
when  the  measure  was  first  introduced ; 
but  the  Government  had  entirely  disre- 
garded the  views  of  those  who  thought 
that  the  landlord  should  ncft  have  special 
privileges.  They  were  now  asked  to  go 
further  in  an  attenipt  to  permit  the 
landlord  to  go  into  Uourt  for  the  pur- 
pose, practically,  of  having  a  judicial 
stamp  put  upon  the  present  rent,  and 
compelling  the  tenant  to  submit  to  the 
statutory  requirements  incidental  to  a 
judicial  tenancy,  many  of  which  were  of 
a  venr  disadvantageous  character.  It 
should  be  remembered  that,  under  or- 
dinary circumstances,  it  would  be  im- 
possible for  a  tenant  to  obtain  an  abate- 
ment of  rent,  without  a  surrender  of  the  in- 
terest in  his  holding,  the  protection  given 
by  the  7th  clause  being  the  only  thing 
which  would  prevent  the  landlord  from 
absorbing  the  toncmt's  interest.  But 
the  landlord  was  in  no  fear  of  losing  his 
interest.     If  the  tenant  should  refuse  to 

Eay  his  rent,  the  landlord  could  reject 
im,  sell  his  interest  by  public  auction, 
and  distrain  upon  his  stock.  Both  par- 
ties ought,  in  his  (Mr.  Pamell's)  opi- 
nion, to  be  put  upon  an  equal  footing. 
The  positions  of  the  two  parties  were  not 
similar,  and  they  could  not  reason  by 
analogy  when  they  said  the  two  parties 
should  be  put  upon  the  same  footing. 
He  begged  the  House  to  remember  that, 
after  all,  the  landlord  was  in  a  different 
position  to  the  tencmt,  and  he  had  any 
one  of  four  or  five  different  remedies, 
whereas  only  one  was  open  to  the  ten- 
ant ;  and  if  the  proposal  that  had  been 
made  were  agreed  to,  the  clause  would 
become  an  additional  engine  for  en- 
abling the  landlord  to  recover  his  rent, 
a  purpose  for  which  it  was  never  in- 
tended. Instead  of  settling  matters, 
many  landlords  would  take  advantage 
of  the  Amendment  to  drag  their  tenants 
wholesale  into  Court,  thus  subjecting 
the  tenants  to  expensive  lawsuits. 
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Mb.  GLADSTONE :  After  what  has 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Pamell),  I  think  there  is  very  great 
force  in  his  argument,  as  far  as  it  goes, 
as  to  the  difference  existing  in  the  posi- 
tion of  the  two  parties.  But  I  am 
bound,  however,  to  say  that  there  is  a 
good  deal  of  truth  in  what  has  fjollen  from 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Stroud 
(Mr.  Brand) ;  and  if  I  am  able  to  do  so 
I  should  not  object  to  give  up  my  own 
point  and  re-open  the  matter  on  the 
basis  of  the  suggestion  of  my  hon. 
Friend.  I  understand  him  to  suggest, 
not  that  the  tenant  and  the  lancuord 
shoidd  be  Dut  upon  the  same  footing, 
but  to  enable'  the  landlord  to  obtain  an 
advantage  which  he  is  supposed  to  value 
highly,  and  which,  if  he  does  value,  we 
ought  not  to  grudge  to  him  if  we  can  give 
it  without  hardship  to  the  tenant — 
namely,  the  advantage  of  fixity.  The 
proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend  would  have 
this  effect — that  the  landlord  must  still 
make  an  endeavour  to  arrange  with  the 
tenant  out  of  Court.  That  is  a  matter 
to  which  we  adhere.  He  must  BtUl 
make  that  endeavour;  but  he  miffht 
make  it  in  accordance  with  the  spirit 
of  the  proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend ;  and, 
therefore,  so  far  as  that  point  goes,  I  am 
quite  ready  to  consider  the  words  pro- 
posed by  my  hon.  Friend.  I  am  afruid, 
however,  that  we  have  already  got  be- 
yond that  point.  I  am  willing  to  accede 
to  the  withdrawal  of  the  Motion,  if  it  be 
the  pleasure  of  the  House ;  but  I  am  en- 
tirely in  the  hands  of  the  House  with 
respect  to  the  matter,  and  if  the  Motion 
cannot  be  withdrawn  we  must  adhere  to 
our  determination  to  disagree  with  the 
Lords'  Amendment. 

Me.  speaker  :  It  is  richt  I  should 
explain  to  the  House  that  tne  Question 
now  before  it  is — **  That  this  House  doth 
disagree  with  The  Lords  in  the  said 
Amendment."  In  the  event  of  that 
Motion  being  pressed  to  a  division  and 
carried,  the  effect  would  be  to  restore 
the  words  struck  out  by  the  Lords ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  those  words  themselves 
would  be  open  to  amendment. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Am  I  to  under- 
stand  that  after  disagreeing  with  the 
Lords'  Amendment  we  may  amend  our 
own  words  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Yes;  the  Question 
now  is,  "That  this  House  doth  dis- 
agree with  The  Lords  in  the  said  Amend- 
ment." 


I 


Mr.  GOSOHEN  wished  to  know  if 
the  House  was  to  understand  that  the 
Government,  while  disagreeing  with 
the  Lords'  Amendment,  would  ameiid 
the  clause  in  the  manner  indicated 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Stroud  (Mr. 
Brand)?  If  that  were  so  he  should 
certainly  vote  with  the  Government; 
but,  in  the  first  instance,  he  wished 
clearly  to  understand  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  intended  to  entertain  that 
proposal  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  shall  consider 
myself  in  exactly  the  same  position  if 
the  House  disagrees  with  tne  Lords' 
Amendment  as  that  in  which  I  would 
have  been  if  the  Motion  had  been  with- 
drawn. It  will  then  be  open  for  the 
House  to  amend  the  original  words  of 
the  clause. 

Mr.  HEALY  wished  to  ask  a  question 
upon  a  point  of  Order.  The  Question 
was,  ''That  this  House  doth  disagree 
with  The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." 
If  that  Question  were  carried,  what  Ques- 
tion would  then  be  before  the  House  ? 
The  Question  before  the  House  would 
have  been  decided ;  and  he  apprehended 
that  it  would  not  be  in  Order  for  any- 
body, after  the  Lords'  Amendment  had 
been  decided,  to  re-open  it  affain.  Sub- 
ject to  the  ruling  of  the  Speuer,  he  de- 
nied that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  would  have  the  right, 
after  the  Lords'  Amendment  should 
have  been  decided  and  done  with,  to 
raise  any  other  question  until  the  next 
of  the  Lords'  Amendments  was  reached. 
He  asked  for  the  ruling  of  the  Speaker 
upon  the  point. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  words  of  the 
clause  kept  alive  by  disagreement  with 
the  Lords  Amendment  will  then  be  open 
to  amendment. 

Question,  "  That  this  House  doth  dis- 
agree with  The  Lords  in  the  said  Amend- 
ment" put,  and  ogrMd  to;  said  words 
accordingly  restored  to  the  BiU. 

Mr.  H.  R.  brand  said,  that  after 
the  word  '*  accept,"  he  proposed  to  in- 
sert the  words — "or  after  failure  of 
agreement  between  the  landlord  and 
tenant."  In  point  of  fact,  his  proposal 
was  to  leave  out  the  words — "  after  hav- 
ing demanded  from  such  tenant  an  in- 
crease of  rent,  which  the  tenant  has  de- 
clined to  accept,"  and  then  to  insert  the 
words — "oraft;er  failure  of  agreement 
between  the  landlord  and  tenant," 
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Mb.  HEALT,  as  a  point  of  Order, 
ooniended  that  the  Ainendmeiit  was 
ineg^olar.  The  words  proposed  to  be 
insOTted  were  exactly  the  words  which 
had  just  been  refosiBd  by  the  House. 
[CW#fo/"No!»] 

Mb.  PABNELL/  desired  to  sa^  a  word 
on  the  point  of  Order.    He  wished  to 

Sut  it  to  the  Speaker  that  the  hon. 
[ember  for  Stroud  (Mr.  Brand)  was 
now  moving  precisely  the  same  Amend- 
ment as  that  which  the  House  had  just 
negatived — namely,  to  leave  out  from 
the  seoond  word  "  landlord "  to  the 
word  ''may"  in  line  17.  That  was 
the  Amendunent  already  disposed  of, 
and  the  hon.  Member  now  proposed  to 
move  it  again. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  words  so 
restored  to  the  Bui,  in  page  8,  line  17, 
after  the  word  "  accept,  to  insert  the 
words  "or  after  failure  of  agreement 
between  the  landlord  and  tenant." — 
{Mr.  H.  B.  Brand.) 

Question  proposed,  *  *  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  he  ALY,  upon  the  point  of  Order, 
would  again  ask  Mr.  Speaker  whether 
these  words  could  be  inserted?  The 
House  were  engaged  in  considering  the 
Lords'  Amendments.  The  Amendment 
now  proposed  was  not  a  Lords'  Amend- 
ment. Ijie  Lords'  Amendment  had  been 
disagreed  to;  and  as  the  House  was 
engagedinconsideringtheLords'  Amend- 
ments, he  would  ask  the  Speaker  what 
the  insertion  of  these  words  had  to  do 
with  the  Lords'  Amendments  ? 

Mb.  PAENELL  denied  that  the 
Amendment  had  any  reference  to  the 
words  of  the  Bill  which  had  been  kept 
alive  by  the  refusal  of  the  House  to 
agree  with  the  Lords'  Amendment.  The 
Lords'  Amendment  omitted  from  the 
dause  the  words  "after  having  de- 
manded from  such  tenant  an  increase  of 
rent  which  the  tenant  has  declined  to 
accept,"  and  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stroud  (Mr.  Brand)  did 
not  interfere  with  those  words  at  all.  It 
left  those  words  precisely  as  they  were, 
but  introduced  fresh  words  which  were 
not  affected  by  the  Lords'  Amendment. 
He  would  therefore  submit  that  they  did 
not  come  within  the  ruling  of  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  after  having  disagreed 
wiUi  an  Amendment  of  the  Lords,  it 
would  be  competent  for  the  House  to 
alter  the  words  of  the  clause  which  were 


kept  alive  by  the  refusal  ~of  the  House 
to  agree  with  the  Lords'  Amendment. 

Mb.  SPEAEEE  :  I  may  say  upon  the 
point  of  Order  raised  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
oer  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy),  that  the 
Amendment  is  proposed  in  the  form  of 
an  addition,  and  as  it  is  relevant  to  the 
subject-matter  sent  down  from  the  Lords, 
it  is  therefore  in  Order. 

Me.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  asked  if  he 
would  be  in  Order,  in  a  case  where  the 
House  disagreed  with  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ment, in  moving  any  other  addition  to 
the  Bill,  as  it  loft  the  House  of  Com- 
mons? Was  he  able  to  propose  any 
Amendment  of  the  Bill  as  it  was  sent 
up  to  the  House  of  Lords,  in  any  part 
which  had  been  omitted  by  the  Loras  ? 
There  were  many  instances  where  the 
Lords  had  amended  the  Bill  by  omitting 
certain  portions  of  it,  and  there  were 
several  cases  in  which  he  could  propose 
useful  Amendments  to  the  Bill  as  it 
left  the  Commons.  He  wished,  there- 
fore, to  know  if  he  would  be  in  Order  in 
going  into  such  questions  ? 

Mb.  SPEAEEB  :  I  cannot  decide  the 
point  imtil  I  have  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member's  Amendments  before  me. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  glad,  Sir, 
that  you  have  ruled  that  an  addition 
may  be  made  to  our  own  words  when 
we  have  dcterniinod  upou  restoring  such 
words  to  our  Bill  by  disagreeing  to  the 
Lords'  Amendment  to  them.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Stroud  (Mr. 
Brand)  has  moved  certain  words  wnich 
Her  Majesty's  Government  think  might 
be  more  clearly  expressed  than  they  are 
in  my  hon.  Friend's  Amendment  by 
another  Amendment  coming  in  exactly 
at  the  same  place  as  an  addition.  The 
words  we  would  propose  to  substitute  are 
these — "  or  after  having  otherwise  failed 
to  agree  with  the  tenant  as  to  what  is  a 
fair  rent."  That  would  let  in  other 
modes  of  procedure  between  the  landlord 
and  tenant  in  the  same  way  as  is  pro- 
posed by  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend ;  but  it  would  leave  the  matter 
more  clear. 

Mb.  H.  E.  BRAND  said,  he  was  quite 
ready  to  withdraw  his  Amendment  in 
favour  of  the  one  suggested  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  bound  to 
state,  before  the  Amendment  was  with- 
drawn, that  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stroud  (Mr.  Brand)  was  not 
at  all  the  proposal   he  had  understood 
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thatlion.  Gentleman  was  going  to  make  have  sumesied  are  identioal  in  effeot  to 

and  had  annoonoed  to  the  House.    The  those  wmoh  I  have  sketched  out,  al- 

inequality  which  was  indicated  to  exist  though  in  form  they  are  slightly  difiEe- 

between  the  landlord  and  tenant  was  that  rent.    But  it  would  he  idle  to  move 

the  landlord  was  bound  to  formulate  them  unless  they  would  be  received  by 

his  demand ;  and  when  the  question  was  the  House. 

under    discussion,    the    hon.  Member  Question  proposed,  "That  the  Ajnend- 

intimated  his  intention  of  proposing,  im-  ^^^^  ^^  ^    l^^^^  withdrawn." 

mediately  after  the  word  "  after,"   m  »    j           > 

line  15,  to  introduce  the  words,  "the  Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  objected  to  the 

parties  have  failed  to  agree,"  or  some  withdrawal  of  the  Amendment, 

similar  words.     The  Amendment  now  Amendment  again  proposed,  to  amend 

presented  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  ^y^^  Amendment  by  inserting,  after  the 

even  as  presented  by  the  right  hon.  Gen-  ^^^  u  accept,"  in  line  17,  the  foUowmg 

tieman  ttie  Prime  Minister,  m  his  (Mr.  ^^^    u  ^^  after  failure  of  agreement 

Gibson's)  opinion,  made  no  substantaal  between  landlord    and  tenant."— (Ifr. 

change,  good,  bad,  or  indifferent,  m  the  jy  j^  ^^^^^ 

Bill,  because  it  left  the  landlord  saddled       ^      .,       /,mx.  j.ax.         a   v    xv 

with  the  special  and  exceptional  provi-  .   Question,  "That  those  words  be  there 

aion  of  hiving  to  go  into  Court  after  mserted,"  put,  and  ne^a^ived. 

having  demanded  m>m  the  tenant  an  Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  beg  to  move  to 

increased  rent,   which  the  tenant  had  insert  after  "  accept,"    the  words,  "  or 

refused,  while  the  tenant  could  bring  after  having  otherwise  failed  to  agree 

the  landlord  into  Oourt,   and  ask  the  with  the  tenant  as  to  what  is  a  fair  rent." 

Oourt  to  measure  whatever  the  Oourt  The  Amendment  is  entirely  to  the  same 

might  consider  to  be  a  fair  rent.     The  effect  as  that  which  was  moved  by  my 

sole  effect  the  present  Amendment  would  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Stroud  (Mr. 

have     was    that    it    would    anticipate  Brand).    The  matter  is  entirely  in  the 

another    Amendment,  which  the    Gk>-  hands  of  the  House ;  and  if ,  as  a  mat- 

vemment    had,    lower    down    on    the  ter  of  form,  the  Amendment  can  be 

Paper,  referring  to  the  power  of  agree-  regularly  moved,  I    am    prepared    to 

ment  between  the  parties.     The  words  move  it. 

proposed    by    the    non.    Member    for  Mb.  SPEAKBB:  It  is  proposed  to 

Stroud    would    have,     practically,    no  amend   tiie   Amendment    by  inserting 

effect  whatever.    They  would  leave  the  after  the  word  "  accept"  the  following 

words  of  the  Bill  as  they  were;  and  words,  "  or  after  having  otherwise  faileid 

if   the    hon.   Member    would   look  at  to  agree  with  the  tenant  as  to  what  is  a 

the  bottom  of  page  5  of  the  Amend-  fair  rent." 

ments,  he  would  see  that  ample  power  Mb.  PARNELL  said,  the  ri^ht  hon. 

had  been  g^ven  by  the  Lords.    Indeed,  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  had  him- 

thefullestpossible  power  was  given  to  the  self  pointed  out  that  these  words  were 

two  parties,  at  the  instigation  of  either,  identical  with  those  which  had  just  been 

for  the  purpose  of  making  an  agreement  rejected  by  the  House  ;  and  he  would 

between  themselves.    The  Amendment  therefore  respectfully  ask  whether,  under 

suggested  by  the  Prime  Minister  would,  the  circumstances,  it  was  competent  for 

he  thought,  still  leave  the  landlord  in  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  to  move  them, 

an  unfair  position.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the  words,  "  or 

Mb.  H.  K.  BBAND  hoped  he  would  after  failure  of  agreement  between  the 

be  allowed  to  explain.    He  should  have  landlord  and  tenant,"  were  substantially 

been  glad  to  move  the  words  he  had  the  same  as  the  words,  "  or  after  having 

suggested  after  the  word  "after,"  and  otherwise  failed  to  agree  with  theten- 

to  cut  out  the  words  "  such  increase  of  ant  as  to  what  is  a  fair  rent."     Both 

rent ;  "  but  he  was  informed  that,  as  a  Amendmente  meant  precisely  the  same 

point  of  Order,  there  were  difficulties  in  thing ;  and  he  would  aiak  whether,  under 

the  way ;  and,  therefore,  he  had  adopted  the  circumstances,  the  second  Amend- 

the  course  he  had  taken,  and  had  sub-  ment  could  be  moved  ? 

stituted  other  words.  Mb.  HEALY  wished  to  be  allowed  to 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  With  regard  to  say,  on  the  point  of  Order,  that  when  an 

the    withdrawal   of    the   Amendment,  Jxiek  Member  in  Committee  moposed  an 

sny  view  is  that  the  words  w}uoh  we  Amendment  ainular  in  i^int|  aUhoo^ 
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not  in  general  details,  with  another 
Amendment  which  had  been  previously 
moYed,  he  was  always  shut  out  from 
moving  it.  He  would,  therefore,  put  it 
to  the  Speaker  whether,  as  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Prime  Minister  was  sub- 
stantially the  same  as  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stroud  (Mr.  Brand),  he 
was  not  similarly  irregular  now  in  mov- 
ine  it? 

Mb.  MACFABLANE  said,  he  also 
deeired  to  say  a  word  on  the  point  of 
Order.  There  could  be  no  question  that 
the  present  Amendment  was  the  same  as 
the  last,  because  the  Prime  Minister 
distinctly  moved  it  on  the  ground  that 
it  was  identicaL  He  would,  therefore, 
ask  Mr.  Speaker  if  it  were  possible  to 
put  an  Amendment  which  had  been  de- 
clared by  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  who 
moved  it  to  be  identical  with  one  which 
had  just  been  negatived  ? 

Mb.  T.  D.  SlILLiyAN  said,  he  did 
not  see  what  use  there  was  in  continu- 
ing the  discussion  after  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  admitted  that  the  Amendment 
was  substantially  the  same  as  that  which 
had  just  been  negatived.  Personally, 
he  could  not  see  that  the  Amendment 
was  of  any  use  at  all.  The  clause 
said — 

"  If  the  tenant,  or  ithe  landlord  and  tenant 
jointly,  or  the  landlord,  after  having  demanded 
■n  inoreaM  of  rent  which  the  tenant  declined 
toteoept" 

Surely,  that  was  a  failure  of  agreement, 
and  it  was  enough  to  have  it  inserted  in 
the  clause  once,  without  submitting  a 
ftirCher  Amendment  on  the  same  point, 
and  calling  upon  the  House  to  negative 
it  twice  over. 

Mb.  T.  COLLINS  said,  the  Speaker 
bad  already  proposed  the  Question ;  and 
having  been  proposed,  hon.  Members 
were  out  of  Order  in  objecting  to  it. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  I  am  bound  to  say 
tltat^  on  comparing  the  two  Amendments, 
they  appear  to  me  to  be  substantially 
the  same.  Therefore,  I  do  not  think 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  can  be  put. 

Sot  STAFPOED  NORTHCOTE:  I 
am  placed  in  a  position  of  considerable 
difluulty  by  the  proceeding  which  has 
just  taken  place.  I  do  not  wish  to  use 
unpleasant  lanffuaee  on  the  subject; 
but  I  do  not  uiink  that  I  have  been 
baldly  fiurlr  treated.  I  rise  now  to  ask 
if  I  shall  be  in  Order  in  moving  the 
AmsBdment  whidi  I  read  to  the  House 


just  now,  as  a  suggestion,  seeing  that 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stroud  (Mr.  Brand)  has  been  shut  out  ? 
Of  course,  I  cannot  move  the  first  words 
of  the  Amendment  I  proposed  to  submit, 
because  they  come  in  at  the  beginning 
of  the  words  which  have  been  restored  ; 
but  I  would  propose,  at  the  end  of  the 
Amendment,  after  the  word  ^^  accept," 
to  add  these  words — 

''And  in  the  case  of  the  tenant  having 
claimed  a  redaction  of  rent,  which  the  land- 
lord has  declined  to  concede.'* 

That  would,  as  nearly  as  possible,  put 
the  two  parties  on  an  equality.  In  the 
case  of  the  landlord,  he  must  first  have 
demanded  an  increase  of  rent,  which  the 
tenant  has  declined  to  accept ;  and  then, 
in  the  corresponding  case  of  the  tenant, 
he  must  have  claimed  a  reduction  of 
rent,  which  the  landlord  declined  to 
concede. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  wished  to  say 
a  word  upon  a  point  of  Order.  [CWm  of 
"  Order !  "]  It  might  be  ruled  that  he 
was  too  late  if  he  rose  after  the  Ques- 
tion was  put.  He  desired  respectfully 
to  say  that  if  he  had  correctly  heard  the 
words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote),  they  were  very  much  the 
same  as  the  Amendment  they  had  al- 
ready dealt  with,  only  more  so. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  wished  to  ask  a 
question — namely,  whether  the  Amend- 
ment was  in  Order,  as  it  dealt  with  a 
tenant's  application,  which  was  not 
touched  by  the  Lords'  Amendment  ? 
The  first  part  of  the  clause  only  related 
to  the  tenant's  application,  and  it  had 
not  been  made  a  matter  of  dispute  either 
there  or  in  the  House  of  Lords.  Hav- 
ing passed  that  part  of  the  clause,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  now  proposed  to 
go  back  and  further  to  deal  with  the 
right  of  the  tenant  to  make  the  applica- 
tion. The  Lords  had  not  touched  that 
matter  at  all ;  and  he  would  ask,  as  a 

Eoint  of  Order,  whether  they  could  go 
ack  upon  the  question  now  and  impose 
a  new  restriction  and  qualification  on 
the  tenant's  application  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  It  appears  to  me 
that  there  is  no  objection  to  my  putting 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. The  observations  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  raise  mat- 
ters of  argument  which  are  for  the  de- 
termination of  the  House.     I  see  no 
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ciounds  for  proposing  not  to  pat  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  words  so 
restored  to  the  BiU,  in  page  8,  line  1 7, 
after  the  word  "  accept,"  to  insert  the 
words — 

''And  in  the  case  of  the  tenant  having 
clumed  a  reduction  of  rent,  which  the  landlord 
has  declined  to  concede." — {Sir  Stafford  North' 
cote,) 

'  Question  proposed,  ' '  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0R8TER :  I  think  this 
proposal  is  a  decidedly  different  one 
irom  that  which  was  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stroud  (Mr.  Brand), 
and  it  seems  to  me  to  be  much  more 
objectionable.  As  we  were  unable  to 
entertain  the  first  proposal,  I  do  not 
see  how  we  can  entertain  this.  It  lays 
down  the  principle  that  the  tenant 
should  be  put  on  the  same  footing  as 
the  landlord  in  regard  to  going  into 
Court.  I  will  not  repeat  the  arguments 
of  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Fnend  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  that  the 
tenant  and  the  landlord  are  not  in  the 
same  position  ;  but  I  may  say  that  the 
effect  of  adopting  this  Amendment 
would  be  to  quaUfy  the  action  and 
power  of  the  tenant  to  go  into  the  Oourt, 
which  we  have  already  declined  to  do. 
My  objection  to  the  Amendment  is  this 
— I  do  not  think  we  can  practically  look 
upon  the  landlord  and  the  tenant  as  being 
on  the  same  footing  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind.  Take  the  case  of  a  large  number 
of  small  cottier  tenants.  The  landlord 
knows  precisely  what  rent  he  ought  to 
get,  if  he  knows  his  business ;  but,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  small  cottier  has  an 
idea  of  his  own  that  he  ou^ht  to  have  a 
lower  rent.  As  a  matter  of  form,  we 
think  it  would  be  unwise  to  make  him 
state  the  exact  figure  he  thinks  he  ought 
to  pay.  If  we  were  to  do  that,  the  pro- 
bability would  be  that  we  should  drive 
these  small  tenants  into  making  extra- 
vagant demands,  and  they  would  get 
assistance  from  people  altogether  out- 
side as  to  the  natiure  of  the  demand 
they  ought  to  make. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY  said,  that 
many  hon.  Members  felt  a  difficulty  in 
applying  their  minds  to  the  considera- 
tion of  this  Amendment.  The  Amend- 
ment of  the  Lords  affected  the  landlord ; 
whereas  the  present  Amendment  affected 
the  tenant.    The  Amendment  sent  down 


from  the  other  House  said  nothing  at 
all  about  the  tenant ;  whereas  the  pre- 
sent Amendment  dealt  entirely  with  the 
tenant. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  it  was  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister  himself 
who  proposed  to  submit  an  Amendment 
in  the  shape  of  a  compromise  if  it  were 
possible ;  and  his  right  hon.  Friend  sug- 
gested that  it  might  be  more  accepteble 
if  the  landlord  and  the  tenant  were  put 
on  the  same  footing.  It  was  in  conse- 
quence of  that  suggestion  that  Ms  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Stroud  (Mr.  H. 
B.  Brand)  had  endeavoured  to  find  a 
solution  which  would  be  satis£EUstory  to 
both  sides  of  the  House,  and  to  the 
Lords  as  well  as  to  the  Commons.  What 
had  happened  since  appeared  to  be  this 
— ^In  the  first  place,  there  was  a  misun- 
derstanding as  to  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Amendment.  Some  hon.  Members  ob- 
jected to  the  withdrawal  of  the  Amend- 
ment, notwithstanding  that  the  Prime 
Minister  announced  his  intention,  if  it 
were  withdrawn,  of  submitting  another 
Amendment  identical  in  substance.  It 
wasjnext  understood  that,  if  the  Amend- 
ment were  not  withdrawn,  no  other 
Amendment  to  the  same  effect  oould  be 
moved.  The  question  was  asked  that 
the  Amendment  should  be  withdrawn ; 
but  the  Amendment  had  been  moved, 
and  could  not  be  withdrawn  without  the 
consent  of  the  House.  The  House  re- 
fused to  allow  the  Amendment  to  be 
withdrawn,  and  the  Amendment  was 
accordingly  negatived.  It  was  then 
found  impossible  to  move  the  words 
which  had  been  offered  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  substitution  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stroud ;  and  he  thought  it  would  be  ad- 
mitted that  his  hon.  Friend,  and  the 
Government,  and  the  House,  had  been 
placed  in  a  difficult  position  by  what 
had  occurred.  If  the  Government  did 
not  see  their  way  to  accept  the  proposal 
now  submitted  by  the  nght  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  North  Devon 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote),  which  affected 
the  tenant,  perhaps  they  would  be  able 
to  suggest  some  other  means  by  which 
effect  might  be  ^ven  to  the  proposal 
they  had  originiuly  made,  in  order  to 

S've  effect  to  the  views  of  the  hon. 
ember  for  Stroud. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  As  &r  as  I  am 
concerned,  I  am  not  aware  of  any 
method  that  remains  open  to   me  of 
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glTing  effect  to  the  proposal  of  my  hon. 
firiena  beliiiid  me  (lur.  Brand),  or  I 
would  willingly  avail  myself  of  it.  I 
am  not  aware  that  any  method  is  now 
open  to  me  of  giving  effect  to  the  sug- 
sestion  of  my  hon.  Fnend  to  enable  the 
mndlord  to  obtain  the  fixity  of  rent 
which  he  supposes  to  be  a  real  benefit 
to  him,  without  the  preliminary  of  pro- 
poeinff  any  increase  of  rent.  There  were 
two  difficidties.  Although  I  should  have 
preferred  putting  this  burden  on  the 
tenant  in  the  way  proposed  by  the  Bill 
to  the  method  proposed  by  the  House 
of  Lords,  I  never  stated  that  it  would 
take  the  form  of  an  enactment  that 
would  be  acceptable  to  the  Government. 
I  only  maintained  that  it  was  less  objec- 
tionable  than  the  Amendment  which  had 
actually  been  made.  But  there  is  an- 
other objection,  in  which  I  see  very 
sreat  force — ^namely,  the  objection  stated 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretazy  for  Ireland,  that  the  present 
Amendment  does  not  attain  the  very 
great  object  stated  by  the  right  hon. 
Qoitleman  the  Member  for  South  West 
Lancashire  (Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross) — 
namely,  the  enabling  of  the  landlord  to 
obtain  fixity,  without  g^in^  through 
the  preHminary  of  demanding  an  in- 
erease  of  rent.  That  was  the  principal 
inducement,  and  the  only  inducement 
to  me,  to  accept  the  suggestion  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  because  it  was  one  of  those 
happy  suggestions  which  offer  a  boon 
and  an  admntage  to  the  landlord,  with- 
out imposing  the  smallest  burden  upon 
the  teniant.  To  the  present  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
we  oould  not  agree.  I  hope,  however, 
that  it  mav  be  in  the  power  of  the 
House  of  Lords  to  vary  the  clause  as 
ioggested,  by  opening  the  door  which 
is  now  olosed. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  had  never 
listened  to  a  more  extraordinary  state- 
ment than  that  which  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  just  made— namely,  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Brand)  offered  a  boon  and  ad- 
vantage to  the  landlord,  without  giving 
a  oorresponding  disadvantage  to  the 
tenant.  How  could  a  favour  be  be- 
stowed on  the  landlord  without  being 
taken  from  the  tenant  ?  Was  it  no  dis- 
advantage to  the  tenant  that  the  land- 
lord should  be  able  to  force  him,  by 
means  of  a  bog^  arrangement,  into  the 
Ooat  F  Those  words  were  certainly  ger- 


mane to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member,  because,  after  the  failure  of  an 
agreement  between  the  landlord  and 
tenant,  the  landlord  would  be  able  to 
make  an  impracticable  proposal  to  the 
tenant,  which  would  drive  the  unfortu- 
nate wretch  into  Court.  And  that,  they 
were  told,  was  an  undoubted  boon  to 
the  landlord,  without  being  any  disad- 
vantage to  the  tenant.  [^Laughter.']  An 
hon.  Member  opposite  laughed  ;  but 
probably  hon.  Members  who  sat  on 
that  (the  Home  Rule)  side  of  the  House 
had  as  much  influence  and  power  as  the 
hon.  Member  in  getting  these  things 
settled  for  the  tenant.  And  perhaps 
they  had  succeeded  to  some  slight  ex- 
tent. The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  might  have  the  con- 
fidence of  the  people  of  Ireland  or  he 
might  not ;  at  all  events,  the  Govern- 
ment had  not.  He  wished  to  inform  the 
Qovemment  that,  if  proposals  like  this 
were  accepted  by  them,  Irish  Members 
would  hold  their  minds  in  a  state  of 
balance.  He  had  given  the  Bill  the 
closest  and  most  conscientious  attention 
possible,  and  what  he  should  do  when 
it  came  on  for  further  consideration  in 
Ireland  with  regard  to  its  acceptance 
would  depend  a  great  deal  on  the  work- 
ing of  the  7th  clause.  So  important  did 
he  regard  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stroud  (Mr.  Brand)  that, 
if  it  was  accepted  by  the  Lords  and  sent 
down  to  that  House,  where  it  was  ac- 
cepted by  the  Government,  his  advice 
to  the  tenants  would  be  to  fight  it  out 
on  Land  League  principles,  and  make 
the  landlords  skip. 

Question  put. 

The    House    divided  :  — 
Noes   279  :  Majority  111. 
No.  368.) 

Page  8,  line  20,  leave  out  from  the 
word  "Parties"  to  the  second  word 
'*  and,"  in  line  21,  the  next  Amendmentp 
read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  House  wiU 
remember  that  this  Amendment  was 
moved  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dundalk  (Mr.  Charles  Russell).  It 
did  not  form  part  of  the  original  pro- 
posal of  the  Government,  but  it  was 
accepted  by  them,  not  as  altering  in  any 
way  the  substance  and  effect  of  the 
clause,  but  as  meeting  the  desire  of  a 
great  body  of  opinion,  especially  of  Irish 
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Members  in  the  House,  and  likewise  as 
conveying  a  certain  assurance  to  the 
minds  of  the  people  of  Ireland.  The 
words  of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk  were 
— **  And  having  regard  to  the  interests 
of  the  landlord  and  the  tenant  respec- 
tively/ *  These  words  havins^  been  struck 
out,  I  am  compelled  to  look  at  them  in 
conjunction  with  other  changes  which 
have  been  made  in  this  clause  dealing 
with  the  question  of  rent,  and  which,  1 
am  bound  to  say,  gives  to  the  present 
Amendment  an  importance  and  cha- 
racter, as  it  now  stands  in  conjunction 
with  other  Amendments,  such  as  it  did 
not  bear  when  imder  discussion  amongst 
ourselves.  For  the  sake  of  illustration, 
I  will  refer  to  an  Amendment  which  I 
have  particularly  in  view,  and  which  I 
think  extremely  objectionable,  and  in- 
admissible on  the  part  of  the  House. 
In  page  7  of  the  Lords'  Amendments 
as  printed,  in  sub-section  9,  these  words 
occur — 

"  The  rent  of  a  holding  shaU  not  be  redaced 
in  any  proceeding  under  this  Act  on  accoant  of 
any  money  or  moneys'  worth  paid  or  given  by 
the  tenant  or  his  predecessors  in  title  otherwise 
than  to  the  landlord,  on  coming  into  the  hold- 
ing." 

It  is  quite  evident  that  these  words  have 
the  most  natural  bearing  on  the  words 
now  immediately  before  us;  and,  viewing 
the  very  objectionable  character  of  the 
words,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  I  must  move  to  disagree  with  the 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  this  House  doth  disagree  with  The 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — {Mr, 
Gladstone.) 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE: 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  con- 
fined his  remarks  to  the  particular  words 
now  in  question);  but  he  has  connected 
them  with  the  general  Amendments  which 
have  been  made  by  the  House  of  Lords 
in  the  7th  clause,  and  has  specially 
pointed  to  the  definition  which  was  made 
in  the  form  of  the  sub- section  to  which 
he  has  called  the  attention  of  the  House. 
Well,  under  these  circumstances,  it  is 
obvious  that  we  are  engaged  in  a  really 
serious  discussion,  and  one  which  touches 
very  closely  the  most  delicate  and  the 
most  important  points  of  the  contro- 
versy whioh  may  still  have  to  be  waged 
upon  this  Bill.    Sir,  I  am  reluctant  to 
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trouble  the  House  with  anything  like  a 
general  discussion  —  which  I  might 
almost  do  after  the  words  which  have 
been  spoken— on  this  important  prin- 
ciple, tne  question  of  fair  rent.  I  will 
abstain  from  doing  so,  and  I  will  only 
make  use  of  very  few  words  in  order  to 
explain  my  own  view  as  to  the  position 
of  the  House  with  regard  to  the  Amend- 
ments touching  fair  rents.  There  can 
be  no  doubt  of  this — ^that  there  has  been 
continually  brought  before  the  attention 
of  Parliament  a  complaint  which  has 
been  made  by  the  IniBh  tenant,  to  the 
effect  that  the  raising  of  rent  may  eati 
up  the  tenant's  interest;  and,  on  the 
oUier  hand,  there  is  the  danger  to  b^ 
guarded  against,  that  the  tenant's  inte- 
rest may  eat  up  the  rent,  and  it  is  very 
difficult  indeed  to  arrive  at  a  proper  oon- 
olusion  with  regard  to  the  principle  upon 
which  fair  rent  is  to  be  assessed,  so  tnat 
it  shall  be  free  from  danger  on  either  of 
these  two  sides.  Now,  the  first  proposal 
of  the  Government  was  that  there  should 
be  given  in  the  clause  which  relates  to 
fair  rent  some  rather  minute  directions 
to  the  Oourt  as  to  the  principle  upon 
which  they  are  to  assess  the  mir  rent ; 
and  the  definition  whioh  was  to  be  given 
of  the  interest  of  the  tenant,  and  which 
was  to  be  taken  into  account  when  the 
fair  rent  was  fixed,  was  considered  to  be 
a  very  complicated  subject — a  subject  of 
a  ^eat  deal  of  discussion  and  dispute. 
At  length  we  seemed  to  come  to  this  con- 
clusion— that  it  would  be  better  not  to 
encumber  the  Court  with  directions  of 
this  kind,  but  to  omit  them,  and  leave  it 
to  the  Court  itself  to  decide  what  would 
be  a  fair  rent  between  the  two  parties. 
I  must  say,  when  that  was  proposed, 
many  of  us  thought  it  would  be  the 
best  and  most  satisfactory  solution ; 
and  so  far  was  I  influenced  by  this 
consideration  that  I  abstained  from 
moving  Amendments  I  had  given  No- 
tice of,  intending  to  ffive  a  reason- 
able definition,  as  we  thought,  of  fair 
rent  and  of  the  tenant's  interest  as  af- 
fecting fair  rent,  and  which  was  sub- 
stantially teken'f^m  the  late  Mr.^utt's 
attempted  legislation.  However,  we 
withdrew  all  that,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  0. 
Russell)  subsequently  came  forward  and 
said — ''Tou  must  put  in  the  words 
'  having  regard  to  the  interests  of  the 
landLomandtenantrespeotively.'"  Now, 
that  does  give  a  direction  to  the  Coozt 
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to  Bome  extent,  and  it  revivoB  the  neces- 
aity  for  aoxne  sort  of  understanding^, 
wme  kind  of  direction  which  may  pre- 
Tent  a  miaconoeption  as  to  the  intention 
of  Parliament.  Undoubtedly,  the  words 
which  are  inserted  in  the  9th  sub-section, 
as  it  has  been  drawn,  would  very  ma- 
terially mitigate  the  difficulties  which 
still  may  arise.  I  will  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  general  way  in  which 
the  &ir  rent  and  me  tenant's  interest 
bear  the  one  upon  the  other.  We  are 
constantly  being  told  that  the  rent  does 
not  interfere  with  the  tenant's  interest, 
and  that  the  tenant's  interest  does  not 
interfere  with  the  rent.  That  is  not  and 
cannot  always  be  the  case.  A  man  is 
prepared  to  take  a  farm,  but  before  he 
takes  it  he  wishes  to  know  two  things ; 
he  wishes  to  know  what  charge  he  is  to 
pay  on  coming  into  possession,  and  what 
the  rent  will  be  which  he  will  have  to 
pay  in  the  course  of  his  tenancy.  It  is, 
m  £m^  very  much  like  the  question  a 
man  aaks  himself  when  he  is  going  to 
take  a  house,  say  in  London,  where  he 
has  to  pay  a  certain  premium  for  enter- 
ing into  possession,  and  where  he  has 
afterwurdls  to  pay  a  certain  annual  rent 
charge.  If  the  rent  charge  is  to  be 
heaYyi  he,  of  course,  expects  to  pay  a 
lower  premium ;  and  if  the  premium  is 
high  he  expects  a  lower  rent.  In  the 
case  I  am  supposing  in  London,  a  fine 
is  paid  to  the  landlord  as  well  as  the 
rant;  but  in  Ireland  the  fine  is  not  paid 
to  the  landlordi  but  to  the  cutting  ten- 
ant, and  the  rent  to  the  landlord,  and 
the  question  is,  whether  the  fine  is  to 
eat  np  the  rent,  or  the  rent  is  to  eat  up 
the  mie.  Suppose  a  man  has  arrived  at 
the  conclusion  that  he  can  afford  to  ^ay 
fi?e  years'  rent  for  the  purpose  of  conung 
into  a  holding — ^for  the  purpose  of  buy- 
ing up  the  mtorest  of  his  predecessor. 
Sappoainghe  is  prepared  to  pay  £260  to 
come  in  at  a  rent  oi  £50  a-year.  Those 
who  complain  of  the  rent  eating  up  the 
tenant's  interest  will  say  that,  auer  a 
time,  the  landlord  may  come  forward 
and  aay — ''  I  am  not  satisfied  with  this 
£50  a-year;  I  must  have  £60."  The 
tenant  would  say — "  I  cannot  afford  to 

riy  £60  a-year,  because  of  the  amount 
had  to  pay  to  come  in ;  if  I  have  to  pay 
yon  £60f  I  should  have  paid  less  than 
£250  to  the  outgoing  tenant."  In  this 
way  there  is  supposed  to  be  a  danger  of 
the  rant  eatinjg^  up  the  tenant's  interest. 
Wdly  pcediMfy  tne  converse  will  take 


place  if  the  outgoing  tenant,  who  is  now 
to  be  allowed  to  sell  his  interest  for  the 
best  price  he  can  get,  says — "  You  must 
give  me  not  £250,  but  £300."  In  that 
case  the  tenant  would  be  obliged  to  say 
to  the  landlord — '^  I  cannot  give  you  the 
full  rent  of  £50  a-year ;  I  must  pay  you 
a  less  sum.'*  In  this  way  the  raising  of 
the  charge  on  the  tenant's  interest  would 
fall,  and  fall  entirely,  on  the  rent  of  the 
landlord.  As  to  the  proposal  which  has 
been  made  in  connection  with  the  words 
we  are  now  considering,  it  is  a  proposal, 
as  I  understand  it,  which  is  intended  to 
have  this  effect.  It  is  to  say  that  when 
the  rent  of  the  holding  is  about  to  be 
settled — ^is  about  to  be  either  increased 
or  reduced  by  the  Court — it  shall  not  be 
reduced  in  respect  of  any  money  that 
may  be  paid  by  the  tenant  on  his  coming 
into  the  holding.  It  is  not  intended,  as 
I  imderstand  it,  to  apply  to  past  trans- 
actions ;  for  instenoe,  it  is  not  intended 
to  affect  the  Ulster  Custom  or  the  cases 
in  which  a  certain  sum  has  been  paid 
before  the  passing  of  this  Act  by  the 
predecessor  of  the  tenant  who  is  now  in 
possession.  But  I  understend  it  to  apply 
to  future  cases,  to  those  who  may  come 
in  under  this  Bill,  and  may  be  induced, 
by  the  advanteges  and  facilities  offered 
to  them,  to  sell  their  interest  to  the  in- 
coming tenant  at  a  hi^h  price.  The 
incoming  tenant  purchasing  at  this  high 
price,  as  he  is  encouraged  to  do,  will  say — 
''  I  have  had  to  pay  so  much  for  my  pre- 
decessor's interest  in  the  holding  that  I 
cannot  afford  to  pay  you  (the  landlord) 
the  rent  which  you  have  been  in  the 
habit  of  receiving,  and  which,  if  it  had 
not  been  for  this  high  price,  I  should 
have  been  prepared  to  give."  The  in- 
tention of  the  House  of  Lords,  as  I  un- 
derstand the  Amendment,  is  that  the 
landlord  ought  to  be  protected  against 
a  proceeding  of  that  kind,  and  I  must 
say  I  think  it  a  very  reasonable  pro- 
posal. I  am  told  that  the  words  of  this 
Clause  9  go  rather  further  than  I  have 
described.  If  that  is  so,  it  would  be 
very  easy  to  alter  it ;  but  we  have  not 
come  to  that  yet.  At  the  present  time 
we  have  to  bear  in  mind  that  we  are 
going  too  far  or  not  far  enough  in  the 
words  which  have  been  stru(£  out  by 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  which  were  put 
in  on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dundalk.  If  you  trust  the 
Court,  if  you  think  it  competent  to  deal 
with  these  delicate  matters,  why  not 

[Fir9t  Night.] 


1459 


Zand£aw 


[COMMONS] 


{Ireland)  BOl. 


1460 


leave  it  alone  to  exercise  its  functions 
— why  not  allow  it  to  deal  with  these 
cases  as  they  arise  on  general  principles 
of  equity,  such  as  would  guide  any 
Court?  If,  on  the  other  hand,  you 
think  it  necessary  to  give  instructions, 
give  them  in  such  a  way  that  we  can  all 
agree  to  them.  What  seems  to  be  the 
facts  of  the  case  are  these.  The  G-ovem- 
ment  thought  it  would  not  be  right  to  give 
any  guidance  to  the  Court;  but  wnen 
they  came  to  turn  their  hand  to  it  they 
were  obliged  to  abandon  their  first  idea* 
Then  came  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dundalk  and  said — "This  will  not 
do.  You  must  insert  words  which  were 
not  a  part  of  your  orig^al  proposal, 
and  which  are  inconsistent  with  your 
original  proposal.  You  must  strike  out 
the  direction  in  your  draft  of  the  Bill." 
He  comes  forward  and  introduces  these 
words — *'  Having  regard  to  the  interests 
of  the  landlord  and  tenant  respectively;  " 
and  the  House  of  Lords  strikes  them  out 
as  being  inconsistent  with  the  original 
intentions  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  CHAELE8  RUSSELL  hoped  the 
House  would  not  desire,  at  that  stage  of 
the  Bill,  to  go  over  again  that  long  dis- 
cussion which  they  had  had  on  this  mat- 
ter in  Committee.  Unless  compelled  to 
do  so,  he  should  decline  to  go  into  the 
general  reasons  in  favour  of  the  insertion 
of  these  words.  He  desired  to  point  out  to 
the  House  that,  apart  from  the  intrinsic 
merits  of  the  words  of  the  clause  as 
it  left  that  House,  they  had,  from  other 
circumstances,  acquired  an  importance 
amongst  those  people  for  whom  the  Bill 
was  intended.  The  special  circumstances 
were  these — In  the  Bill  as  originally 
drawn  by  the  Government  there  were 
inserted  words  giving  a  direction  to  the 
Court  that  in  fixing  a  fai^  rent  it  should 
have  regard  to  the  tenant's  interest.  It 
was  quite  true  that  afterwards,  finding 
the  precise  definition  or  guide  as  to  fix- 
ing the  fair  rent  would  not  work  and 
was  not  practicable,  the  Government 
were  inclined  to  strike  out  the  words, 
and  leave  the  matter  entirely  at  large. 
But  they  were  met  with  this  difficulty — 
that  they  had  themselves  first  suggested 
this  regard  to  the  tenant's  interest.  They 
were  further  embarrassed,  as  a  g^eat 
many  hon.  Members  in  the  House  knew, 
by  ike  testimony  which  reached  them 
from  all  quarters  representing  Irish  opi- 
nion on  the  matter.  They  found  that 
this  reference  to  the  interest  of  the  ten- 

Sir  Stafford  NorthcoU 


ant  was  considered  of  great — nay,  of 
vital — importance  to  the  interests  of  the 
tenant.  Finally,  after  a  discussion  in 
the  House,  the  words  as  they  now  stood 
in  the  Bill  were  accepted,  and  accepted 
by  a  very  large  majority ;  and  he  well 
recollected  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Sir  Stafford  Northcote),  in  dis- 
cussing this  matter,  was  good  enough  to 
say,  in  referring  to  his  (Mr.  Bussell's) 
Amendment,  that  he  noted  it,  and  was 
glad  to  recognize  it  as  a  proof  of  ad- 
vanced opinion  in  the  House  on  this 
matter.  After  a  g^eat  deal  of  discussion, 
the  words  were  inserted  in  the  Bill,  and 
the  measure  left  the  House  with  these 
words  in  it.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Bussell) 
wished  to  state  what  the  effect  on  the 
public  mind  would  be  if  ^e  Lords' 
Amendment  were  agreed  to.  No  one 
had  yet  pointed  out,  either  in  that  House 
or  the  other,  how  the  original  words  ac- 
cepted by  the  Committee  could  work  in- 
juriously to  the  interests  of  the  landlord. 
He  had  read  everything  which  had  been 
said  about  it,  and  he  had  not  been  able 
to  appreciate  or  realize  any  argument 
showing  how  the  landlord's  interests 
would  suffer.  What,  then,  would  be 
said  out-of-doors  if,  having  put  this  re- 
ference to  the  landlord's  and  the  tenant's 
interests  in  the  Bill — having,  after  pro- 
longed discussion  in  Committee,  come, 
by  a  large  majority,  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  words  should  be  inserted — if,  in 
answer  to  the  other  House,  who,  to  put 
it  mildly,  did  not  very  strongly  represent 
the  tenant's  point  or  view,  these  words, 
upon  which  so  much  store  was  placed  by 
the  Irish  people,  were  struck  out?  Dorinff 
the  progress  of  this  Bill  he  had  reoeiTea 
a  great  many  letters  from  a  g^reat  many 
quarters,  and  from  no  part  had  there 
come  so  unanimous  an  expression  of 
opinion  as  to  the  necessity  or  a  provision 
of  this  kind  as  from  the  North  of  Ire- 
land. Since  the  discussion  in  the  House 
of  Lords  he  had  received,  again  and 
again,  the  strongest  protest  against  the 
striking  o.ut  of  these  words.  It  had  been 
represented  to  him  that  men  who  did 
not  at  first  attach  so  much  importance  to 
the  words,  intrinsically,  as  he  did,  now 
considered  that,  as  they  had  once  been 
in,  to  strike  them  out  would  have  an  in- 
jurious effect.  He  would  earnestly  urge 
upon  the  House  that  the  omission  (rf 
these  words,  which  he  coneeiyed  to  be 
highly  important,  would  be  disastrous; 
and  he  trusted^  therefore,  that  the  Oom- 
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moDB'  Amendment  would  not  be  aban- 
doned. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  270;  Noes 
154:  Majority  116.— (Diy.  list,  No.  369.) 

Bib  8TAPF0ED  NORTHCOTE:  I 
think,  at  this  hour  of  the  night,  the 
House  will  be  willing  to  adjourn.  There 
is  a  great  deal  of  serious  fiusiness  to  be 
done,  and  I  wish  to  give  Notice  that  I 
shall  more  an  Amendment  on  sub-section 
5,  to  amend  the  Lords'  Amendment  at 
page  9,  by  adding  in  the  3rd  line  the 
words  "  during  the  statutory  term."  I 
more  that  the  debate  be  adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjoumei." — 
{Sir  Stafford  NorthcoU.) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  should 
much  more  cheerfully  assent  to  an  ad- 
journment if  he  thought  there  was  a 
strong  inclination  on  the  part  of  the 
House  to  close  the  debate  to-morrow. 

Ma.  HEALY  thought  the  question  of 
dosing  to-morrow  depended  very  much 
on  the  Gbremment. 


put,  and  agreed  to. 

Further  Consideration  of  Lords' 
Amendments  deferred  till  To-morrow. 

BILLS  OF  EXCHANGE  BILL. 

{jSW  John  Lubboekf  Mr,  Arikwr  Cohettj  Mr.  Lewis 

Fry^  Sir  John  Solker,  Mr.  Monk.) 

[bIUi  218.]       SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Bib  JOHN  LITBBOGK,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
explained  that  it  was  entirely  one  of 
coDflolidation  and  codification.  At  pre- 
sent the  law  relating  to  Bills  of  Ex- 
diange  was  scattered  over  more  than 
20  Acts  of  Parliament,  and  there  had 
been  decisions  in  nearly  2,000  cases. 
Under  those  dronmstances,  the  commer- 
cial community  had  long  been  anxious 
that  the  law  riiould  be  condensed  and 
Imraglit  together  in  a  more  accessible 
ftnn.  He  did  not  propose  to  go  beyond 
the  eeoond  reading  of  the  BiU  in  the 
pesent  Session ;  but  he  should  be  glad 
if  the  House  would  consent  to  the  second 
reading,  so  that  he  might  be  able  to 
faring  the  measure  more  prominently 
befiire  the  commercial  public  during  the 
Beoess.  He  would  not  trouble  the  House 
with  any  further  remarks.    He  would 


only  say,  in  conclusion,  that  the  present 
Bill  had  been  prepared  at  the  instance 
of  the  Associatea  Chambers  of  Com- 
merce and  the  Institute  of  Bankers,  and 
had  been  carefully  examined  by  high 
legal  authorities. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (iS/r  John  Luhhock.) 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  said,  he  intended  to 
assent  to  the  Motion ;  but  it  must  be 
perfectly  understood  that  he  did  so  on 
the  assumption  that  the  Bill,  which  was 
an  important  measure  and  dealt  with 
the  consolidation  of  the  law,  was  pro- 
ceeded with  no  further  in  the  present 
Session.  He  understood  that  his  hon. 
Friend  only  desired  now  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  commercial  world  to  the 
subject,  and  that  he  did  not  propose  to 
go  beyond  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill.  On  the  part  of  the  Government, 
he  (Sir  Henry  James)  had  no  objection 
to  that  course  being  tiaken. 

Mb.  RYLANDS  said,  he  did  not  rise 
for  the  purpose  of  opposing  the  Motion 
for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill ;  but 
he  was  quite  aware  that  there  were 
points  in  the  matter  which  were  open  to 
considerable  discussion.  He  therefore 
wished  it  to  be  distinctly  understood 
that,  in  assenting  to  the  second  reading, 
neither  Her  Majesty's  Government  nor 
any  independent  Member  were  giving 
their  assent  or  approval  to  all  the  pro- 
visions which  were  contained  in  the 
measure. 

Mb.  MAGNIAC  remarked,  that  ho 
should  like  to  enter  a  caveat  upon  one 
point  referred  to  by  the  hon.  JBaronet 
who  moved  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  (Sir  John  Lubbock).  His  hon. 
Friend  said  that  the  Bill  had  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Associated  Chambers  of 
Commerce  and  the  Institute  of  Bankers 
of  London.  Now,  it  ouffht  to  be  known 
that  the  bankers  of  London  had  nothing 
to  do  with  any  Chamber  of  Commerce ; 
and  whether  it  was  known  to  the  Asso- 
ciated Chambers  of  Commerce  or  not, 
he  (Mr.'Magniac)  was  quite  clear  that 
it  was  utterly  unknown  to  the  merchants 
of  London.  It  would,  therefore,  be  well 
to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time,  so  that 
its  provisions  might  be  made  known 
generally.     But  while  he  supported  the 

roposal  to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time, 

e  hoped  it  would  be  understood  that 
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to  ^y  pSc&teKS*  "^"^  ^^Oy^  ™«  (BITKGflS)  (SCOT- 

Mb.  E.  N.  fowler  said,  his  hon.  I^^^)  ^1^^- 

Friend  the  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  oonsidsbation  of  lords'  AMEsmuEsra. 

MagniiM)),  who  had  just  sat  down,  said  j^   j    STEWART,  in  moving  that 

there  was  no  Chamber  of  Commerce  in  ^^  j^^^^,  Amendment*  to  this  BiU  be 

London.    That    wa«    quite    true;    but  considered  forthwith,   said,   they  were 

ttiere  was  an  Institjite  of  Bankers  in  ^^^^^     ^^  ^  ^^^^^  ^^^    ^^  ^^^ 

London,   of  which  ^s  hon.  Fnend  m  ^^^  ^^  ^^  objection  to  their  being  con- 

charge  of  the  BiU  (Sir  John  Lubbock)  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^                           ^ 
was  President,  and  they  took  great  m- 

terest  in  the  measure.     But,  of  course.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

in  a  Bill  of  considerable  length  there  ''That  the  Lords' Amendments  be fordi- 

would  be  points  of  detail  which  would  with  considered." — {Mr,  J,  Stewart.) 
require  discussion,  and  which  it  would 

be  open  to  the  House  to  consider  next  Mb.  WAETON  said,  he  must  object 

Session.    He  was  very  glad  that  the  Li  the  first  place,  he  had  failed  to  catch 

House  was  likely  to  read  the  Bill  a  even  the  title  of  the  Bill ;  but,  further 

second  time.    He  hoped  it  would  take  than  that,  he  objected  to  any  Bill  being 

the  same  course  next  Session,  so  that  an  considered  at  that  hour — half  past  1 — 

opportunity  might  be  afforded  of  consi-  which  was  not  down  on  the  Paper.     He 

dering  the  provisions  of  the  measure  in  remembered,  on  one  occasion,  that  a 

Committee,  where  every  point  connected  Bill  passed  in  a  very  curious  manner, 

with  them  could  be  raised.  owing  to  the    non-observance    of  the 

Mb.  WHITLEY  said,  he  would  not  Rules  of  the  House,  and  he  had  ever 

oppose  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  since  determined  to  object  to  the  repeti- 

on  the  understanding  that,  after  it  had  tion  of  such  a  practice, 

been  read  a  second  time,  it  would  be  Mb.  J.   STEWART    said,   that,    of 

carried  no  further.    He  had  intended  to  course,  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 

oppose  the  Bill ;  but  on  that  understand-  for  Bridport  (Mr.  WartOn)  objected,  it 

ing  he  would  withdraw  his  opposition,  would  be  impossible  to  go  on  with  the 

Up  to  the  present  time,  the  bankers  and  Bill  now. 

merchants  of  Liverpool  had  had  no  op-  Tqb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 

portunity  of   knowing  anything  about  Hsnby  Jambs)  :  GK)  on. 

the  measure.     He  thought  it  was  one  Mb.  J.  STEWART  wished  to  impress 

which  he  should  be  glad  to  support  in  upon  the  House  that  at  that  period  of 

another  Session,  if  the  simple  object  of  the  Session  it  was  absolutely  essential 

the  Bill  was  to  codify  the  various  Acts  to  make  Progress  with    any  measure 

of  Parliament  which  relate  to  Bills  of  which  it  was  intended  to  pass  into  law. 

Exchange.    Li  the  meantime,  it  would  He  would,  therefore,  with  the  permission 

be  understood  that  in  assenting  to  the  of  the  House,  persist  with  the  Motion  he 

second  reading  the  House  did  not  commit  had  made. 

itself  in  any  way  to  an  approval  of  the  .    Mb.    WARTON     appealed    to    Mr. 

principle  of  the  Bill.  Speaker  whether  it  was  possible  to  take 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  remarked  that,  the  Lords'  Amendments  to  a  Bill  in  the 

as  he  had  already  explained,  the  prin-  way  now  proposed,  seeing  that  the  Bill 

dple  of  the  Bill  was  simply  to  codifv  and  itself  was  not  down  upon  the  Paper  for 

consolidate  the  law  in  regard  to  Bills  of  Consideration  ?      Notwithstanding  the 

Exchange  and  bring  it  together.     He  hon.    and   learned  Attorney  General's 

understood   that  his    hon.   Friend  the  direction  to  the  hon.   Member  (Mr.    J. 

Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Whitley)  did  Stewart)  to  "  go  on,"  he  (Mr.  Warton) 

not  object  to  tiiat.   All  the  details  of  the  would  like  to  have  a  distinct  ruling  firom 

measure  could  be    discussed   in  Com-  Mr.  Speaker  on  the  point, 

mittee.    He  thanked  the  House  for  the  Mb.  SPEAKER :  The  Bill  has  been 

reception  which  had  been  given  to  the  to  the  Lords,  and  has  come  down  with 

BiU.  certain  verbal  Amendments.    Itisusnal 

Queetion  put.  and  a^eed  to.  *»  ponsider  such  Amendmento  without 

*^             ^  giving    Notice;    but  if  the  hon.  and 

Bill  read.a  second  time,  and  ^ommA^M  learned  Member  for  Bridport  presses 

lor  ro-MMfTMo.  his.  objection,  the  AmendnMata.oaniMl' 
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be  ooandeNd  now,  tmd  the  debate  must 
■land  ftdjonmed. 

Mb.  WAKTON  said,  lie  would  not 
press  his  objection  after  the  statement 
which  had  been  made  by  Mr.  Speaker. 

Qnestion  pnt,  and  agre0d  to. 

Amendments  camid&rsd,  and  ^i^i&d  to. 

WAYS  AHD  MEAKS. 

OOVSOUDATED  FUND  (iTO.   4)  BILL. 

Baoohitioii  FAiigrnBt  8]  reported^  and  aareed  to  : 
^-Wl  crderM  to  do  brought  in  l^  Mr.  Plat- 
rjmt,  lEr.  Chakcvllor  of  the  Ezcheqvbr,  and 

Ldfd  FrSDBBXCK   OATSirDTBR. 

WljMr$s&HUdf  and  read  the  first  time. 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 

One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wodttoidaff,  lOth  AuguH,  1881. 


MIKUTES.]  —  Public  Bills  —  Committee  — 

Aporl— Patriotio  Fund*  [240]. 
ryfMwtrft— Enmlovers*  Liability  Act   (1880) 

Ammdment  *  [71  J. 

QUESTION. 


BOTAL   UNIVEBSITir  OF  IKELAND— 
UNIVERSITY  WORK. 

Mb.  DAWSON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
taiy  to  the  Lord  lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
K  nis  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
Beport  of  the  President  of  Gkdway  Col- 
lege and  to  the  strong  advocacy  therein 
eontained  of  the  ret^tion  of  teaching 
as  a  part  of  TTniTersity  work ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  New  Boyal  Uniyersity,  making 
no  prorision  for  teaching,  leaves  the 
great  mass  of  the  Irish  people  without 
any  provision  for  academic  training, 
whilst  a  minority  will  have  the  Queen^s 
Oolleges  and  Trinity  College  to  supply 
to  them  that  great  advanta^? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB,  m  reply,  said, 
file  Beport  was,  no  doubt,  most  interest- 
ing, and  (be  Ptesident  did  put  strongly 
the  advantages  of  University  teaching 
and  training,  as  well  as  of  examination, 
and  he  showed  that  the  Queen's  Colleges 
eoniinned  to  give  that  advantage.  But, 
iateresting  as  the  question  was,  it  was 
not  a  practical  one,  since  the  House  had 
liteide4  tt  in  eetablishing  the  new  Uni- 


versity, for  which  an  Act  was  passed  a 
year  or  two  ago. 

Mb.  DAWSON  said,  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  answer  he  had  received  he 
should,  early  in  next  Session,  bring  for- 
ward a  Motion  declaring — 


« 


That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  in- 
expedient that  the  vast  majority  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  should  be  without  academical  teach- 
ing, while  the  minority  had  the  advantage  of 
the  Queen's  Colleges  and  of  Trinity  Colleire  in 
Dublin." 

ORDER    OF   THE  DAT. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

OONSIDEBATION  OF  LORDS'  AMENDMEirTS. 

fSECOirD  NIOHT.] 

Lords  Amendments  further  oomid&red. 

Page  8,  line  23,  after  the  word  "rent," 
insert  the  words — 

"  Provided  always,  That  where  application  is 
made  to  the  Court  under  this  section  in  respect 
of  any  tenancy,  and  the  Court  is  of  opinion 
that  the  tenant  of  the  holding  in  which  such 
tenancy  subsists,  or  his  predecessors  in  title, 
has  or  have  caused  or  suffered  such  holding  to 
become  deteriorated,  contrary  to  the  express  or 
imx)liod  conditions  constituting  the  contract  of 
tenancy,  the  Court  may  refuse  the  application, 
or  may  postpone  the  further  hearing  of  the  same 
until  after  the  performance  by  the  tenant  of 
such  conditions  as  the  Court  may  think  proper," 

— the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  Amend- 
ment was  one  which  he  should  ask  the 
House  to  disagree  with.  It  was  an 
Amendment  which  had  already  been 
considered,  discussed,  and  rejected  by 
the  House.  The  truth  was  that  it  was 
one  of  the  old  Land  Committee  Amend- 
ments, which  had  been  amply  discussed 
there,  and  the  answer  given  to  it  he  had 
only  to  repeat.  Everything  which  would 
properly  be  a  fair  basis  for  opposing  an 
application  for  a  judicial  rent  was  pro- 
vided for  under  the  8th  clause,  which 
gave  the  Court  full  power  to  reject  an 
application  whenever  the  conduct  of  the 
applicant  had  been  unreasonable.  No 
conduct  could  be  more  unreasonable  on 
the  part  of  the  tenant  than  to  cause  or 
suffer  his  holding  to  become  deteriorated, 
and  then  apply  to  fix  a  fair  rent  for  it. 
It  had  frequently  been  held,  under  simi- 
lar words  in  the  18th  clause  of  the  Land 
Act,  that  such  conduct  was  **  unreason- 
able/' mid  disentided  the  tenant  to  relief. 
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That  applied  to  mere  permiiaiTe  WBst« ; 
but  if  thara  vae  deterioratian  of  the 
holding  with  the  object  of  getting  a 
lover  rent,  that  would  be  fraudulent, 
and  if  the;  had  any  oonfidenoe  in  the 
Court  at  all  they  might  leave  such  con- 
duct to  be  dealt  with  by  it.  Apart  from 
that,  however,  there  waa  a  manifest  mia- 
take — at  least,  he  presumed  it  waa  a  mis- 
take in  the  Amendment— for  it  could 
hardly  have  been  intended — but  it  pro- 
vided against  deterioration,  caused  or 
permitted  not  only  by  the  tenant,  but 
b;  his  predecesBors  in  title,  so  that  the 
present  tenant  might  be  refused  a  fair 
rent  because  of  something  which  had 
been  done  by  his  predecessor  SO  years 
ago. 

Uotionmade,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  tjiis  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment."— 
(J/r.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland.) 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  that  if  the  Court 
would  proceed  upon  the  lines  set  forth 
by  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  he 
waa  satiftSed.  But  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  gone  somewhat 
fiirther.  He  had  aneered  both  at  the 
structure  of  the  Amendment  and  at  the 
source  from  which  it  had  come.  The 
object  of  the  Amendment  was  to  prevent 
the  tenant  seizing  the  opportunity,  when 
the  farm  was  at  its  worst  by  his  own 
fault,  to  get  a  judicial  rent  fixed.  Al- 
though the  Amendment  might  not  be 
agreed  to,  he  trusted  that  the  words  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  have  some  efi'ect  on  the  Court. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Page  8,  line  35,  leave  out  from  the 
word  "landlord,"  to  the  end  of  aub- 
section  3,  the  next  Amendment,  read  a 
second  time. 

Mk.  GLADSTOXE  said,  he  need  not 
acquaint  the  House  that  this  Amend- 
ment was  one  to  which  the  Government 
could  not  ask  the  House  to  agree.  The 
third  paragraph  of  the  clause  provided 
that— 

"  Where  the  jadiciaJ  rent  of  any  prosaot  tan- 
ancf  lioa  been  fixed  by  the  Conrt,  then,  until 
the  expiration  of  a  term  of  fifteen  yean  froin 
the  rent  ia.j  next  succeeding  the  day  on  which 
the  detarmmation  of  the  Court  Irns  boon  given 
(in  thia  Act  referred  to  ae  a  statutory  tonn), 
■noh  preaent  tenant^  shall  (if  it  so  long  con- 
tinne  to  inbmatj  be  deemed  to  be  a  tenancy  sab- 
jec*  to  (tatDtory  oonditioni,  and  having  the 
J^AtUrntg  Bmmal  for  ^tland 


■ame  Inddmt*  aa  a  tmanoy  lahjeot  to  statu- 
tory conditions  conaeqnent  on  an  inereaaa  of 
rent  by  a  landlord." 

The  House  of  Lords  had  struck  out  the 
words  which  follow — namely, 

"  "With  thia  modification,  that,  during  the 
■latutoTy  term  in  a  present  tenancy  consequent 
on  the  m«t  determination  of  a  judicial  rent  of 
that  tenancy  by  the  Court,  application  by  the 
landlord  to  authorise  tho  resumption  of  the 
holding  etc  part  thereof  by  bim  for  some  pnr- 
pose  having  relation  to  the  good  of  the  holing 
or  of  the  estate,  shall  not  be  entertained  by  the 
Court,  sabject  nevertheleaa  to  the  provinon*  in 
this  Act  contained  for  the  benefit  of  laboureis 
in  respect  of  cottages,  gardens,  or  allotments." 

It  had  been  stated  the  previous  night 
that  there  was  no  opportuni^  whatever 
of  drawing  a  distinction  between  the 
first  statutory  term  and  subsequent  sta- 
tutoiT  terms.  There  waa  one  case  in 
which  he  was  disposed  to  admit  that  the 
first  statutory  term  need  not  be  dia> 
tinguished  foun  subsequent  statutory 
terms,  and  that  was  where  the  tenant  at 
the  end  of  the  lease  came  in  as  a  pre- 
sent tenant.  He  did  not  think  there  was 
any  reason  why  at  the  end  of  a  lease, 
say,  of  40  or  SO  years,  a  tenant,  in  virtue 
of  his  present  tenant^,  should  take  a 
further  term  of  IS  years  absolutely 
exempt  fiom  the  statutory  resumption. 
The  Government  would  endeavour  to 
provide  in  a  subsequent  Amendment 
that  in  the  case  of  leases  the  lease  itself 
should  oonnt  ae  the  first  statutory  term. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed, 
"  That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amen£nent." — 
{Ur.  QladetoM.) 

Ma.  HEALT  considered  the  proposal 
to  be  made  by  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  an  equitable  one ;  but  he  wished 
to  point  out  that  the  Amendment  made 
in  this  House  with  regard  to  juditdal 
leasee  hEid  placed  the  future  tenant  in  a 
worse  condition  than  he  would  have  been 
had  the  Bill  passed  in  its  original  shape. 
A  future  tenant  would  be  liable  at  the 
end  of  hia  lease  to  be  turned  out  without 
a  day's  notice.  He  trusted  the  Govern- 
ment would  see  that  future  tenania 
should  not  be  debarred  &om  the  benefit 
of  the  Act  of  1870. 

Lord  EDMOND  FrrZMAUEIOB 
confessed  that,  in  reality,  this  qnestioa, 
with  the  exception  of  resumption,  wast 
much  larger  question  than  appeued  oo 
the  face  of  it.  He  did  not  b^eve  that 
if  they  deprived  the  landlord  of  fte 
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right  of  resoinptioii  after  the  first  15  which   all  Amendments  in  which  the 

^eais  they  would  ever  be  able  to  restore  right  of  the  landlord  was  implicated 

it.    He  was  certain  that  if  at  the  be-    were  dealt  with.  

ginning  of  a  second  term  of  15  years  Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  differed  en- 

an  attempt  was  made  to  reserve  the  land-  tirely  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 

lord  rights,  a  new  and  formidable  agita-  criticisms.     It  was  merely  a  question  of 

tion  would  arise.   Practically,  they  were  yearly  tenants  obtaining   a   15  years' 

depriying  the  landlord  of  the  right  of  lease.     The  object  of  the  Goyemment 

resumption  for  eyer,  and  in  a  short  time  was  not  in  any  degree  to  abolish  land- 

fhe^  would  see  a  short  Act  introduced  lordism.     The  House,  no  doubt,  would 

MBimilating  the  two  statutory  terms,  feel  that,  having  thoroughly  debated  the 

He  had  no  wish  to  divide  the  House ;  matter  previously,  they  could  hardly  be 

but  he  was  anxious  that  this  question  expected    to    go    into   the    arguments 

should  not  be  determined  without  his  again, 

entering  his  protest  in  regard  to  it.  r\      4^          4. 

SniOTAFPOED  NOETHOOTE  said,  ™„     P''*'  . ,  ,       . 

the  remarks  in  regard  to  leases  which  ^®  House  dtvtded ;— Ayes  145 ;  Noes 

ML  from  the  Prime  Minister  raised  an  96 :  Majority  49.— (Div.  List,  No.  370.) 

H^*  ]SH*  JS  l^'fi  ^""""a  ^  ^^  Amendment  proposed  to  the  words  so 

SS^T^rT/-«?i!f^J^^^^  restored  to  the  V  in  page  9,  line  3,  to 

S!h-^  -^fr^  T'^Ii**''  ^if'  leave  out  from  the  woV- subject,'' to 

tmction    might  be  made  between  the  x.           ^  **8atisfiftd  ''in  lino  7  both  in- 

pomtion  of  the  tenant  at  the  end  of  a  ,    ^^'^   ^  •    ^Hl        !^     ' 

UL  and  other  present  tenants.     He  ^^^^^'  ^^  ^°««^  ^^  ^^^«- 

suppoaed  they  would  have  further  in-  , "Unless  (a)  such  present  tenancy  has  arisen 

formation  on  that  point  when  they  came  ?*  ^®  expiration  of  a  judicial  lease,  or  of  a 

TT    ,.            V7      ZZyFX~      ""^"  »'"'v  ^«»"*"  lease  existing  at  the  time    of   the  passing  of 

to  dlBOOflS  It.      With  regard  to  the  pre-  this  Act,  and  ori^pnally  made  for  a  term   of 

sent   proposal    on   the   Lords'   Amend-  not  less  than  thirty  -  one  years ;   or  (b)  it  is 

ment,    one  would  have  thought  a  year  proved   to  the  satisfaction  of   the  Court," — 

r  that  it  was  natural  that  the  landlord  (^f-  Mtorney  Omeralfwr  Ireland,) 

dd  have  the  power  of  resuming  a  — instead  thereof. 

portion  of  his  lana  for  the  general  bene-  Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 

St  of  his  estate ;  but  thev  were  now  so  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

entirely  divorced  from  the  old  position  said  words  so  restored  to  the  Bill." 
of  the  landlords  that  he  hardly  knew 

how  the  Goyemment  were  to  deal  with  Mr.  GIBSON,  on  a  point  of  Order, 
a  question  of  this  sort.  Sometimes  the  inquired  of  the  Speaker  whether  a  de- 
Opposition  were  led  to  suppose  that  the  cision  on  this  point  would  not  prejudge 
intention  of  this  measure  was  to  get  rid  a  similar  question  in  a  succeeding 
of  landlordism  altogether.  But  m  that  clause  ?  He  did  not  wish  the  question 
natter  the  Government  did  not  go  ae  to  the  termination  of  the  lease,  which 
qnite  the  length  of  the  Land  League,  would  require  to  be  hereafter  discussed. 
The  Goyemment  said  they  ought  to  keep  to  be  got  rid  of  on  a  side  issue  now. 
the  landlords,  but  ought  to  regulate  Sir  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT,  also 
their  relations  with  their  tenants.  That  on  a  point  of  Order,  inquired  whether  it 
was  the  scheme  on  which  the  Bill  was  was  competent  for  the  Government  to 
■Bppoeed  to  be  based;  but  they  were  amend  words  which  had  been  passed 
eoDSftantlT  coming  across  instances  where  by  this  House  and  sent  up  to  the  Lords, 
flie  laadlords  were  refused  their  clear  and  which  the  Lords  rejected ;  the 
ag^ta.  He  was  afraid  that  if  they  took  Lords'  Amendment  being  rejected  hero, 
away  the  legal  rights  of  the  landlord  was  it  competent  for  the  House  now  to 
ftir  16  years  it  womd  be  very  difficult  to  amend  the  former  words  which  were 
nutpio  them.  It  did  not  require  much  provisionally  inserted  in  the  Bill  ? 
knowledge  of  Lish  afiairs  to  say  that  if  Mr.  SPEAKEE  replied  that  a  similar 
the  legal  riffht  of  the  landlord  to  resume  question  to  that  asked  by  the  hon.  and 
pOHeesion  ror  good  reasons  during  the  gallant  Baronet  was  raised  on  the  pre- 
ont  tenancy  was  taken  away,  it  would  vious  day  during  the  consideration  of 
liey«iTdi£BLoiilt,  if  not  impossible,  to  re-  the  hon.  Member's  (Mr.  Brand's) 
flrtahliflh  it.  The  treatment  of  this  Amendment.  In  his  opinion,  it  was 
mmtion  distiiis^aiBhed  the  spirit  with  competent  for  the  House  to  amend  words 
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restored  to  the  Bill  in  oonseqnence  of 
the  omission  of  certain  words  involved 
by  the  rejection  of  an  Amendment  by 
the  Lords.  That  was  the  course  which 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
proposed  to  take.  With  regard  to  the 
other  question  raised,  he  had  not  in- 
formed himself  sufficiently  to  g^ve  a  clear 
decision  on  the  matter. 

After  Mr.  Gibson  had  consulted  the 
Speaker  for  a  few  minutes, 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  House  would  not  be  pre- 
cluded from  entertaining  the  point  ad- 
verted to  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  when  they  reached  the  future 
clause  of  the  Bill. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  did  not  wish  to  discuss  the  merits  of 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland's  pro- 
posal ;  but  he  must  point  out  the  incon- 
venience of  the  course  now  being  taken, 
and  the  remarkable  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment. They  were  now  ccdled  upon 
to  assent  to  words  which  they  had  not 
previouslv  seen,  and  which  the  Govern- 
ment itself  had  apparently  not  contem- 
plated a  few  minutes  ago.  Ho  agreed 
with  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  Gibson)  that  it  was  very  difficult 
to  judge  the  effect  of  a  decision  on 
this  point  now  upon  a  subsequent 
clause  which  would  have  to  be  dis- 
cussed. The  Speaker  had  expressed  his 
opinion  that  the  Amendment  would  not 
preclude  the  future  discussion  of  the 
question  of  leases ;  but  that  was  a  de- 
cision rapidly  arrived  at,  and  without  a 
faW  consideration  of  the  bearing  of  the 
Amendment.  It  was  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  give  a  full  explanation. 
Some  intimation  had  been  given,  but  it 
was  so  obscure  that  the  House  was  not 
able  to  make  out  what  it  meant.  In  re- 
jecting  the  Lords'  Amendment  there  was 
an  impression  that  the  original  words 
should  be  restored ;  but  the  substitution 
of  other  words  without  Notice  might 
be  in  Order,  but  clearly  was  most  incon- 
venient, and  made  proper  consideration 
impossible. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  if  they 
were  to  conduct  these  conversations  in 
a  querulous  tone  and  to  listen  to  com- 
plaints without  any  ground  whatever, 
It  was  quite  idle  to  t^  of  limiting  the 
discussion  of  this  Bill.  The  complaint 
was  that  they  had  been  obscure  m  the 
dedarations  of  their  intentions ;  but  for 
what  puipose  was  thb  Amendment  pro- 


posed? Why,  to  nieet  the  views  of 
Gentlemen  oppodte.  He  proposed  an 
Amendment  which  had  for  its  object 
the  making  of  the  lease  a  statutory 
term.  He  wanted  to  know  whether 
that  was  obscure  or  not?  Then  they 
were  told  that  there  had  been  no  notice. 
It  was  totally  impossible  for  the  Govern- 
ment, who  were  bound  to  review  the 
whole  of  these  Amendments,  to  prepare 
beforehand  the  Amendments  whidi  it 
might  be  their  duty  to  propose  on  the 
Lords'  Amendments,  ana  that  was  the 
ground  upon  which  he  said  that  the 
complaints  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
were  querulous — a  disposition  to  make 
complcuints  for  which  there  was  no  suffi- 
cient cause.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  these  words  now  proposed  would  be 
reviewed  elsewhere ;  but  if  hon.  G^tle- 
men  opposite  could  suggest  a  better 
mode  of  proceeding,  the  Government 
were  quite  ready  to  consider  it.  He  did 
not  see  how  this  Amendment  would  pre- 
clude the  discussion  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  referred,  especially  when 
they  considered  that  they  had  the  ruling 
of  the  Chair,  a  ruling  unaccompanied 
with  any  doubt  on  the  part  of  the 
Speaker,  and  with  regard  to  which  they 
were  safe  in  relying  irpon. 

Sn  R.  ASSHKTCfK  CROSS  sng- 
gested  they  had  better  get  on  wiu 
Business ;  but  he  could  not  forbear  say- 
ing that  no  one,  throughout  the  whole 
deoates  on  the  Bill,  could  take  the 
slightest  exception  to  the  conduct  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote).  His  right  hon.  Friend's  observa- 
tions were  perfectly  fair  and  just ;  and 
he  heard  with  some  surprise  and  disap- 
pointment the  Prime  Minister  apply  to 
them  an  epithet  which  was  quite  unde- 
served, and  which  he  (Sir  R.  Assheton 
Cross)  felt  sure  the  Prime  Minister 
would  be  the  first  to  regret.  They  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  as  the  Go- 
vernment had  made  up  their  mind  last 
night  to  move  the  Amendment  in  ques- 
tion, it  might  have  been  placed  on  the 
Notice  Paper. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  diffienlly 
was  that  if  they  had  done  so  oflien 
would  have  requured  other  Amendmenti 
to  be  placed  on  the  Paper  also. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  observed,  tliat 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  near  him 
could  not  accept  the  reroonsibility  of 
this  Amendment.  It  had  oome  nfOft 
them  by  surprise^  and  ihey  were  ^nite 
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fawpable  of  asprMang  any  judgment 
npon  it.  He  would,  Uiemore,  adriM 
hu  Frienda  not  to  divide  agoinet  it. 

Questioa  ptit,  and  n^atiptd. 

Worda  intmrM. 

Page  8,  line  14,  leave  oat  ("majr,  if 
it  think  fit,")  and  insert  ("shall,  if  the 
landlord  so  lequirea,")  the  next  Amend- 
nent,  read  a  seoond  time. 

The  ATTOBNET  GENERAL  tos 
IBELAND  (Kr.  Lav)  said,  the  daitse 
originallv  provided  that  the  Court  ' '  may, 
if  it  think  flt,"diBallowBuch  application; 
bat  the  ImAa  ohauKod  that  to  "the 
Court  shall,  if  the  landlord  eo  recjuires." 
He  thought  the  discretion  onginallj 
g^ren  to  the  Court  should  be  retained, 
■nd  moved  to  disagree  with  the  Lords' 
Amendment. 

Hotion  agrttd  to. 

Page  9,  line  10,' leave  out  from  the 
fint  ("  the  ")  to  the  end  of  the  eub-seo- 
tkm,  and  insert — 


OB  predeces- 
■on  in  title,  tlie  tenut  would  have  beeii  en- 
titlad  to  compeuMtioa  nnder  Qa  proTiaionB  ol 
<neI«idl(aduidTeoaiit(lT«Und)  Act,  1870,' 


is  pwdocoMori  in  title,  tmd  not  by 
wp  HHHu  w  his  predecMHia  in  title,") 
-^fae  next  Amendment,  read  a  eecond 
tone. 

On  IColion  Of  iSx.  Attorkey  Gbn ebal 
tm  Ibxl&kd,  Amendment  amended,  b; 
fauerlinR,  in  line  6,  after  the  word 
"made,  the  words  "  and  enbetantjallj 
muotamed." 

Ihx  ATTQBNEY   GENEBAL    1-or 


lEELAND  (tit.  li^w)  moved  to  insert, 
inline  7  of  uie  Amenunent,  "and" 


for 


ICk.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  not  sure 
tiiat  the  Amendment  might  not  be 
■ttended  with  serious  results.  His  ob- 
jaotdoo  to  the  Amendment  was  that 
ander  it  the  landlord  would  not  be  able 
tft  get  die  moderato  benefit  of  the  provi- 
rion  nnlesa  he  could  prove  that  the  im- 
Horementa  in  qneetion  were  made  b; 
^jni^flf  and  his  predeoeBsor  in  title. 

Tas  80UG1TO&  GENEBAL  (Sir 
JlBlBB  HsaicKEU,)  said,  it  was  in- 
tnded  to  provide  that  the  maintenance 
■lumld  be  continuous,  and  the  difficult; 
n>  that  the  words  "  the  landlord  "  or 
'  did  not  involve  con- 


yOh.  CChSlY.    [tbibs  bbriks.] 


Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  if  lAe  im- 
provements bad  been  made  SO  years 
ago,  and  if  they  bad  been  Bubatentially 
maintained  by  the  landlord  and  his  suc- 
oesBor  in  title,  that  would  be  eufficient. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEB8  said,  it  might 
be  sufficient  for  right  hon.  Qfintlemen 
opposite ;  but  the  question  was,  whether 
it  would  be  sufficient  for  the  Courts?  It 
would  be  a  great  pity  that  the  present 
opportunity  for  making  it  clear  should 
be  lost.  He  understood  the  Oovemment 
wished  it  to  be  enacted  tbatthe  improve- 
ments should  be  made  by  the  landlord 
or  bis  piedeoesaor  in  title,  and  main- 
tained by  the  landlord  and  his  BUccessor  ; 
wby  not,  then,  insert  the  necessary  words 
to  express  that  intention  ? 

Amendment  agrttd  to. 

Lords'  Amendment,  as  amended, 
agreed  to. 

Page  9,  line  33,  after  the  word 
"  fixed,"  insert  the  words — 

"  (6,)  Subject  to  nilee  made  under  this  Act, 
the  landlord  and  tenant  of  nny  present  tensncy 
to  which  thU  Act  npplies  mny,  at  any  time,  if 
such  tenancy  is  not  subject  to  u  atatutory  term, 
or,  if  the  tenancy  is  milijcct  to  a  statutory  term, 
then  uiuy,  during  the  last  twelve  months  of 
such  term,  by  writin);  under  their  hands,  a^^roe 
and  declare  what  is  then  the  fair  rent  of  the 
holding:  and  such  af^ecmcnt  and  decliiration, 
on  bring  fllcd  in  Court  in  the  prescribed  man- 
ner, sbivll  havo  the  same  utfevt  and  conscqucncoi 
in  nil  rcsiicL'ts  ax  if  tlic  rent  so  agreed  on  were 
a  judlciiil  rent  fixed  by  the  Court  under  the 
proviajons  of  this  Act," 

— the  next  Amendment,  read  a  eecond 
time. 

Thb  ATTOBNET  GENEBAL  for 
IBELAND  (Mr.  L.vw)  said,  the  Govern- 
ment thougiit  this  new  Bub-seotion  was  ' 
an  improvement,  and  would  ask  the 
House  to  accept  it.  Thoy  expected  the 
Court  would  lay  down  rules  wbich  would 
secure  the  perfect  freedom  of  the  parties 
to  come  to  an  agreement  of  this  kind. 

'ila.  IIEALY  moved  on  Amendment 
to  omit  tho  word  "  present "  before  ten- 
ancy. He  did  not  ace  why  tho  Govem- 
ment  should  stand  in  tho  way  of  the 
landlord,  and  a  future  tenancy  having 
the  same  rights  ob  a  landlord  of  the  pre- 
sent tenancy. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said 
Amendment,  in  hne  2,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "present." — (ifr.  Seals/.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  present '  stand  part  of  the  said  Amend- 
ment." 
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Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  did  not 
know  whether  the  hon.  Member  had 
carefully  considered  the  effect  of  his 
Amendment ;  but  it  seemed  to  the  GK)- 
vemment  to  be  really  a  circuitous  mode 
of  making  a  clear  distinction  between 
the  present  and  future  tenancies ;  and  if 
that  was  so,  of  course  they  could  not 
accept  it. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that  was  his  in- 
tention. 

Amendment  to  the  said  Amendment, 
by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Page  9,  line  89,  sub-section  8,  leave 
out  from  the  word  ''  term,"  to  the  word 
<'in,"  in  line  41,  and  insert  the  words 
*'and  on  any  such  application  no  rent 
shall  be  made  payable,"  the  next 
Amendment,  read  a  second  time. 

Thb  attorney  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  to  disagree 
with  the  Amendment.  He  said,  he 
should  propose,  subsequently,  to  add 
words  defining  the  improvements  on 
which  no  rent  was  to  be  paid  as  such 
as  the  tenant  would  be  entitled  to  be 
compensated  for  under  the  Land  Act  of 
1870. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — 
{Mr,  Attarnei/  General  for  Ireland.) 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  the  way  the  matter 
was  now  proposed  to  be  left  by  the  Go- 
vernment was  this— they  proposed  that 
no  rent  should  be  paid  under  any  cir- 
cumstances upon  any  improvement  made 
by  the  tenant  at  any  time,  or  by  his  pre- 
decessor in  title.  The  sole  restriction 
which  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
desired  the  House  to  accept  was  that 
improvements  in  respect  of  which  the 
tenant  had  received  compensation  should 
be  omitted  from  the  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment. He  apprehended  that  the 
Land  Act  of  1870  would  show  Uiat  even 
under  that  restriction  grievous  injustice 
might  be  done  to  the  landlord.  He  did 
not  say  it  would  be  done  in  many  cases ; 
but  he  would  indicate  how  it  might 
work.  Under  the  Land  Act  of  1870 
it  was  quite  true  that  there  was  no 
restriction  of  time  with  respect  to  per- 
manent improvements.  The  Land  Act 
of  1870  said,  and  this  Bill  said,  that  a 
tenant,  at  the  end  of  a  statutory  term, 


might  apply  to  the  Court  to  determine 
what  would  be  a  fair  rent  for  the  next 
statutory  term,  and  the  tenant  might 
say  that  no  rent  should  be  payable  in 
respect  of  any  tenants'  improvements, 
whether  buildings  or  reclamation  of 
waste  lands.  The  Amendment  intro- 
duced by  the  Lords  was  introduced 
to  effect  the  object  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy),  and  to  do  so 
by  words  almost  the  same  as  those  of 
his  Amendment.  The  Prime  Minister 
was  trying,  by  the  Amendment  moved 
by  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
practically  to  cut  down  all  restriction, 
and  to  unduly  lower  the  landlord's 
interest. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  words 
moved  by  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  were,  as  appeared  by  the  Notice 
Paper  of  the  House  of  Lords,  the  same 
words  as  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  in- 
tended to  move,  although  he  afterwards 
receded  from  them.  The  Government 
certainly  did  not  think  that  rent  ought 
to  be  charged  on  improvements  for 
which  the  tenant  was  entitled  to  be 
paid. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  thought 
the  Government  were  seized  with  ereai 
admiration  for  the  Amendment  of  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury,  especially  when 
he  cud  not  move  it.  The  words  of 
Viscount  Monck,  which  were  adopted 
by  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  were  much 
better  than  those  originally  set  down  in 
the  Notice  Paper ;  and  he  could  not  see 
why  the  Government  should  prefer 
vague  words  rather  than  those  which 
were  clear  and  precise.  At  the  begin- 
ning of  a  statutory  term  4he  rent  was 
fixed,  and  it  was  fixed  in  view  of  im- 
provements made  by  the  tenant.  When, 
at  the  end  of  a  statutory  term,  the  ten- 
ant again  came  into  Court  and  asked 
that  me  rent  should  be  adjusted,  it  was 
perfectly  proper  that  the  landlord  should 
not  allow  any  improvements  to  be  con- 
sidered which  were  made  before  the  first 
rent  was  fixed.  The  effect  of  the  Lords' 
Amendment  would  be  to  carry  out  that 
object,  and  he  hoped  the  House  would 
adhere  to  the  Lords'  Amendment. 

Mb.  healy  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  a  cruel  thing  for  landlords  to 
be  allowed  to  charge  rent  on  account  of 
improvements  made  by  tenants,  the  re- 
sult of  the  sweat  flying  out  of  them  for 
many  long  years.  Viscount  Monck,  who' 
wanted  to  qaake  the  teiiants  pay  rent  on 
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{hair  own  improvwnentsi  it  Bhould  be 
remembered,  was  a  Member  of  the 
Beeeborough  Commission. 

Qnestion  pnt. 

The  House  divided  : —  Ayes  256  ; 
Noes  147  :  Majority  109.--(DiT.  list, 
No.  371.) 

Consequential  Amendment  proposed 

to  the  said  sub-seotion  in  page  9,  line 

42,  after  the  word  "title,"  insert  the 

words — 

**  And  for  which  the  tenant  would  be  entitled 
to  Gompenaation  under  the  provisionB  of  *  The 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870,'  as 
amended  by  this  Act." — {Mr.  Attorney  General 
far  IreUmd.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  fliere  inserted." 

Mb.  GIBSON  regarded  this  Amend- 
ment as  a  most  important  one ;  but  he 
did  not  propose  to  repeat  observations 
lie  had  already  made.  He  desired,  how- 
ever, to  ask  the  Government  a  question. 
Did  they  propose  that,  if  any  tenant  was 
able  to  snow  that  improvements  had 
been  made  on  his  holding  of  a  perma- 
nent charaoter,  or  that  waste  lands  had 
been  reclaimed  any  number  of  years  ago, 
he  should  be  entitled  to  a  diminution  of 
rent,  and  that  the  landlord  should  have 
no  power  of  showing  that  the  rent  had 
been  moderate  and  that  the  tenant  had 
received  the  benefit  of  his  improve- 
ments ?  Under  the  Bill  as  it  stood  there 
was  nothing  to  intimate  to  the  Court 
that  those  facts  should  be  taken  into 
account. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  wished  to  ask  the 
Oovemment  one  question  on  this  matter. 
In  the  event  of  an  agreement  having 
been  made  with  the  tenant,  under  which 
the  tenant  was  bound  to  reclaim  land 
and  make  other  improvements,  in  con- 
sideration of  which  agreement  a  low  rent 
was  charged,  and  made  payable  for  a 
lonff  period  of  time,  after  which  the 
land  would  come  into  the  landlord's 
possession,  he  wanted  to  know  how  the 
Lftudlord's  right  was  preserved  under 
this  Act,  as  he  saw  no  provision  which 
would  secure  to  the  landlord  the  in- 
creased value  of  the  property  he  was 
entitled  to  have,  looking  at  the  fair 
arrangements  made  between  the  land- 
lord and  tenant. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
ntELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  if  the  ten- 
ant had  been  already  paid  for  his  im- 
provements he  would  not  be  entitled  to 


have  the  rent  kept  low  because  of  the 
improvements,  which  could  no  longer  be 
considered  his. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  the  House  of  Lords 
lost  nothing  whatever  by  inserting  as 
many  hostile  Amendments  as  they  could, 
and  the  Government  now  seemed  dis- 
posed to  give  them  a  great  deal  of  what 
they  asked.  The  Whigs  and  Tories  were 
allowed  to  hammer  the  Ministry  upon 
the  anvil  as  much  as  they  liked ;  but  the 
Radical  supporters  of  the  Government, 
who  agreed  with  the  Irish  Members  in 
thinking  that  the  Irish  tenants  should 
be  relieved  from  their  difficulties,  did 
not  seem  to  have  a  tongue  amonest 
them,  for  they  allowed  the  Bill  to  be 
cut  to  pieces  like  a  corpse  on  the  dissect- 
ing table.  The  words  the  Government 
now  proposed  to  interfere  with  gave 
more  satisfaction  to  the  Irish  tenants 
than  almost  any  other  part  of  the  Bill ; 
and  now,  at  the  last  moment,  the  Go- 
vernment dissipated  the  hopes  they 
raised  by  giving  in  to  the  House  of 
Lords.  Home  Rule  Members  had  been 
told  that  they  not  merely  fostered,  but 
lived  by  agitation.  Well,  if  they  lived 
by  Rotation,  the  Government  were  now 
supplying  them  with  the  breath  of  their 
nostrils.  The  fact  was  the  Bill  was  but 
a  patchwork  and  compromising  mea- 
sure ;  and  the  tinkering  of  the  House  of 
Lords  to  which  the  Government  were 
about  to  give  countenance  would  leave 
behind  reminiscences  which  would  not 
soon  be  forgotten. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
did  not  admire  the  style  of  argument 
by  which  the  hon.  ^lember  opposite 
(Mr.  Healy)  tried  to  obtain  advantages 
for  the  Irish  tenant.  He  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry)  remembered  that  when  the 
words  referred  to  were  inserted  he  got 
up  and  said  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  there  were  no  words  in  the  whole 
Bill  which  would  convey  so  much  com- 
fort to  the  Irish  tenant  as  those  which 
were  now  going  to  be  tampered  with. 
The  raising  of  rents  in  consequence  of 
improvements  made  by  tenants  was  the 
very  basis  of  all  agitation  in  Ireland. 
The  great  principle  in  the  words  in 
question  could  be  comprehended  by  the 
whole  of  the  tenantry  of  Ireland ;  but 
the  rest  could  not  be  comprehended  even 
by  the  most  intelligent.  The  words  in 
question  were  going  to  be  altered,  for 
what  purpose  it  was  impossible  to  say. 
He  asked  the  Prime  Minister,  who,  he 


3  B  2 


ISecond  ^ighL^ 


1479 


Zand  Law 


I  COMMONS) 


(Iraand)  BiU.         1480 


feared,  had  been  altogether  misled 
upon  the  Bubject,  to  take  the  course 
which  he  took  yesterday,  to  retract  the 
alterations  proposed  by  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  and  to  stick  to  these 
words  and  require  them  to  become  law. 
If  he  did  that  it  would  do  more  to  in- 
sure a  favourable  reception  for  the  Bill 
in  Ireland  than  any  other  thing  that 
could  be  done.  It  would  do  more  than 
anything  else  could  to  insure  the  suc- 
cess of  the  Bill  and  to  prevent  our  hav- 
ing a  new  agitation  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Amend- 
ment moved  by  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  was  in  complete  con- 
formitv  with  the  intention  with  which 
the  original  words  were  adopted.  He 
was  afraid,  however,  the  original  words 
were  wider  in  scope,  and  that  if  they 
were  totally  unqualified  the  tenant 
might  be  entitled  not  only  to  claim  com- 
pensation for  certain  improvements  in 
the  shape  of  buildings,  and  the  recla- 
mation of  land  which  might  have  been 
made  at  a  remote  day,  but  likewise  he 
would  be  able  to  claim  compensation  for 
improvements  for  which  he  had  already 
been  paid,  such,  for  example,  as  had 
been  mentioned  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Westminster 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) — namely,  for  im- 
provements which  had  been  made  under 
a  positive  covenant  requiring  the  tenant 
to  make  them,  and  for  which  payment 
was  made  to  him  in  the  shape  of  a  low 
rent.  Under  these  circumstances,  the 
Government  could  not  recede  from  the 
Amendment,  which  was  intended  to  give 
roundness  and  completeness  to  the  enact- 
ment they  proposed.  The  Amendment 
stood  on  a  perfectly  clear  and  intelligible 
principle  —  namely,  that  the  tenant 
should  be  liable  to  be  charged  rent 
upon  improvements  for  which  he  was 
not  entitled  to  be  paid,  and  that  he 
should  not  be  charged  rent  upon  im- 
provements for  which  he  was  entitled  to 
be  paid. 

Mb.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  the 
Amendment  was  not  on  the  Paper,  and 
Members  had  great  difficulty  in  follow- 
ing the  exact  intention  of  the  Amend- 
ment. The  apprehension  in  his  mind 
had  not  been  removed  entirely  by  the 
statement  of  the  Prime  Minister,  and  he 
would  tell  the  House  why.  He  entirely 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith)  and  with  the  Prime  Minister 

Mr,  UitchM  Hmry 


that  it  would  be,  of  course,  absurd  in  a 
case  where  a  tenant  had  been  paid  for 
improvements,  and  these  had  become 
the  property  of  the  landlord,  to  allow  the 
tenant  to  claim  the  right  to  pay  only  a 
low  rent  because  of  improvements  he 
had  made.  But,  as  he  read  the  clause, 
he  understood  it  would  stand  thus — ^that 
no  rent  should  be  allowed  or  be  made 
payable  in  any  proceedings  under  the 
Bill  in  respect  of  a  certain  class  of  im- 
provements— that  meant  in  respect  of 
other  improvements — not  limiting  itself 
to  improvements  for  which  the  tenant 
had  been  paid,  and  which  had  become 
the  property  of  the  landlord,  but  left  at 
large. 

8m  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE  said, 
lie  thought  the  discussion  illustrated  the 
extreme  difficulty  they  were  placed  in  in 
endeavouring  to  regulate  these  matters, 
and  he  thought  the  difficulty  had  been 
increased  by  the  attempt  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  made  in  their  Bill  to  lay 
down  directions,  which  were,  after  all, 
but  imperfect  directions,  as  to  the  mode 
in  which  different  cases  were  to  be  dealt 
with.  With  regard  to  this  particular 
case,  he  thought  they  were  all  agreed 
that  they  should  protect  the  tenant 
against  any  rent  being  charged  in  re- 
ject of  improvements  he  had  made. 
But  then  the  words  proposed  might, 
without  any  guard,  render  it  impossible 
for  a  landlord  to  raise  the  rent  with 
reference  to  improvements  for  which  the 
tenant  had  been  already  paid.  The  Go- 
vernment had  so  far  felt  that,  that  they 
were  detirousof  introducing  words  which 
by  reference  to  the  Act  of  1870  might 
show  that  the  preserving  a  tenant  from 
rent  charged  for  his  improvements  did 
not  apply  to  cases  of  that  sort.  A  clear 
definition  was  desirable,  and  he  would 
make  the  suggestion  that  instead  of  the 
words  proposed  referring  to  the  Act  of 
1870  some  other  words  should  be  added 
in  the  form  of  a  proviso  at  the  end  of  the 
words  now  proposed,  and  the  words  he 
would  suggest  were — 

"  Provided  that  the  Court  shall  take  into  con- 
sideration the  time  during  which  such  tenant 
may  have  enjoyed  the  advantage  of  those  im* 
provements,  and  also  the  rent  at  which  such 
holding  has  been  held,  and  any  benefits  which 
such  tenant  may  have  received  fr»m  the  land- 
lord in  consideration,  expressly  or  impliedly,  of 
the  improvements  so  made." 

The  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  dheeoreci 
that  ironically. 
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Mb.  HEALY:  Because  the  Govern- 
ment refused  that  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  yesterday. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  thought  he  had  not  been  mistaken  in 
the  Ghentleman  who  cheered.  Those 
words  were  themselves  taken  from  the 
Act  of  1870  with  reference  to  the  cases 
in  which  the  Court  was  to  award  com- 
pensation to  the  tenant  for  improvements 
made  by  him.  Under  that  Act  the  Court 
was  to  take  into  consideration  the  time 
during  which  the  improvements  had 
been  enjoyed,  and  so  forth.  But  that 
section  was  confined  to  the  case  of  im- 
provements made  before  the  passing  of 
the  Act  of  1870  on  a  holding  held  by  the 
tenant  under  a  tenancy  existing  at  the 
passing  of  the  Act.  The  original  sin  of 
the  present  Bill  was  that  it  attempted  to 
deal  with  those  matters  by  a  Court,  and 
that  had  been  made  more  difficult  by  the 
particular  way  in  which  they  had  chosen 
to  deal  with  the  directions  to  be  given 
to  tiie  Court.  However,  they  had  ac- 
cepted that  principle  of  the  Bill  which 
involved  the  intervention  of  the  Court, 
and  they  were  obliged  to  give  it  such 
directions  as  mi^ht  make  the  matter 
dear.  He  submitted  the  words  which 
he  had  read  to  the  House  as,  perhaps, 
indicating  the  only  way  in  which  they 
could  satisfactorily  get  out  of  their 
difficulty. 

Mb.  SHAW  agreed  with  those  who 
thought  that  the  change  proposed  in 
that  dause  would  act  very  injuriously 
on  the  public  mind  in  Ireland.  The 
words  of  the  sub-section  were  of  too 
wide  and  general  a  character,  and,  if 
left  as  they  were  now,  they  mieht  lead 
to  serious  misunderstanding.  If  those 
words  were  adopted  without  any  quali- 
fication such  as  the  Government  pro- 
poeedy  it  would  be  possible  in  many  dis- 
tricts in  the  North  of  Ireland  to  raise 
the  rents  50  per  cent  on  the  improve- 
ments of  the  tenants.  The  improvements 
for  which  the  tenant  could  obtain  com- 
pensation under  the  Act  of  1870  or  under 
the  Bill  were  permanent  buildings  aud 
reclamations  of  waste  land ;  but  for  those 
gradual  improvements  made  by  the  ten- 
ant year  by  year,  until  an  almost  barren 
region  now  looked  like  a  garden,  the 
tenant  might  under  that  clause  have  to 
pay  an  increased  rent.  He  did  not  think 
that  was  the  wish  or  the  intention  either 
of  the  Gkivemment  or  of  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite ;  but  it  would  lead  to 


agitation  and  unpleasantness  such  as 
they  had  hoard  nothing  of.  The  North 
of  Ireland  was  a  peculiar  place,  its 
people  were  a  peculiar  people ;  and  ho 
did  not  desire  to  see  that  part  of  the 
country  whipped  into  an  agitation  on 
that  or  on  any  other  subject,  because 
there  would  be  a  great  deal  more  than 
words  in  such  an  agitation.  Probably 
some  words  might  be  inserted  in  the 
Bill  by  which  the  Court  might  have 
under  its  review  fertilizations  and  other 
improvements  on  which  the  tenants  of 
the  North  of  Ireland  would  consider  it 
a  very  heavy  grievance  to  be  charged 
additional  rent.  That  was  one  of  the 
most  serious  questions  which  had  yet 
come  before  the  House  upon  those 
Amendments,  and  he  hoped  that  the 
Government  would  see  some  way  out  of 
the  difficulty. 

Mr.  GIVAN  believed  tliat  no  change 
made  in  the  Bill  since  it  left  the  House 
had  caused  more  bitter  disappointment 
in  Ulster  than  the  one  now  under  con- 
sideration.    He  was  also  much  surprised 
that  the  Government  should  think  for  a 
moment  of  making  the  proposed  addition 
to  the  sub-section.    It  was  inconceivable 
that  the  Court  would  give  the  tenant  com- 
pensation for  improvements  which  he 
had  already  been  actually  paid  for.     If 
they  looked  at  the  Act   of  1870  they 
would  see  distinctly  the  limited  nature 
of  the  power  given  to  the  Court  to  award 
compensation  for  improvements,  because 
the  tenant  was  excluded   by  that   Act 
from  all   improvements  made  20  years 
before    the    claim,    except    permanent 
buildings  and  the  reclamation  of  waste 
lauds.      He  need   scarcely  remind  the 
House  that  a  great  many  of  the  im- 
provements which  were   made   by  the 
tenant  farmers  in   the   North   of  Ire- 
land were  improvements  which  could  not 
come  under  the  head  of  reclamation  of 
waste  lands.  For  instance,  improvements 
--such     as    planting     trees,    levelling 
fences,  making  roads,    and   a  hundred 
other  things   which   had   been    accom- 
plished by   the   tenants   of  the   North 
of  Ireland,  and  rendered  their  holdings 
much  more  valuable  than  they  were  be- 
fore, and  which  did  not  come  under  the 
exception  of  sub-section  A,  Clause  4,  of 
the  Land  Act  of  1870.     Consequently, 
his  experience  had  been — and  he  knew 
also  the  experience  of  many  of  the  County 
Court  Judges  was  exactly  the  same — 
that,  owing  to  the  wording  of  the  sub- 
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section  id  question,  they  had  been  tied 
dovn  from  gmng  sufficient  compensa- 
tion for  improvements  to  tenants,  and 
were  not  able  to  decide  in  favour  of 
many  just  and  equitable  claims.  He 
respectfully  sug^zeated  to  the  Govern- 
ment that  they  should  not  accept  these 
vords,  and  thus  avoid  imposing  a  very 
harsb  limitation  upon  the  tenant. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  felt  sure  that  no  one 
in  the  House  wished  that  either  in  TTlater 
or  in  any  other  part  of  Ireland  there 
should  be  a  confieoation  of  the  improve- 
mente  of  the  tenant  by  the  action  of  the 
Court  or  by  a  capricious  addition  to  rent. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Stafford 
Northoute)  had  proposed  words  which  he 
thought  the  majority  of  the  House  would 
be  prepared  to  adopt  in  their  substantial 
senee,  if  not  in  theirpreoise  form,  if  any 
direction  was  to  be  given  to  the  Ooort. 
Those  words  were  taken  from  the  4th 
section  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870.  He 
would  ask  the  Qovemment  to  make  a 
provision  which  was  clearly  contem- 
plated in  the  Act  of  1870,  and  which,  by 
applying  the  4th  section  of  that  Act  to 
the  process  of  fixing  the  fair  rent,  might 
not  oe  wholly  unsatisfactory. 

Mb.  LALnO  said,  he  did  not  wish  to 
take  up  the  time  of  the  House ;  but  he 
thought  the  difficulty  might  be  got  over 
if  the  Oavemment  would  add  these  words 
to  the  sub- section — 

"  For  vhich  the  tenant  or  hia  predecessors  in 
title  ahall  not  have  been  paid  or  compensated  \>y 
the  landlord  or  his  predecessor.'' 

This,  he  thought,  did  not  interfere  with 
the  prohibition  against  raising  rent  for 
tenant's  improvements,  but  took  out  the 
cases  which  had  been  pointed  at  in  the 
course  of  the  discussion. 

Mb.  W.  fowler  said,  he  thought 
the  suggestion  worthy  of  consideration, 
and  he  had  intended  to  make  a  similar 
suggestion — namely,  to  add  the  words — 

' '  For  which  the  tenant  shall  not  havo  already 
TCceived  payment  or  compensation  from  the 
Undlord.''^ 

MB.T.P.O'aONNOBBaid,  bethought 
t^t  if  the  Government  adhered  to  their 
proposal  the  clause  had  better  be  left  ont 
altogether,  because  it  would  take  away 
Gonoesaions  to  the  tenant  which  had 
already  been  made  and  would  transform 
•  boon  into  an  injury. 

Mb.  MAOAETNET  said,  he  hoped 
the  Lords'  Amendment  would  be  ac- 
cepted by  the  HouA,  oe  he  believed  it 
Mr.  OivM 
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would  give  general  satisfluitjon  to  &e 
North  of  IreUnd. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  ho  did  not 
think  that  the  House  could  well  aocept 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northeote). 
To  select  one  provision  of  the  Land  Act 
in  Clause  4  and  reproduce  it  there  in  the 
Bill  would  rather  suggest  that  the  rest 
of  Clause  4  was  not  to  be  incorporated, 
and  would  thus  only  create  confusion 
and  perplexity.  The  clause  of  the 
Act  of  1870  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  referred  was  made  to  apply  only 
to  tenancies  existing  at  the  passing  of 
the  Act,  because  it  was  intended  that 
future  tenanotea  should  bs  contracts  made 
by  persons  with  their  eyes  open.  The 
principle  now  to  be  kept  in  view  was 
that  the  tenant  was  not  to  be  charged  rent 
for  what  was  his  own  property.  There 
were,  he  feared,  practical  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  adopting  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Orkney  (Mr.  Laing). 
It  might  do  very  well  if  they  were  only 
dealing  with  recent  events ;  but  it  would 
not  be  easy,  in  coses  where  they  hod 
to  go  back  a  great  many  years,  to  show 
that  improvements  made  by  the  pre- 
decessor of  the  tenant  had  been  paid  for 
by  the  predecessor  of  the  landlord.  He 
did  not  see  his  way  at  this  moment  to 
accept  the  words  suggested  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dundolk.  The 
Government  were,  however,  not  so 
wedded  to  their  own  propos^  as  to  be 
unwilling  to  adopt  any  other  which 
would  operate  fairly  both  to  landlord 
and  tenant.  He  was  afraid  that  the 
object  they  all  had  in  view  could  not  be 
effected  with  mathematical  accuracy  and 
precision,  but  they  might  attain  sub- 
stantial justice;  and  he  hoped  to  dis- 
cover some  mode  of  meeting  the  foir 
requirements  of  the  case. 


When  the  Ob  air  was  again  taken, 
Mb.  EDWARD  OLABEE  oommented 
upon  the  state  of  indecinou  which  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  appeared 
to  be  in  on  the  subject  under  discussion, 
and  thought  it  would  be  a  much  safer 
course  for  the  House  to  abide  by  the 
Amendment  originally  proposed  than 
adopt  the  result  of  the  oonaultation 
which  hod  just  token  plaoe  while  the 
Speaker  was  absent 
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Thb  ATTOENEY  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  what 
the  Oovemment  desired  to  do  was  to 
deal  justly  with  the  claims  of  both  land- 
lord and  tenant ;  and  he  thought  it  was 
only  a  man  who  had  an  absurdly  g^ood 
opinioii  of  himself  who  would  refuse 
to  consider  all  suggestions  made  for 
improvement  of  so  important  and  intri- 
cate a  measure  as  the  present.  The 
Government,  not  being  particularly 
wedded  to  their  own  Amendment,  had, 
on  consideration,  decided  to  adopt  words 
which  he  thought  were  substantially  the 
same  as  what  had  been  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Members  for  Dundalk,  Orkney, 
and  Cambridge.  He  had  found,  on  fur- 
ther consideration,  that  the  Land  Act  of 
1870  furnished  a  corrective  for  the  diffi- 
culty which  he  chiefly  feared.  Where  a 
tenant  could  prove  by  witnesses  that  he 
had  made  improvements,  of  course  he 
would  be  allowed  for  them.  Again,  if 
there  were  no  living  witnesses,  the  ten- 
ant must  of  necessity  resort  to  the  pre- 
sumption enacted  by  the  5th  section  of 
the  Act  of  1870.  But  that  presumption 
was  itself  restricted  to  improvements 
made  by  the  tenant  within  20  years  be- 
fore the  passing  of  the  Act.  The  land- 
lord would  therefore,  he  thought,  be 
perfectly  safe  under  the  circumstances ; 
and,  accordingly,  the  Government  were 
willing  to  accept  these  words  in  substi- 
tution for  their  own  proposal  in  respect 
of  improvements  made  by  the  tenant  or 
his  predecessors  in  title — 

'*  And  for  which,  in  the  opinion  of  tho  Court, 
the  tenant  or  his  predecessors  in  titlo  shall  not 
have  been  paid  or  com^nsated  by  the  landlord 
or  his  predecessors  in  title." 

He  asked  leave  to  withdraw  the  ori- 
cv^al  Amendment  proposed  by  him  in 
&vour  of  the  one  he  had  now  read. 

Sib  R.  AS8HET0N  CROSS  said,  this 
was  not  the  first  time  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Lreland  had  placed  Amendments 
on  the  Paper,  and  then,  after  thoy  had 
led  to  a  certain  amount  of  discussion, 
asked  permission  to  withdraw  them. 
He  had  now  made  a  complete  change 
during  the  short  time  the  Speaker  was 
absent  for  luncheon.  In  the  first  in- 
stance, the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman spoke  strongly  in  favour  of  his 
own  Motion,  and  then  he  found  in  the 
Land  Act  a  provision  which  relieved 
him  of  all  his  difficulties.  Under  these 
oizcnmstancee,  the  proposal  of  the  At- 
torney Gteneral  for  Ireland  to  withdraw 


his  Amendment  would  be  resisted  from 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  138  ; 
Noes  272  :  Majority  134.— (Div.  List, 
No.  372.) 

Consequential  Amendment  proposed 
to  the  Bill,  in  page  9,  line  42,  after  tho 
word  **  title,"  to  insert  the  words — 

**  And  for  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Court, 
the  tenant  or  his  predecessors  in  title  shall  not 
have  been  paid  or  compensated  by  the  landlord 
or  his  predecessors  in  titlo." — {Mr,  Attorney 
Qentraljor  Ireland.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  that  if  any  time 
had  been  lost  at  that  stage  of  the  Bill 
the  Government  alone  was  to  blame. 
They  had  had  ample  time  to  consider 
the  Bill  in  all  its  various  stages,  and 
here  was  the  result.  They  came  down 
to  the  House  with  a  distinct  proposal, 
which  was  introduced  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  in  a  speech  of 
10  minutes,  and  which  was  presented 
from  the  Chair  for  the  acceptance  of  the 
House.  Afterwards,  however,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  announced 
that  the  Government  had  so  far  modified 
their  views  that  they  advised  the  House 
to  accept  suggestions  which  had  been 
made  by  some  other  hon.  Members.  The 
result  of  all  this  was  that  they  had  just 
divided  on  the  Government  proposal, 
and  the  Government  had  voted  against 
their  own  Amendment.  Now,  the  pro- 
posal against  which  the  Government  had 
just  divided  was  one  which  had  had  the 
sanction  of  Mr.  Butt  and  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  County  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Shaw),  when  he  proposed  a  Bill.  The 
Amendment  differed  from  the  present 
one  in  some  important  particulars.  The 
present  proposal  had  been  drawn  up  at 
a  moment's  notice,  he  believed,  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk 
(Mr.  C.  Bussell),  and  it  was  now  sug- 
gested for  the  acceptance  of  the  House. 
For  one  thing,  the  present  Amendment 
had  no  express  limit  as  to  time,  and 
the  only  qualification  stated  was  that 
the  tenant  must  show  that  he  had  not 
been  paid  or  compensated.  The  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  this  extremely  vague 
and  loose  qualification  was,  no  doubt, 
strengthened  a  little  by  the  fact  that  there 
was  some  period  of  time  in  respect  of 
which  the  presumption  would  not  be 
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against  thelandlord.  But  thequalifioation 
should  havo  stated  in  terms  some  limit 
as  to  time,  and  some  reference  as  to  the 
value  of  the  improvements.  In  his  opi- 
nion,  the  Amendment  was  unsatisfactory, 
as  being  without  express  limit  as  to 
time — unsatisfactory,  masmuch  as  it  did 
not  take  sufficient  account  of  the  value 
of  the  improvements  at  the  date  of  claim, 
and  most  unsatisfactory  as  it  did  not 
adequately  direct  the  attention  of  the 
Court  to  some  of  the  most  importcmt 
elements  which  any  Court  should  fairly 
take  into  account.  These  matters  had 
been  referred  to  in  the  suggestion  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote);  but  they  had  been  but  lightly 
touched  by  the  Attorney  Qeneral  for 
Ireland.  The  words  now  before  the 
House,  however,  contained  some  limit 
which  the  Bill,  as  it  stood,  did  not;  and 
he  would  not,  therefore,  vote  against 
them. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  so  far  as  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  an  attack  or  a  censure 
upon  the  Government  he  did  not  propose 
to  deal  with  it.  His  duty — although  it 
was  quite  within  the  licence  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  use  the 
time  of  the  House  in  attacks  of  that 
kind — was  to  reply  to  the  arguments  so 
far  as  they  admitted  of  an  answer.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  ob- 
jected to  this  Amendment ;  he  likewise 
had  argued  in  favour  of  an  Amendment 
not  directly  before  the  House.  The 
first  objection  was  that  there  was  no 
limit  of  time  within  which  the  tenant 
might  be  compensated.  There  was  no 
limit  of  time  wherever  the  tenant  was 
able  to  prove  that  the  improvements 
were  his ;  but  there  was  a  distinct  limit 
of  time  where  he  could  not  prove  that, 
and  that  limit  was  the  limit  of  presump- 
tion under  the  Land  Act  of  1870.  The 
presumption  under  that  Act  stopped  at 
a  certain  point — except  where,  in  rare 
cases,  the  tenant  would  be  perfectly 
entitled  to  compensation — and  beyond 
that  point  he  had  no  presumption,  and 
the  improvements  would  be  taken  to  be 
the  property  of  the  landlord,  and  part  of 
the  holding  which  the  tenant  took. 
With  reference  to  there  being  no  limit 
of  value,  that  limit  was  this — improve- 
ments were  to  be  tested  by  the  a<Wition 
they  made  to  the  letting  value  of  the 
holding.  Those  were  matters  included 
in  the  Amendment  befiure  the  Houm^ 


particularly  in  the  words  "  paid  for  or 
compensated  by  the  landlord  or  his 
predecessors  in  title."  The  Gt>vemment 
held  that  the  Amendment  was  just  and 
fair;  and  he  did  not  believe  that  the 
practical  difference  between  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Government  and  that  which 
they  had  determined  to  abandon  was 
great.  But  that  was  a  matter  upon 
which  it  was  not  necessary  to  enter. 
The  Amendment  covered  the  whole  case 
laid  down  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Sm  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  thought  he  should  be  in  Order  in 
moving  the  Amendment  which  he  was 
about  to  move.  The  rieht  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  had  taken 
objection  to  the  Amendment  because  it 
was  incorporating  into  the  Bill  the  pro* 
visions  of  a  certain  section  of  the  Act  of 
1870,  and  by  so  doing  it  might  be  held 
to  exclude  other  parts  of  that  Act.  But 
he  intended  the  words  as  substantive 
words,  and  not  merely  as  a  reference  to 
the  Act  of  1870.  All  agreed  that  there 
should  be  a  proper  instruction  to  the 
Court  to  preserve  the  rights  of  the  ten- 
ants, with  a  due  consideration  of  the 
rights  which  they  had  already  enjoyed. 
The  words  he  proposed  were  delibe- 
rately adopted  in  an  analogous  ease  in 
the  Act  of  1870. 

Consequential  Amendment  proposed 
to  the  BUI,  at  the  end  of  the  foregoing 
Consequential  Amendment,  insert  the 
words — 

*<  Providod,  That  the  Coxai  shall  take  into 
consideration  the  time  during  which  such  tenant 
may  have  enjoyed  the  advantage  of  such  im- 
provements, also  the  rent  at  which  such  holding 
has  been  held,  and  any  benefits  which  such  ten- 
ant mapr  have  received  from  his  landlord  in  con- 
sideration, expressly,  or  impliedly,  of  the  im- 
provements so  made." 

Question  proposed,  ' '  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the  Go- 
vemment  could  not  affree  to  the  proposed 
words.  So  far  as  they  laid  legitimate 
ground  for  consideration,  he  had  already 
shown  that  they  were  included  in  the 
words  which  had  already  been  admitted. 
A  low  rent  or  other  material  money 
benefits  given  by  the  landlord  in  respect 
of  improvements  was  completely  pro- 
vided for.  But  there  was  another 
Amendment  in  the  w(ndi  in  xeipeot  to 
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wliioh  ihejwere  not  prepared  to  give 
the  same  approbatioii.    That  was  that — 

"  The  Court  shall  take  into  coziaidenition  the 
time  dnriiiff  which  such  tenant  may  have  on- 
joyed  the  adTantages  of  such  impiovoments.*' 

The  doctrine  accepted  at  the  time  of  the 
Land  Act  of  1870,  and  which  he  cer- 
tainly declined  to  accept  the  night  be- 
fore, was  the  doctrine  that  the  enjoyment 
by  the  tenant  for  a  certain  time  of  his 
own  improvements  might  have  reim- 
bursed him  for  the  cost  of  those  improve- 
ments, and  by  a  natural  process  they 
passed  over  to  the  landlord.  Bat  that 
was  not  the  basis  upon  which  they  pro- 
ceeded now,  and  there  was  no  occasion 
fiir  it.  The  tenant's  improvements  were 
the  tenant's  own  property,  and  he  would 
not  admit  the  principle  that  the  time 
during  which  he  had  enjoyed  those  im- 
provements was  any  reason  for  their 
passing  away  from  him. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  the 
words  of  the  Prime  Minister  would  lead 
to  the  inference  that  in  no  case  under, 
fixr  example,  a  building  lease  should  the 
buildings  put  up  by  the  lessee  come  into 
possession  of  the  landlord.  [<*  No !  "] 
The  principle  laid  down  was  that  the 
person  who  took  the  property  at  a  low 
rent  from  the  landlord,  and  erected  per- 
manent buildings  upon  it,  should  for 
erer  retain  those  buildings.  [Mr.  Glad- 
novB :  No !]  He  was  fflaa  the  right 
hm.  Gentleman  disavowedthat  inference. 
But  what  was  his  objection  to  the  words  ? 
Why  should  the  tenant,  already  compen- 
ntedby  the  lowness  of  the  rent,  be  com- 
pensated again? 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided :  —  Ayes  147  ; 
Noes  277:  Majority  130.— (Div.  List, 
No.  873.) 

^  Page  9,  line  42,  after  the  word  "  title," 
insert  the  words  "  during  such  statutory 
term ; "  and  also  insert,  as  a  new  sub- 
wction— 

**  (9.)  The  rent  of  a  holding  shall  not  be  re- 
duced in  any  proceedings  under  this  Act 
on  account  of  any  money  or  money* b  worth 
paid  or  given  by  the  tenant  or  his  predeces- 
•ora  in  title,  otherwiso  than  to  the  landlord, 
on  coming  into  the  holding," 

—the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  should 
like  to  know  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(fiirSfta£brdNorthoote)  intended  to  move 
to  inaert  after  the  word  "  given,"  in  the 


new  sub-section,  the  words  **  during  the 
statutory  term." 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  would  like  to  know  the  view  of  the 
Government  on  the  matter. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  That  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Lords  and  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  were  both  bad. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  would  not  propose  the  Amendment 
unless  it  would  modify  the  objection  of 
the  Government  to  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ment. He  should  like  to  hoar  the  ob- 
jection to  the  clause  as  modified  by  the 
Lords. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  they  de- 
cidedly objected  to  sub-section  9,  be- 
cause, as  the  Bill  was  originally  drafted, 
it  was  alleged  against  the  Government 
— although  they  did  not  admit  it — that 
they  had  introduced  into  the  7th  clause 
expresBions  which  led  to  the  belief  that 
the  value  of  the  tenant's  interest  was  to 
be  deducted  6om  the  fair  rent  before  the 
fair  rent  was  fixed.  That  they  always 
disclaimed  —  that  thoy  were  not  two 
parts;  but  one  of  an  actual  whole — and 
that  the  principle  of  deduction  was  one 
which  ought  not  to  be  mentioned  in  con- 
nection with  the  fixing  of  fair  rent.  On 
that  basis  the  Bill  was  sent  up  to  the 
House  of  Lords.  The  principle  of  de- 
duction was  now  being  introduced  in  the 
form  of  positive  enactment.  The  Go- 
vernment denied  that  any  deduction  was 
to  be  made.  They  believed  that  the 
tenant's  interest  should  be  fairly  esti- 
mated on  its  own  ground  under  the  1st 
clause,  and  the  fair  rent  similarly  esti- 
mated under  the  7th  clause.  The  Amend- 
ment would  produce  a  mischievous  effect 
upon  the  minds  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 
It  was  quite  impossible  to  introduce  the 
notion  of  deduction.  With  respect  to 
the  Amendment  of  which  Notice  had 
been  given  on  the  previous  night,  he 
admitted  that  it  took  the  poison  out  of 
the  Lords'  Amendment,  providing,  as  it 
did,  that  rent  should  not  be  reduced  in 
respect  of  the  price  given  by  the  tenant 
during  the  statutory  term.  Certainly 
not.  The  tenant  entered  on  the  statu- 
tory term  subject  to  a  fixed  rent,  and 
would  make  his  bargains  with  his  eyes 
open.  But  if  it  were  to  be  enacted  that 
no  deduction  in  respect  of  the  price 
given  by  the  tenant  during  the  statutory 
term  should  be  made,  the  inference 
would  be  raised  that  such  deduction  was 
to  take  place  after  the  term.    The  Court 


1491 


Zand  Law 


tOOMMONSJ 


(Ireland)  BUI. 


1492 


would  be  influenced  in  that  direction 
with  that  enactment  before  it.  In  the 
interest  of  the  landlord  they  could  not 
agree  to  that  proposed  Amendment  of 
the  Lords'  Amendment  ;  nor,  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  tenant,  could  he  agree  to 
the  Amendment  itself. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — 
(Mr,  Oladsione,) 

SiE  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  ad- 
mitted  that  it  was  imprtant  to  consider 
what  inference  might  be  drawn  from  the 
words  proposed  to  be  introduced.     He 
only  proposed  to  introduce  those  words 
— with  respect  to  the  price  given  during 
the  statutory  term — in  the  event  of  the 
clause  being  negatived  by  the  Govern- 
ment.   The  object  was  to  provide  means 
of  showing  that  the   intention  of  the 
Lords  was  not  to  interfere  with  the  ex- 
isting rights  of  tenants  in  Ulster  or  else- 
where.   The  Government  might  say  that 
the  rent  and  the  tenant's  interest  must 
be  kept  separate;  but  the  saying  so  50 
times    in    the    impressive   manner  the 
Prime  Minister  could  say  it  would  not 
alter  the  real  condition  of  the  case,  which 
was  this — that  if  a  man  had  to  give  a 
large  price  for  his  holding,  then  he  could 
only  a^ord  a  low  rent,  or  vies  versd.  The 
question  was,  when  it  came  to  an  adjust- 
ment of  those  two  considerations,  which 
was  to  give  way  ?    In  introducing  the 
principle  of  free  sale,  undoubtedly  the 
competition,  or  the  *  *  land-hunger, ' '  would 
increase,  and  many  would  be  induced  to 
bid  high  prices  for  holdings  they  desired 
to  get.     Having  paid  that,  it  would  not 
be  possible  to  pay  the  rent  the  farm  had 
hitherto  paid ;  and  then  came  the  ques- 
tion, which  should  give  way — the  rent 
or  the  amount  which  should  be  paid  for 
tenant's  interest?    Was  the  tenant  to 
be  allowed  to  go  to  the  Court  and  say 
the  rent  was  exorbitant  because  of  the 
high  price  he  paid  for  his  holding  ?  That 
was  a  point  against  which  the  Lords' 
Amendment  was  intended  to  guard.   He 
admitted  that  the  Amendment  of  the 
Lords  was  susceptible  of  being  misun- 
derstood so  as  to  interfere  with  the  ten- 
ant's rights  on  account  of  money  paid  by 
him.     fiut  the  object  of  the  Amendment 
had  been  clearly  expressed  by  his  noble 
Friend  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  and 
he  thought  that  it  ought  to  be  accepted. 
It  ought  to  be  taken  into  consideration 

Mr.  Gladitane 


that  the  Government  were  operated  on 
by  extrinsic  influences — that  was,  the 
Land  League ;  and  the  Amendment  con- 
tained nothing  unjust  to  the  tenant. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  the  adoption  of  the  Amend- 
ment now  before  the  House  was  essen- 
tial if  effect  was  to  be  given  to  the  de« 
claration  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, that  it  was  not  the  purpose  of  the 
Bill  that  the  payment  by  the  incoming 
to  the  outgoing  tenant  should  interfere 
with  the  landlord's  rent.  The  House 
should  remember  that  it  was  now  giving 
a  direction  to  the  Land  Court,  which  was 
to  be  established  by  the  BUI,  for  the  por- 

Eose  of  insuring  that  the  rent  to  be  paid 
y  the  incoming  tenant  should  be  a  fair 
rent.  Now,  unless  the  House  declared 
by  some  terms  equivalent  to  the  purport 
of  this  Amendment  that  the  payment  or 
price  for  the  occupation  to  be  paid  by 
the  incoming  to  the  outgoing  tenant 
should  not  be  taken  into  account  in 
assessing  that  which  was  to  be  the  fair 
rent  payable  to  the  landlord,  all  English 
practice  proved  that  that  pa3rment  for 
entry  would  be  a  prime  element  in  de- 
termining the  amount  of  rent  thereafter 
to  be  received  by  the  landlord.  If, 
therefore,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
was  sincere  in  his  repeated  declarations, 
that  those  payments  on  entry  should  not 
affect  the  future  rent,  it  was  manifest 
that  he  ought  to  adopt  the  principle  and 
purport  of  the  Amendment  now  before 
the  House.  He  said  that  not  without 
information  and  experience,  for  it  was 
he  who  moved  for  and  carried  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  Agricultiiral  Customs 
of  this  country  in  1848.  He  had  been 
for  years  the  lord  of  manors  in  this 
country,  and  he  took  a  somewhat  active 
part  in  the  debates  which  preceded  the 
adoption  of  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Act ;  and  he  fearle^y  asserted  that  un- 
less the  future  fair  rent  was  declared  in 
the  Bill  to  be  a  matter  separate  and  dis- 
tinct from  the  payments  which  the  Bill 
contemplated  as  to  be  necessarily  inci- 
dent to  entry  upon,  or  to  admission  to, 
Irish  holding8,«the  amount  of  those  pay- 
ments on  entry  would  inevitably  deter- 
mine the  amount  of  the  future  rent; 
whereas,  if  the  amount  of  the  fair  rent 
be  declared  by  the  Bill  to  be  a  matter — 
as  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  said  it 
ought  to  be — distinct  and  apitt  from 
those  payments,  the  amount  of  the  fu« 
ture  fair  rent  to  be  paid  by  the  incoming 
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tnoant  wonld  limit  and  detennine  the  i 
amount  of  compensation,  or  whatever  it 
might  be»  to  be  paid  by  the  incoming  to 
the  oatgoing  tenant  on  entry  upon,  or 
idmiasion  to,  the  holding. 

Uja.  A.  J.  BMiFOUB  understood  that 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  did  not 
propoee  to  move  the  Amendment  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice  last  night, 
ao  that  the  House  was  not  discussing  the 
Lords'  Amendment  as  it  stood  on  the 
Fhper.  The  Prime  Minister  said  if  the 
Amendment  were  accepted  it  would  be 
misunderstood  in  Lreiand.  In  plain 
words,  then,  if  a  dear  definition  of  a 
principle,  which  the  Gk>yemment  them- 
selves admitted  to  be  a  right  principle, 
were  put  into  the  Bill,  a  feeling  of  dis- 
rapointment  would  spread  throughout 
the  whole  of  the  Irish  tenantry.  This 
was  an  indication  that  this  Bill  was  pre- 
sented in  a  different  colour  to  the  House 
from  what  it  was  presented  to  the  people 
of  Ireland.  It  was  to  be  a  shield  of 
gold  on  the  one  side,  and  of  silver  on  the 
other.  They  were  told  that  the  Bill 
wonld  only  compel  the  landlord  to  do 
Ihat  which  the  good  landlord  had  al- 
rsady  done.  The  Irish  tenants  expected 
much  more  than  that.  They  expected  a 
mbstantial  slice  of  liie  landlord's  pro- 
perty. The  GK)vemment,  by  their  own 
•dmission,  told  them  that  was  so.  It 
was  too  late  to  prevent  the  Bill  from 
violating  all  the  recognized  principles  of 
iMislation,  and  too  late  to  prevent  the 
mole  of  the  agricultural  property  of 
beland  from  being  put  in  the  nands  of 
a  triumvirate.  It  was  not  too  late^  how- 
over,  to  prevent  the  income  of  Irish 
landlords  from  being  unjustly  reduced 
hj  the  operation  of  this  clause.  This 
Oey  oould  aocompUsh  by  adopting  the 
Amendment.  If  that  Amendment  ^ould 
be  rejected  the  Bill  would  be  open  to 
the  charge  of  being  a  scheme  of  public 
plunder. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  supported  the  Amend- 
ment, not  only  as  one  of  the  most  valu- 
aUe  among  the  Lords'  Amendments, 
bat  also  because  it  was  in  accordance 
wiih  the  repeated  declarations  of  Mem- 
bers of  the  Gt)vemment.  He  thought 
the  House  ought  to  accept  the  Amend- 
menty  and  he  hoped  the  Gbvemment 
wonld  reconsider  their  decision.  The 
ftime  Minister  disclaimed  the  idea  of 
deducting  tenant  right  from  the  rent. 
Xhej  hM  been  repeatedly  told  it  was 
not  lo  be  carved  out  of  Uie  rent ;  but 


the  Prime  Minister  said  he  did  not  ad- 
mit that  in  the  construction  of  the  Bill. 
But  the  Court,  under  the  7th  clause, 
would  be  compelled  to  take  into  consi- 
deration the  amount  paid  to  the  tenant. 
It  was  quite  true  there  was  a  nominal 
safeguard  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
lanSord  against  the  price  given  for  the 
tenant  right  being  excessive.  The  Court 
would  be  obliged  to  decide  the  price  on 
the  basis  of  theprice  obtainable  in  the 
open  market.  He  could  not  understand 
how,  in  justice  or  good  faith,  it  was 
possible  lOT  the  Government  to  refuse  to 
accept  the  Amendment.  He  trusted 
that  it  would  be  sternly  adhered  to  by 
the  House  of  Lords. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  268 ;  Noes 
133:  Majority  135.— (Div.  List,  No. 
374.) 

Page  10,  line  31,  after  ("tenancy") 
insert  {**  and  for  a  term  not  exceeding 
sixty  years "),  the  next  Amendment, 
read  a  second  time. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  advised  the 
House  to  accept  the  Amendment,  which 
gave  the  lessee  a  run  of  60  years. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  if  he  did  not  think 
that  the  future  tenant  was  placed  in  a 
worse  position  by  the  changes  in  the 
clause  than  the  present  tenant?  He 
thought  the  Gt>vemment  should  do 
something  to  restore  the  future  tenant 
to  his  former  status. 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

Mr.  PARNELL  asked,  would  he  be 
in  Order  in  moving  the  following  addi- 
tion to  the  sub-section  referred  to  in  the 
last  Amendment  ? — 

*•  Provided  that  no  refusal  by  the  tenant  to 
accept  a  lease  under  the  provisions  of  this 
section  from  his  landlord  shall  be  deemed  by 
the  Court  to  be  unreasonable  conduct." 

Mr.  speaker  ruled  that  the  Amend- 
ment could  not  be  put. 

Page  11,  line  12,  leave  out  from 
(**  and  ")  to  (**  considering  ")  in  line  14, 
the  next  Amendment,  disagreed  to. 

Page  11,  line  29,  leave  out  ("as  if 
no  ")  and  insert  (''  notwithstanding  ") ; 
line  30,  leave  out  (/'  had  been  taken  ") 
the  two  next  Amendments,  agreed  to, 
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Page  13,  line  18,  after  ("tenancy") 
insert — 

**  (6.)  A  tenant  compelled  to  quit  his  holding 
during  the  continuance  of  a  statutory  term  in 
his  tenancy,  in  consequence  of  the  breach  by 
the  tenant  of  any  statutory  condition,  shall  not 
be  entitled  to  compensation  for  disturbance," 

— the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  asked  the  House 
to  accept  the  Amendment.  The  tenant 
was  already  precluded  from  claiming 
compensation  in  every  case  of  a  serious 
breach  of  statutory  conditions ;  and  there 
was,  therefore,  no  harm  in  accepting  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  the  statement  of 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  was 
true,  fi;enerally ;  but  he  did  not  mention 
that  the  acceptance  of  this  Amendment 
would  make  more  numerous  and  more 
stringent  the  statutory  conditions  which 
would  render  the  tenant  liable  to  evic- 
tion. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Page  13,  line  27,  leave  out  (**  may  ") 
and  insert  (''shall,")  the  next  Amend- 
ment, agreed  to. 

Page  13,  lines  31  and  32,  leave  out 
('*  immediate  landlord  for  the  time 
being")  and  insert  (''landlord  being  a 
limited  owner,")  the  next  Amendment, 
read  a  second  time. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  to  dis- 
agree with  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  GIBSON  thought  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  had  not  represented 
to  the  House  the  unfair  position  in  which 
several  landlords  would  be  placed  if 
some  modification  was  not  made  in  the 
Bill  as  it  left  this  House.  The  clause, 
as  it  originally  stood,  meted  out  rather 
rough  justice  to  the  landlord,  and  he 
could  quite  understand  that  the  Peers 
should  have  made  this  change.  He  did 
not  intend  to  comment  at  length  on  the 
question ;  but  he  could  not  allow  the 
Amendment  to  be  disagreed  to  without 
entering  his  protest. 

Me.  MARUM  thought  that  to  allow 
the  sub-tenants  or  occupying  tenants  to 
be  displaced  in  the  way  the  Amend- 
ment would  bring  about  would  be  most 
nnsatisfactory. 

Amendment  n^gattped. 


Page  13,  line  34,  leave  ont  ("next 
superior ")  and  after  ("being")  insert 
("succeeding  to  him  in  estate"),  the 
next  Amendment,  diiogreed  to. 

Page  14,  after  Clause  15,  insert 
Clause  B — 

(Provision  as  to  certain  claims  of  pasturage  and 

turbary.) 

'*  Where  the  tenant  of  a  holding  by  virtue  of 
his  tenancy  exercises  over  uninclosed  land  a 
ri^ht  of  pasturing  or  turning  out  cattle  or  other 
animals  in  common  with  other  persons,  or  exer- 
cises a  right  of  cutting  and  taking  turf  in  com- 
mon with  other  persons  (which  right  is  in  thii 
section  referred  to  as  a  common  right,  and 
which  other  persons,  together  with  the  tenant, 
are  in  this  section  referred  to  as  commoners), 
then  if  such  holding  becomes  subject  to  a  sta- 
tutory term  the  court  may,  during  the  oontinu- 
ance  of  such  term,  on  the  application  of  the 
landlord,  or  of  any  commoner,  by  order  restrain 
the  tenant  from  exercising  his  right  of  pasture 
or  cutting  or  taking  turf  in  any  manner  other 
than  that  in  which  it  may  be' proved  to  the 
court  that  he  is,  under  the  circumstances  and 
according  to  the  ordinary  usage  which  has  pre- 
vailed, with  the  consent  of  the  hindlord,  amon^ 
the  commoners,  reasonably  entitled  to  exercise 
the  same," 

— the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

Mr.  PARNELL  thought  the  words 
"  on  the  application  of  the  landlord '' 
might  be  struck  out,  and  the  right  re- 
stricted to  the  tenants,  who  would  have 
the  power  of  arranging  their  own  dis- 
putes. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  if  there 
were  a  number  of  tenants  it  was  much 
better  for  them  that  the  application 
should  be  made  by  the  landlora. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attobnet 
Gexebax  for  Ireland,  the  Amendment 
was  amended  as  follows,  and  agreed  to ; 
— ^In  line  2,  after  **  exercises,"  insert 
**  in  common  with  other  persons ; " 
line  3,  after  "  animals,"  leave  out  "  in 
common  with  other  persons ; "  lines  5 
and  6,  after  **  persons,"  leave  out 
**  which  right  is  in  this  section  referred 
to  as  a  common  right,  and ; "  line  14, 
after  ''the"  insert  "express  or  im- 
plied." 

Page  14,  line  6,  after  ("may")  in- 
sert  (**  after  service  of  the  prescribed 
notice  upon  the  landlord ") ;  line  8, 
after ("  land  ")  insert  ("in  a  situation 
to  be  approved  by  the  landlord,  or  fail- 
ing sucn  approval  to  be  determined  by 
the  Court  '^) ;  line  13,  after  ("  aet ")  in- 
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lert  ("and  notwiflmfanKling  taoh  mib- 
lettinp  the  tenant  shall  for  uie  purposes 
of  this  Act  be  deemed  to  be  still  in 
ooeapation  of  the  holding "),  tiie  three 
next  Amendments,  read  a  second  time, 
vA  agreed  to. 

Pftge  14,  line  18,  leave  out  firom  the 
▼ord  *'  the,"  to  the  end  of  the  Clause, 
and  insert  the  words — 

''Portion  of  any  holding  so  let  does  not 
taeesd  haU  an  acre  in  each  case,  and  that  the 
lotel  mimber  of  rach  lettinga  of  portions  of  a 
linMfag  doea  not  exceed  one  for  every  twenty- 
ife  acres  of  tillage  land  contained  in  the  hold- 
mg, 

— ^the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time,  and  dieagreed  to. 

Ma.  O'SHLLIYAN  moved  to  omit 
the  word  *'  tillage."  The  retention  of 
the  word  would  make  the  Amendment 
ndioulons,  as  applied  to  holdings  in 
Ireland.  No  average  flEtrmer  tilled  25 
scree  of  land. 

Mb.  GIBSON  asked  what  would  a 
turner  having  only  25  acres  of  pasture 
vant  a  labourer's  cottage  for  ? 

Mb.  PABNELL  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  agree  to  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick,  or  to 
Mme  substantial  modification  of  the 
original  clause. 

Mb.  BPEAKEB  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
bsr  oonld  not  move  an  Amendment  in 
ths  Bill  which  had  not  been  touched  by 
tteliords.     

Mb.  PASNELL  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
proposed  to  move  an  Amendment  to  the 
woras  which  had  been  kept  alive  by  the 

3jeotion  of .  the  Lords'  Amendment, 
e  aaked  the  Government,  following  out 
flie  wecedents  which  thev  had  adopted 
all  ue  way  through  this  Bill,  not  to  lay 
down  a  hwd-and-fast  line,  and  limit  the 
diseretion  of  the  Oourt  in  this  matter. 
The  limitation  was  too  severe.  It  would 
be  diflBenlt  to  find  26  acres  under  tillage 
even  on  vexy  large  farms.  In  their  case, 
then,  there  would  be  a  paucity  of  labour. 
It  was  a  mistake  to  think  that  labour 
was  not  required  upon  pasture  land.  It 
had  to  be  drained,  fenced,  top-dressed, 

Mb.  O'SULLiyAN  proposed  to  leave 
eat  Ae  word  "tillage,"  so  that  a  la- 
bometr'a  cottage  might  be  erected  for 
svaiy  25  aerea  on  a  uurm. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  words  so 
jesloaad  to  the  ]3ill  in  page  14,  line  15, 


to  leave  out  the  word  "tillage." — (Mr. 
(y  Sullivan.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  tiUage '  stand  part  of  the  said  words 
so  restored  to  the  Bill." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  fMr.  Law)  explained  that 
there  was  no  hard-and-fast  hnelaid  down 
here  at  all.  It  was  to  remove  the  hard- 
and-fast  line  that  the  Lords'  Amendment 
had  been  rejected.  Where  there  were 
26  acres  there  might  be  two  cottages,  if 
the  Court  so  decided ;  and  in  the  case  of 
anything  under  25  acres — with,  say,  five 
acres  tillage  and  the  rest  pasturage— it 
would  be  possible  for  the  Court  to  autho- 
rize one  cottage  to  be  built. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  under  these 
circumstances,  he  would  withdraw  his 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Page  14,  line  36,  leave  out  ^  said 
Acts ''}  and  insert  (''  seventh  section  of 
the  Act  of  the  Session  of  the  tenth  and 
eleventh  years  of  the  reign  of  Her  pre- 
sent Majesty,  chapter  thirty-two  "),  the 
next  Amendment,  read  a  second  time, 
and  agreed  to. 

Page  15,  line  15,  leave  out  sub-section 
3,  the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  this  was  an 
Amendment  which  it  was  impossible  for 
them  to  accept.  It  was  most  important 
that  where  these  pre-emptions  were  made, 
in  the  exercise  of  the  special  privileges 
of  the  landlords,  there  should  not  be  an 
immediate  creation  of  future  tenancies 
in  respect  of  them.  It  would  tend  to 
disturb  that  important  provision  of  the 
Act  which  aimed  at  securing  a  certain 

?eriod  of  tranquillify  and  stability  in 
reland  without  any  change  at  all  other 
than  might  grow  out  of  the  failure  on 
the  part  of  the  tenant  to  fulfil  the  con- 
ditions of  his  holding. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — 
{Mr.  Gladstone.) 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  thought  the 
tranquillify  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman proposed  to  obtain  would  be 
procured  by  a  provision  essentially  un- 
just and  unfair;  and  he  submitted  that 
tranquillity  in  Ireland,  or  anywhere  else, 
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produced  by  suoh  means  was  not  the 
sort  of  tranquillity  to  which  the  House 
ought  to  be  a  party.  The  Amendment 
of  the  Lords  gave  vitality  and  effect  to 
the  Ist  clause  of  the  Bill,  which  sug- 
gested to  the  landlord  that  he  should 
exercise  his  right  of  pre-emption.  That 
right  was  rendered  entirely  yalueless 
and  useless  by  the  words  which  the 
Prime  Minister  proposed  to  retain,  and 
which  the  House  of  Lords  asked  them 
to  reject.  With  these  words  in  the  Bill 
the  right  of  pre-emption  would  be  a  mere 
empty  formula  and  a  delusion. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :■ 
124  :  Majority  118.- 
375.) 


-Ayes  242 ;  Noes 
(IHv.  List,  No. 


And  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour 
before  Six  of  the  clock,  Further  Con- 
sideration of  Lords  Amendments  stood 
adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

Li  reply  to  Sir  Stafford  Nobthootb, 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said :  Wenropose 
to  proceed  with  this  Bill  as  tne  first 
Order  to-morrow.  I  hope  that  we  may 
dispose  of  it  at  an  early  hour,  and,  if 
so,  we  shall  then  proceed  with  the  Nayy 
Estimates.  It  is  intended  to  propose  a 
Sitting  on  Saturday,  and  if  this  Bill 
should  come  back  from  the  Lords  we 
shall  propose  to  proceed  with  it.  The 
Navy  Estimates  will  not  be  taken  after 
9  o'clock. 

House  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock. 


HOpSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  \Uh  August,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— (7ominf«fe—Eme 
Lough  and  River  *  (149)  ;  Ecclesiastical 
Gouits  Reg^ulation,  now  Discharge  of  Contu- 
macious I^Boners  (201). 

Committee  —  Report  —  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  (Money)  (186);  Superannuation 
(Post  Office  and  Works)  •  (203);  Central 
Criminal  Court  (Prisons)  •  (162) ;  Leases  for 
Schools  (Ireland)  ♦  (188);  Corrupt  Practices 
(Suspension  of  Elections)*  (208). 

Third  -RMrfin^— Public  Works  Loans  •  (196), 
BsiAptused. 

Royal  Assent — Incumbents  of  Benefices  Loans 
Extension  [44  &  46  Viet,  c.  25];  Burial 
Grounds  (Scotland)  Act  (1865)  Amendment 
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[44  ft  46  rut,  c.  27];  Befomuitory  Imlitiu 

tions  (Ireland)  [44  &  46  Viet.  c.  29] ;  MetuSio 
Mines  (Gunpowder^  [44  &  46  Viet,  c  261 ; 
Seed  Supply  and  omer  Acts  (Ireland)  Atnam^- 
ment  [44  t  46  Vict.  o.  28] ;  Tompike  Aoti 
Continuance  [44  &  46  Viet,  c.  31] ;  Coatomfl 
rOfficers)  ri4  &  46  Viet,  c.  30] ;  Public  Loaai 
(Ireland)  Kemission  [44  &  46  Viet,  c  82]; 
oummary  Procedure  (Scotland)  Ain<m<itf|flfit 
[44  &  46  Viet,  o.  33];  Coroners  (Irehad) 
[44  &  46  Viet,  c  36] ;  Metropolitan  ()peQ 
Spaces  Act  (1877)  Amendment  [44  &  46  ViH. 
c.  34] ;  British  Honduras  (Ck>iirt  of  Appeal) 
[44  &  46  Viet,  c.  36];  Alkali,  &o.  Woiki 
Begulation  [44  &  46  Vict,  c.  37] ;  Conunou 
Regulation  (Shenfield)  Pkovisional  Order  [44 
&  46  Viet,  c  olxi] ;  Local  Gh>yemment  Pko- 
yisional  Orders  (Acton,  &c.)  [44  &  46  Vict,  e. 
cbdi] ;  Tramways  Orders  Coimnnation  (No.  2) 
r44  &  46  Viet.  c.  cbdii]  ;  Tramways  Ozden 
Confirmation  (No.  3)  [44  &  46  Viet,  o.  dziT]; 
Water  Provisional  Orders  [44  &  46  Vict,o. 
dzv]  ;  Alsa^  Chapel  (Matriagee)  [44  4k  46 
Viet,  c.  clxvil ;  Elementary  Education  FMm> 
sional  Order  Confirmation  (London)  [44  ft  46 
Viet,  0,  dxyii]. 

PBIYATB  BILLS. 

Standing  Orders  Nos.  22,  33,  91,  114, 11& 
116,  117,  and  I40a  eoimdcred  and  ammdcd,  and 
to  be  printed  as  amended.     (No.  167.) 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL 

STATE— THE  BOUNDARIES. 

OBSEBYATIOKS.      QXTBSTIOV. 

LoBD  BBABOUBNE  called  attontbn 
to  the  C!onyeiition  just  concluded  with  the 
Transvaal  Boers,  uie  1st  Article  whereof 
stated  that  the  new  Transvaal  State 
would  "  embrace  the  land  lyinfi^  between 
the  following  boundaries^"  and  added— 
"  here  follow  three  pages  of  definitions 
of  Boundaries  " — without  any  due  to 
what  these  were.  He  TLord  Braboome) 
reminded  their  Lordships  that  in  the 
Instructions  which  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  gave  to  the  Uom- 
missioners  on  3 1st  March,  he  entered 
with  some  elaboration  into  the  condi- 
tion of  the  different  districts  of  the 
Transvaal  with  reference  to  the  numben 
of  the  Native  population  resident  in 
each,  and  suggested  that  one  or  more 
of  these  districts  should  be  severed  from 
the  Transvaal  for  the  better  protection 
of  the  Natives,  and  the  greater  security 
of  peace  for  the  future.  He  wished  to 
ask  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  £im- 
berley),  Whether  his  suggestions  had 
been  wholly,  or  in  part,  accepted,  or 
whether  they  had  been  discarded  and 
set  at  nought  by  the  Oommissioners ;  in 
fact,  whether  the  noble  Earl  could  state 
what  the  new  bpundaries  would  be,  and 
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wliedier  any  ftitnre  Papers  to  be  pre- 
■ented  in  reference  to  the  Transvaal 
would  comprise  a  map  of  the  new 
State? 

The  Eul  of  KIMBEBLEY  :  My 
Loffdsy  in  answer  to  the  Question  of  my 
noble  Friend,  I  may  state  that,  after 
flill  consideration,  it  was  decided  not  to 
■ever  from  the  Transvaal  any  part  of 
the  territory  which  had  previously  been 
eonsidered  to  belong  to  the  State.  My 
noble  Friend  will  see  that  I  have  not 
^t  ihe  full  text  of  the  Convention, 
amply  because  it  was  not  thoueht  worth 
whue  to  have  three  pages  of  definitions 
telegraphed;  but  I  can  give  him  the 
main  definitions  of  the  boundary  as  they 
were  telegraphed  before  the  Conven- 
tion was  signed — 

"Exteroal  Boundaries  of  Fature  Tranflyaal 
Biata. — On  the  South  as  at  present;  on  the 
South-east,  the  boundaries  ox  Zululand  and 
Swariland  as  lately  defined  under  the  authority 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government;  on  the  East, 
boundaries  of  Lydenburg  and  Zoutpansber^  at 
present  recognized ;  on  uie  North  by  the  Lim- 
popo River ;  on  the  North-west  and  W^,  the 
iwnndaries  as  laid  down  in*  1880  by  the  Colo- 
nial Government ;  and  on  the  South-went  by 
tiie  boundary  of  the  Keate  award,  as  recom- 
mended. It  will  leave  outside  the  Transvaal 
tiie  Barolon^  Chiefs  Montsioa  and  Mobhete,  the 
Korama  Chief  Massou,  and  the  Batlapi  Chiefs 
Haakazoane,  Mathlabani,  and  ti^e  ex-chicf 
Gasiboiie. 

'*  Keate  Award  Territory. — ^The  new  boun- 
dnj  line  proceeds  from  Kamathlabama  in  a 
notherly  mrection  till  it  reaches  the  Hart  River 
Mow  the  Salt  Pans,  thence  alon^  that  river  to 
¥samim,  and  then  through  Koppie  Inkel  to  the 
boundaiT  of  Griqualand  W  est,  midway  between 
the  Vaai  and  Hart  Rivers.  It  will  leave  within 
the  Transvaal  all  occupied  Boers'  farms  held  in 
title,  except  portions  of  two,  and  exclude  about 
7<  refpiatered  but  unoccupied  farms,  the  titles 
of  which  will  be  cancelled  the  owners  receiv- 
01^  sneh  compensation  as  the  Volksraad  may 


When  the  Government  receives  the  Oon- 
vsntion  in  fdlli  and  Papers  are  presentedi 
I  will  take  care  that  a  map  is  included. 


ECCLESIASTICAL  COURTS  REGULA- 
TION BILL.— (No.  201.) 
{Tk§  Sari  Beavchamp,) 
OOMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
pot  into  Committee  read. 

LoBD  OBANMOEE  and  BEOWNE 
Mid,  he  wished  to  make  a  few  remarks 
at  that  stage  of  the  Bill.  He  did  not 
ftem  its  titf e  know  the  qature  of  it,  and 


therefore  he  was  not  in  the  House  when 
it  was  read  a  second  time ;  but,  as  he 
was  a  member  of  the  body  through  whom 
Mr.  Ghreen  was  now  in  prison,  he  de- 
sired to  make  a  few  remancs.  In  bring- 
ing forward  the  Bill,  the  noble  Earl  m 
charge  of  it  (Earl  Beauchamp)  begged 
the  whole  question  by  calling  in  question 
the  legal  action  and  authority  of  the 
Courts  that  dealt  with  the  case.  When 
a  case  went  against  a  person,  he  was 
always  inclined  to  think  the  law  was 
bad  and  badly  carried  out ;  and  in  Ire- 
land, where  at  present  lawlessness  pre- 
vailed, the  lawless  parties  felt  exactly 
the  same  thing.  They  said  they  did  not 
like  the  law,  and  therefore  would  not 
obey  it.  The  plea  was  one  he  certainly 
should  not  have  expected  from  anyone 
in  the  position  of  the  noble  Earl.  There 
might  be  reasons  for  changing  the  con- 
stitution of  a  Court  or  of  the  Taw ;  but, 
while  they  existed,  every  good  subject 
of  the  Queen  should  consider  that  he 
ought  to  be  bound  by  the  law,  and  to 
obey  the  Court.  The  most  rev.  Primate 
(the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury)  had 
again  and  again  stated  that  the  Courts 
having  arrived  at  a  decision,  it  was  ne- 
cessary to  enforce  the  law;  but  when, 
after  a  struggle  of  years,  it  was  enforced, 
he  moved  for  a  Commission  which  had 
been  treated  as  calling  in  question  the 
authority  of  the  Courts  that  administered 
the  law,  and  now  he  would  send  back 
Mr.  Oreen  to  carry  on  without  check  his 
illegal  proceedings.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, it  was  not  surprising  that  it  was 
said  that  indirectly  the  most  rev.  Primate 
and  the  right  rev.  Bench  had  given  en- 
couragement to  the  lawlessness  that 
existed  in  the  Church.  The  noble  Earl 
wanted  to  know  why  did  the  Church 
Association  select  a  poor  parish,  and 
attack  Mr.  Oreen,  the  clerg3rman  of  that 
poor  congregation,  and  his  friends  in 
their  illegal  practices,  instead  of  attack- 
ing a  rich  one  ?  The  answer  was  plain. 
The  Church  Association  were  obliged  to 
take  up  cases  in  defence  of  poor  congre- 
gations. The  poor  could  not  defend 
themselves.  They  could  not  choose  their 
Church,  but  were  obliged  to  attend  the 
one  in  their  own  neighbourhood ;  the 
rich  could  do  so,  backed  as  Bitualistic 
clergymen  were  by  the  funds  of  the 
Church  Union.  The  most  rev.  Primate 
asked  that  Mr.  Green  should  be  allowed 
to  return  to  his  cure  of  souls  and  carry 
on  illegal  practices.     Did  the  most  rev. 
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Primate  consider  that  this  was  a  matter 
of  no  importance  ?    It  was  of  far  greater 
importance  than  the  inconvenience  Mr. 
Green  suffered  from  his  own  contumacy. 
It  was  to  preveut  this  wrong  that  Mr. 
Green  was  kept  in  prison.     The  most 
rev.  Primate  the  other  evening  grieved 
that  a  conscientious  man  like  Mr.  Green 
should  be  put  in  prison.  Now,  conscience 
was  a  very  varying  thing,  and  in  some 
countries  while  the  men  went  out  to  rob, 
the  women   stayed  at    home  to  pray. 
Every  man's  conscience  was  hurt  when 
he  had  to  do  that  which  he  did  not  like 
to  do.     There  were  two  kinds  of  con- 
scientious clergymen — those  who,   like 
Cardinal  Manning,  conscientiously  held 
views  contrary  to  the  Church  of  England 
and  conscientiously  left  it.     Mr.  Green, 
on  the  contrary,  held  views,  or,  at  any 
rate,  carried  out  practices,  contrary  to 
the  law  of  the  Church  of  England  while 
remaining  in  it.     Ho  would  hardly  be- 
come a  Cardinal ;  but  probably  he  could 
become  a  priest  of  the  Church  of  Bome, 
or,  indeed,  any  other  Church  to  whose 
laws  he  would  yield  obedience.     What 
hardshipjwas  inflicted  on  Mr.Green  when, 
if  he  would  give  up  the  emoluments  of 
the  Church,  he  could  iree  himself  and 
act  according  to  what  his  conscience  dic- 
tated?     If  he  were    liberated  uncon- 
ditionally,   he  would  go  back  to    his 
congregation,  and  continue  to  encourage 
his  parishioners  to  practice  doctrines  that 
were  foreign  to  the  Church  of  England, 
and  which  the  Courts  of  Law  had  de- 
cided to  be  illegal  and  contrary  to  the 
covenant  by  winch  Mr.  Green  held  his 
position  in  the  Church  of  England.  Did 
the  most  rev.  Primate  think  that  that 
would  be  desirable  ?     Was  it  not  most 
important  to  the  people,  and  more  im- 
portant than  whether  Mr.  Green  should 
wait  a  little  more  or  less  in  prison? 
Surely  the  welfare  of  the  congregation 
should  be  as  much  thought  of  as  mat  of 
the  clergyman.  K  he  could  be  prevented 
^m  committing  these  offences  again, 
he(LordOranmoreand  Browne),  no  more 
than  any  of  their  Lordships,  wished  that 
the  rev.  gentleman  should  be  retained  in 
prison.     They  must  remember  that  Mr. 
Green  was  one  of  those  clergymen  who 
refused  obedience  as  much  to  Bishops  as 
to  the  Civil  Courts ;  they  owned  no  au- 
thority but  their  own  consciences ;  they 
were  bound  by  no  contracts    and  no 
promises.    Each  was  an  infallible  Pope 
to  himself  and  his  followers.    There  was 

Xi9rd  Onmmareand  Browne 


no  law  against  that ;  each  of  tham 
free  to  stand,  on  that  g^und  bat  lie  was 
not  free  to  enter  on  a  contract  to  receive 
all  the  advantages  accruing  under  it,  and 
to  repudiate  the  obligations,  as  decided, 
witti  the  exception  of  the  Court  of  Ajrohes, 
by  the  same  Courts  which  interpreted 
contracts  in  all  other  cases.  He  noped 
there  was  no  doubt  that  Englishmen 
would  support  the  rights  of  free  contract, 
and  no  doubt  either  that  the  Civil  Courts 
would  preserve  the  right  of  interpreting 
the  legal  bearing  of  such  contracts.  As 
to  the  analogy  with  the  case  of  Mr. 
Thorogood,  as  was  shown  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  upon  the  Woolsaok 
the  other  evening,  he  (Lord  Oranmore 
and  Browne)  ooiud  see  none.  It  was  of 
little  importance  that  he  did  not  pay 
5s.  6d.  church  rates ;  while  it  was  of  the 
greatest  importance  that  a  clerCTman 
of  the  Church  of  England  shomd  be 
bound  to  fulfil  the  legal  obligations  he 
had  undertaken.  But  the  fact  was  that 
Mr.  Thorogood  was  released  directly  he 
complied  with  the  law,  and  the  fine  was 

Eaid.  The  most  rev.  Primate  stated 
ow  impossible  it  was,  if  Mr.  Green 
were  released,  to  enforce  the  obligations. 
But  whose  action  had  made  it  so  ?  When 
the  Boyal  Commission  was  proposed,  he 
(Lord  Oranmore  and  Browne)  had  ex- 

Eressed  the  opinion  that  it  wonld  be 
ighly  undesirable,  as  it  oould  arrive  at 
but  one  conclusion.  He  was  informed 
that  the  right  rev.  Bench  had,  for  the 
future,  unanimously  resolved  not  to 
allow  any  clergyman  to  be  prosecuted, 
though  his  ministrations  were  iindeni- 
ably  contrary  to  law,  pending  the  Re- 
port of  the  Boyal  Commission. 

The  Aechbishop  of  C  ANTERBUEY  : 
There  is  no  foundation  whatever  for  that 
statement. 

Lord  ORANMORE  and  BROWNE 
said,  of  course  he  accepted  that  denial, 
as  far  as  regarded  the  most  rev.  Primate 
himself;  but  there  were  cases  in  whidi 
Members  of  the  right  rev.  Bench  had 
said  plainly  and  distinctly  what  he  bad 
stated,  and  they  were  Bishops  who  did 
not  in  the  least  favour  the  High  Church 
party  ;  and  he  knew  this,  that  no  action 
had  since  been  taken  by  the  members  of 
the  Church  Association.  He  had  been 
under  the  impression  that  the  resolution 
he  had  referred  to  had  been  passed,  and 
he  was  glad  to  hear  it  denied,  because 
he  hoped  they  would  be  able  to  en- 
force tbe  law  against  rec^oitraBt  mem- 
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Imh  of  the  Ohanli  of  Engfland.  Oix- 
onmatancM  had  prevented  Us  oalling^ 
attenlioQ  to  the  oonatitatioii  of  the  Oom- 
miaaioa ;  but  had  he  time  he  oould  show 
that  it  waa  a  wholly  one-eided  Oommis' 
■on. 

Thb  £akl  op  BEDESDALE  (Ohaib- 
KAV  OF  CojunTTEBs)  Bud,  the  noble 
Lord  was  eridently  aot  awere  of  the 
Amendment  whioh  it  was  proposed  to 
la^ka  in  Committee. 

LoxD  OBANUORE  um  BBOWNE 
Hid,  that  waa  bo.  He  must,  however, 
complain  tliat  there  had  not  been  a 
member  of  the  Choich  Commission  ap- 
ptnnted  by  the  I^me  Minister.  The 
light  rer.  Bench  had  often  condemned 
both  the  Ohnnth  Auodation  and  the 
Uhutoh  Union;  but  while  the  former 
was  not  rqiresented  on  the  Commission, 
Musk  wots  two  Uembers  of  the  latter 
Upon  it,  and  reoalte  had  shown  that  the 
fwmer  Bociet;  was  fighting  in  support  of, 
utd  the  latter  aninst  the  laws  of  the 
Cburdi  of  Enfflaud.  As  to  the  wish  that 
Ur.  Green  should  he  released  from 
prison,  he  heartily  desired  thatMr.  Qreen 
■honid  be  releesed,  if  he  would  either 
flilfil  tiie  obligations  he  had  undertaken 
M  a  cle^Tmanof  the  Churoh  of  England, 
ra,if  haoonld  notdo  so  conscientiously,  no 
longer  oontinue  to  retain  a  false  and  in- 
innoaa  petition.  The  statement  they  had 
aeard  the  other  day  &om  the  noble  and 
lasnied  Lord  the  Lord  Chancellor,  which 
waa  to  the  effect  that  it  wasimportant  that 
the  law  should  be  carried  out,  was  moat 
Htisfactory.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
put  fiirward  ttieee  views  with  the  weight 
of  his  hi^  position  and  free  from  all 
tunt  of  partizanship  ;  and  he  (Lord 
Oranmore  and  Browne}  had  no  doubt 
that  he  would  support  those  views  iu  no 
undecided  toue. 

EuiL  BEAUOHAMP  said,  he  re- 
■netted  very  much  that  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Oranmore  and  Browne)  was  not 
n  the  House  on  Tuesday  when  the  Bill 
was  read  a  second  time.  He  (Earl 
Beauobamp)  hod  never  said  that  the 
dedsion  of  the  Law  Courts  should  not 
be  obeyed ;  what  he  did  say  was  that  it 
was  not  right  that  the  decisions  of  the 
X*w  Courts  should  he  pressed  home 
with  a  savage  rigour  as  they  had  been. 
The  noble  Lord  stated  that  the  reason 
Thj  Uie  Church  Association  had  taken 
v^  ttie  case  against  Mr.  Green  was  be- 
ni|se  a  poor  congregation  was  not  able 
Iq' defend  itself.     But  that  was  not  a 

VOL.    OCI^T.       [IHIBD   SEBISS.] 


reason  worthy  of  the  noble  Lord,  he- 
cause  the  congregation  of  Miles  Platting 
only  wished  to  be  left  alone.  The  noble 
Lord  had  also  alluded  to  the  fact  of  their 
bein^  unable  to  attend  other  churches; 
but  it  was  evident  that  they  did  not  de- 
sire to  do  so,  as  Kr.  Oreen  was  much 
respected  by  them.  The  Church  Asso- 
ciation had  been  unable  to  ret  any  of 
the  parishioners  to  take  part  m  the  pro- 
ceedings againet  Mr.  Qreen,  and  it  had 
been  necessary  far  the  prosecutors  to 
qualify  strangers  as  parishioners  by  ob- 
taining for  tuem  a  residence,  and  the 
oost  of  this  proceeding  Mr.  Green  hod 
been  obliged  to  pay.  It  was  a  matter 
of  notoriety  that  Mr.  Green  enjoyed  the 
confidence  of  his  flock  and  the  whole 
of  his  parish  in  a  most  remarkable 
manner. 

House  in  Committee. 

Clause  1  (Bopeolof  partof  S&4Vict. 
c.  93). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  Buu- 
CHAMF,  the  following  Amendment  made: 
— In  page  1,  line  8,  leave  out  ("first 
recited,")  and  insert  ("  said.") 

Clause,  as  amended,  agrtei  to. 

Clauses  2  and  3  severally  agrud  to. 

Clause  4  (Party  not  to  be  released 
irom  further  observance  of  justice). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  Bur- 
C1IAU7,  the  following  Amendment  made : 
— In  page  1,  line  17,  after  ("such") 
insert  ("party  or"),  and  after  ("per- 
son ")  insert  ("  or  party.") 

ilovtd,  at  end  of  Clause  to  add — 


tify  in  writinfi;  under  hia  hand  that  the  party 
or  person  ban  liaca  his  release  froin  custody  had 
an  opportunity  of  ^nbinittinK  to  lii^  KOdly  ad- 
mimBtrationB  and  has  fnilod  to  Hiilimit  to  th« 
Bamc.  Provided  further,  that  upon  snch  certi- 
ficate being  filed  in  the  registry  of  ths  Court 
by  which  Buch  party  or  poraon  has  buen  pro- 
nounced in  contompt,  each  party  or  person 
being  on  incumbent  within  the  tnuuninj;  of  the 
■aid  I'nblio  Worship  Regulation  Act,  uiall  bo 
liable  to  the  same  pena.lty  as  an  incumbent 
against  whom  a  second  inhibition  in  regard  to 
the  same  monition  has  been  iBBUcd  within  the 
proviBionB  of  section  13  of  the  said  Act,  and 
hiH  Ijooofice  or  other  ecclcsiaBtical  prefoiment 
shall  thCDCeforth  become  void  ua  provided  in 
the  said  Bcction.' ■—(?*<  Earl  Btaufkauip.) 

Tni  LORD  CHANCELLOR   moved 
to  amend  the  Proviso  by  extending  it, 
30 
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not  only  to  suite  under  the  Act  of  1874, 
but  to  all  eocleeiastical  suits  :  and  also 
by  following,  as  nearly  as  possible,  the 
procedure  pointed  out  by  the  clause  in 
the  Act  of  1874,  to  which  reference  was 
made,  by  the  introduction  of  certain 
words  with  the  view  of  giving  fuller 
effect  to  the  provisions  of  the  Public 
Worship  Eegulation  Act. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

LoBD  OKANMOEE  and  BEOWNE 
asked,  if  the  Proviso  was  adopted,  what 
means  would  be  left  to  bring  clergymen 
who  offended  against  the  law  before  the 
Court? 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  object  of  the  proposal  was 
that  the  responsibility  should  be  thrown 
on  the  Bishop.  The  reason  which  re- 
commended that  course  to  their  Lord- 
ships was  that  they  were  dealing  with 
the  case  of  persons  whose  minds  were 
peculiarly  constituted ;  and  who,  though 
they  had  not  thought  it  consistent  with 
their  duty  to  obey  the  admonitions  of 
the  Courts,  might  think  it  right  to  obey 
an  admonition  coming  from  an  authority 
which  they  acknowledged. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Power  to  prolong  imprison- 
ment for  a  further  period  of  three 
months). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  Beau- 
OHAMP,  Clause  omitted. 

Moved,  To  add  the  following  Clause : 
— ^'This  Act  maybe  cited  as  the  Dis- 
charge of  Contumacious  Prisoners  Act, 
1881.**— (7%^  Uarl  Beauchamp.) 

The  Akchbishop  of  CANTEEBUEY 
said,  he  was  glad  to  hear  that  the  Bill 
was  to  be  passed  under  a  more  accurate 
but  less  ambitious  title  than  the  ''Eccle- 
siastical Courts  Eegulation  Bill."  There 
could  be  little  difference  of  opinion  with 
respect  to  the  limited  purpose  of  the 
Bill ;  but  its  original  title  was  entirely 
misleading,  and  conveyed  the  idea  that 
an  attempt  had  been  made  at  a  very  late 
period  of  the  Session  to  deal  with  a  far 
more  difficult  question. 

The  Earl  op  8HAFTE8BUEY  was 
understood  to  say  that  he  did  not  find 
any  fault  with  the  Judge  of  the  Court 
or  with  the  Church  Association.  He 
thought  that  the  punishment  for  contu- 
macy was  too  long.    There  should  be  a 
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fixed  period,'  say  six  months,  and  then, 
if  the  clergyman  was  still  disobedient 
and  totally  disregarded  the  law,  he 
should  be  got  rid  of  altogether  from  the 
Church. 

Motion  agreed  to;  Clause  added  ac* 
cordingly. 

House  resumed. 

The  Eeport  of  Amendments  to  be 
received  To'morrow;  and  Standing  Order 
No.  XXXy.  to  be  considered  in  order 
to  its  being  dispensed  with:  Bill  to  be 
printed  as  amended.     (No.  198.) 

METROPOLITAN    BOARD    OF    WORKS 

(MONEY)  BILL.— (No.  186.) 

{The  Lord  ThurUw.) 

OOmaTTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee  read. 

The  Eael  of  EEDESDALE  (Ohaib- 
MAN  OF  Committees)  said,  that  he  felt 
bound  to  take  advantage  of  that  oppor- 
tunity of  again  expressing  his  objection 
to  (Clause  14,  which  would  entail  heavy 
expense  upon  the  ratepayers  of  the  entire 
Metropolis,  though  the  proposal  had  been 
made  without  Notice  in  the  otiber  House, 
or  any  preparation  to  contest  its  expe- 
diency or  justice.  The  Bill,  in  fact, 
affected  the  interests  of  the  ratepayers 
without  giving  them  power  to  appear 
and  protect  tnose  interests.  He  pro- 
testea  against  legislation  of  that  cha- 
racter beine  brought  forward  at  this 
gerlod  of  the  Session,  and  in  such  a 
urried  way.  The  Amendment  which 
was  proposed  to  be  moved  by  the 
noble  £i^l  (Earl  De  La  Warr)  should 
be  agreed  to,  as  the  proposition  of  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  was  most  unusual. 

House  in  Committee. 

Clauses  1  to  13,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  (Expenses  of  inquiry  as  to 
markets). 

Eabl  de  la  WAEE  rose  to  move 
an  Amendment  which,  he  said,  would 
have  the  effect  of  merely  giving  power 
under  the  clause  to  the  Board  of  works 
to  make  inquiries  into  the  food  supply  of 
the  Metropolis,  without  authorizing  them 
to  obtain  further  powers  from  Parlia- 
ment. He  submitted  that  if  their  Lord- 
ships agreed  to  the  dause  as  it  stood, 
the  interests  of  the  Citjr  would  be  80* 
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rioualy  affected,  especially  seeing  that 
power  would  be  ffiTen  to  set  up  riTal 
markets  against  the  Oity  markets  with- 
out notice  having  been  given  to  the 
parties  interested.  It  had  been  stated  in 
the  debate  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  that  the  measure  would  not  affect  the 
interests  of  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of 
London ;  but  he  was  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand how  that  could  be.  He  contended 
that  it  did  in  a  most  important  matter. 
Bums  amounting  toupwardsof  £3,000,000 
had  been  invested  in  the  Oity  markets, 
upon  the  security  of  the  Corporation ; 
and  he  contended  that  that  body  was 
both  willing  and  competent  to  do  all 
that  was  re(^uired  in  the  matter.  The 
origin  of  this  attempt  to  establish  new 
markets  was,  of  course,  the  alleged  in- 
adequacy of  Biilinffsgate ;  but  the  lately 
issued  Beport  of  Mr.  Spencer  Walpole 
confirmed  the  view  taken  by  the  Cor- 

gyration — that  the  true  complaint  against 
illingsgate  Market  was,  not  that  it  was 
in  every  way  insufficient,  but  that  it  was 
not  eauly  accessible.  The  Corporation 
had  already  enlarged  the  market,  and, 
having  received  the  Beport  of  a  Com- 
mittee, who  had  in  an  exhaustive  manner 
inquired  into  the  fish  supply  of  the  Me- 
tn^lis,  they  were  prepared,  as  far  as 
possible,  to  do  what  might  be  necessary 
to  make  the  market  more  easy  of  access. 
Before  long  they  had  every  reason  to 
bdieve  they  would  be  able  to  bring 
about  that  desirable  result.  Mr.  Walpole 
had  stated  that  it  would  be  a  serious 
loss  to  the  public  if  the  fish  market 
were  removed  from  the  river  side.  There 
was  no  objection  whatever  to  these 
markets  being  improved.  It  was  not 
only  the  Corporation  of  London  that 
was  interested  in  this  question.  The 
ratepayers  of  the  Metropolis  were  also 
largely  interested.  The  effect  of  tho 
Hetropolitcm  Board  taking  into  their 
huids  all  the  markets  of  the  City  would 
be  enormously  expensive.  Millions  of 
money  would  be  required  to  establish 
these  markets,  and  the  burden  would 
fdl  upon  the  ratepayers,  who  were  al- 
ready overburdened  with  taxes,  and 
were  petitioning  that  some  of  those 
taxes  should  be  removed.  This  Bill 
would  give  to  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  WoAb  power  to  borrow  more  money 
ehaiveable  to  the  ratepavers  for  the 
supply  of  AdoL  to  the  public,  a  large 
portion  of  whom  were  not  ratepayers. 
Bb  moved  to  omit  all  the  words  of  the 


clause  after  the  words  **  Management 
Act,  1855." 

Moved,  In  page  6,  line  39,  to  leave  out 
from  C  Metropolis  Management  Act, 
1855  ")  to  end  of  clause.--(  2%^  Earl  De 
La  Warr,) 

Lord  THUELOW  said,  he  could  not 
accept  the  noble  Earl's  Amendment,  and 
felt  he  had  some  reason  to  complain  of 
the  course  taken  by  the  noble  Earl  with 
reference  to  this  Bill.  The  other  evening 
he  gave  the  noble  Earl  a  fair  oppor- 
tunity of  taking  the  sense  of  the  House 
on  the  question  he  had  just  raised  ;  but 
ho  did  not  avail  himself  of  that  oppor- 
tunity. The  course  now  pursued  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  slightly  unusual, 
inasmuch  as  the  noble  Earl  had  given 
no  Notice  of  the  Amendment  to  the 
House.  Nor  had  he  himself  received 
private  Notice  of  it. 

Earl  DE  LA  WARR  said,  he  had 
sent  Notice  of  it  to  tho  noble  Lord. 

Lord  THURLOW  said,  in  that  case, 
no  Notice  had  reached  him.  This  was 
certainly  a  money  clause,  as  it  con- 
tained distinct  provisions  for  money  to 
be  expended  with  a  specified  object. 
He  could  not  agree  with  any  of  the 
arguments  adduced  by  the  noble  Earl. 
The  case  was  stated  very  fully  the  other 
evening,  and  ho  had  nothing  to  add  to 
that  statement. 

Lord  MOUNT  TEMPLE  pointed  out 
that  tho  clause  would  not  empower  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  to  estab- 
lish a  market  in  any  part  of  the  Metro- 
polis. It  only  enabled  them  to  make 
preliminary  inquiries  and  arrangements 
for  the  introduction  of  a  Bill,  when  the 
proper  time  would  arrive  for  the  City  to 
make  any  objections  they  pleased  to  its 
proposals.  The  monopoly  of  Billings- 
gate doubled  the  price  of  fish,  and  led 
to  the  destruction  of  the  unsold  fish.  The 
improvement  of  markets  was  necessary 
for  the  public  good,  and  ought  not  to  be 
sacrificed  to  a  rivalry  between  the  Me- 
tropolitan Board  and  the  Corporation 
of  tho  City.  He  hoped  their  Lordships 
would  not  agree  to  deprive  the  Board  of 
the  power  thoy  ought  to  possess  of  con- 
sidering whether  there  should  not  be  a 
fish  market  in  the  Metropolis  in  addi- 
tion to  that  of  the  City.  The  objection 
of  the  Corporation  was  invented  too  late. 
If  it  had  been  valid  it  ought  to  have 
prevented  the  Hungerford  and  Columbia 
markets. 

3  C  2 
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Eabl  DE  la  WAEB  eaid,  the  Cor- 
poration of  the  City  of  London  did  not 
object  to  the  establishment  of  any  num- 
ber of  retail  markets. 

Thb  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN  re- 
marked that,  if  that  were  so,  he  coald 
not  understand  why  they  objected  to 
this  clause,  seeing  that  it  afforded  the 
only  practical  means  by  which  a  great 
pubho  want  could  be  met. 

On  question,  retohed  in  the  negative. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Bemaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  without  amendment ;  and 
to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— THE 
REVISED  CODE. 

DEPABTMENTAL  STATEMENT. 

Earl  SPENCER,  in  rising  to  make 
a  Statement  upon  the  proposals  for  revi- 
sion of  the  Code  and  the  Examination 
Schedules  of  the  Education  Department 
which  had  been  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House,  said,  those  proposals  were 
brought  forward  in  fulnlment  of  the 
pledge  he  had  given  last  Session  on  be- 
half of  the  Government.  He  should 
have  preferred  to  bring  them  forward  at 
an  earlier  period  of  the  Session;  but 
the  subject  was  so  vast,  and  surrounded 
by  so  many  difficulties,  that  that  was 
found  to  be  impossible.  As  it  was,  they 
did  not  propose  to  at  once  alter  the  Edu- 
cation Code,  and  the  alteration,  of  which 
notice  was  now  given,  with  a  view  to 
discussion  in  the  Autumn,  would  not  take 
effect  till  some  time  in  1882 — a  plan 
which  was  convenient  both  to  the  De- 
partment and  to  school  boards  and 
teachers  throughout  the  country.  The 
new  system  would  insure  pretty  much 
the  same  payment  to  schools  as  the  old. 
The  average  schools  would  earn  about 
the  same  sum  as  hitherto,  the  best 
schools  a  little  more,  and  the  worst 
schools  a  little  less.  At  present  pay- 
ments to  schools  were  classed  under 
four  heads — 1.  the  general  payment  to 
schools  on  average  attendance,  including 
efficiency  and  music ;  2.  individual  pay- 
ments by  results  on  passes  in  Standards ; 
3.  average  attendance  payments  for 
class  subjects;  and  4,  individual  pay- 
ments for  specific  subjects.  The  prin- 
ciple of  payment  for  average  attendance 
was  now  to  be  applied  to  three  of  these 


four  heads  of  payment,  leaving  onl^  the 
specific  subjects  to  be  paid  on  individual 
examinations.  It  was  found  that  indi- 
vidual payments  for  passes  in  the  Stan- 
dards dia  not  work  quite  fairly  to  the 
schools  and  the  teachers.  At  the  In- 
spector's visit,  children  might  be  absent 
from  illness,  or  on  account  of  the  wea- 
ther, or  the  season  of  the  year  in  which 
the  inspection  took  place,  and  the  earn- 
ings of  the  school  must  therefore  be 
very  much  diminished.  That  was  a 
matter  which  was  much  complained  of. 
It  was  also  found  that  there  was  a  ten- 
dency on  the  part  of  teachers  to  direct 
their  efforts  to  one  class  of  children  and 
neglect  another.  That  evil  would  be 
corrected  by  the  proposals  now  made,  as 
failure  in  any  department  of  the  school 
would  affect  the  whole  grant,  and  not 
merely  so  much  of  it  as  might  be  earned 
by  the  neglected  children.  Moreover, 
if  payments  on  the  individual  passes 
were  done  away  with,  and  made  to  de- 

Send  on  the  average  attendance  of  chil- 
ren,  there  would  no  longer  be  any  in- 
ducement to  fraud.  Another  great  im- 
provement that  would  follow  from  a 
system  of  payment  on  the  average 
attendance  was  a  simplification  of  the 
present  system  of  auditing.  There  were 
1,900,000  children  examined  last  year. 
The  audit  department  examined  the 
school-history  of  every  one  of  these 
children  during  seven  years,  which  was 
generally  the  duration  of  school-life  of 
children.  This  was  to  see  that  payment 
was  not  made  twice  for  the  same  thine 
to  any  one  child.  These  figures  woula 
ffive  an  idea  of  the  vast  work  involved 
by  the  auditing  of  individual  passes. 
He  would  firive  weir  Lordships  an  illus- 
tration of  the  way  in  which  the  system 
of  paying  on  average  attendance  would 
work.  Let  them  suppose  a  school  in 
which  there  were  300  omldren  in  average 
attendance,  and  that  250  should  be  pre- 
sent at  the  time  of  the  Inspector's  visit. 
Supposing  him  to  examine  200,  the 
number  of  passes  possible  would  be  600, 
there  beina^  three  subjects  in  which  each 
child  could  pass.  Supposing,  however, 
that  only  500  passes  should  be  made,  or 
only  83  per  cent  of  the  possible  passes, 
then  the  full  payment  oeing,  say,  \0s. 
for  every  pass — he  took  a  hypothetical 
figure — the  payment  would  be  83  per 
cent  of  10«.,  or  8«.  6i.,  and  the  capita- 
tion grant  would  be  300  times  8«.  6</., 
or  £127  10#.    All  chUdren  that  shouli 
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have  been  six  monthB  in  a  school  would 
be  presented  to  the  Inspector  for  exami- 
nation ;  and  while  all  would  continue  to 
be  examined  in  the  Third  and  higher 
Standards,  it  would  be  for  him  to  judge 
how  many  he  ought  to  examine  in  the 
Second  Standard.     The  result  of  the 
scheme  would  be  a  great  diminution  in 
the  work  of  examination,  though  the 
Inspectors'  duties  would  be  increased  in 
other  ways.      Out  of  1,000,000  children 
abore  seven   years  of   age    who    had 
usually  been  examined  in  the  past  in 
Standards  I.  and  II.,  only  500,000  would 
be  examined  in  the  future.    In  order  to 
meet  one  of  the  objections  levelled  at 
the  existing  system,    the  Department 
proposed  to  ^yb  Examiners  ana  Inspec- 
tors power  to  classify  the  children  exa- 
mined by  them  according  to  the  manner 
in  which  they  should  have  passed  the 
examination.    The  question  of  the  grant 
to  a  school  would  be  affected  by  this 
classification,   because  an  extra  grant 
would  be  g^Ten  to  schools  classified  as 
fair,  ffood,  or  excellent.    At  present,  a 
sehooi  which  passed  its  scholars  well 
obtained  no  more  than  another  in  which 
the  same  number  of   children  barely 
scraped  through.    The  proposal  would 
flius  counteract  the  present  tendency  to 
bring  down  schools  to  a  dead  level  of 
teacmng  merely  what  was  enoujp^h  to 
pass.  With  regard  to  the  question  of  class 
subjects,  no  yery  great  change  was  pro- 
posed. Bchoolswouldberegfiurdedascon- 
slstingof  two  divisions.  Two  classsubjects 
might  be  taken  up  in  each  division. 
Steps  had  been  taken  to  meet  the  objec- 
tion that  ffmcy  subjects  should  not  be 
taught  to  children  who  were  not  well- 
grounded  in  the  ''  three  H's."     Specific 
Babjects  would  only  be  taught  to  children 
who  had  passed  the  Fourth  Standard,  and 
not  even  then,  unless  75  per  cent  of  the 
possible  passes  were  obtained  in   the 
"three  K's"  at  the  beginning  of  the 
year  in  which  specific  subjects  were  taken 
up,  as  well  as  at  the  end  of  the  year 
duimg  which   they  had  been  taught. 
Steps  would  be  taken  to  encourage  the 
extension  of  night  schools,  where  there 
had  been  a  dimmished  attendance  since 
the  introduction  of  compulsory  educa- 
tion. The  number  of  scholars  had  fallen 
off  from  70,000  in  1870  to  40,000  in 
1860.     Boys  used  to  work  during  the 
day  and  attend  school  at  night.    Now 

&miist  attend  day-schools  till  they 
paased  a  reasonaole  Standard,  and, 


having  done  so,  were  not  inclined  to  go 
also  to  night-schools,  more  especially  if 
the  instruction  in  them  was  confined  to 
the  "three  R's."  They  proposed  to 
adopt  other  and  more  interesting  sub- 
jects as  class  subjects.  They  also  pro- 
posed that  in  night-schools  ministers  of 
all  denominations,  often  the  only  avail- 
able teachers  in  country  districts,  should 
no  longer  be  debarred  from  teaching 
subjects  with  which  they  were  familiar, 
and  which  they  made  interesting  to  the 
night  scholars.  He  now  came  to  the 
question  of  teachers.  The  teachers  under 
the  Education  Department  formed  a  small 
army  in  themselves,  numbering,  as  they 
did,  upwards  of  70,000.  There  were 
30,000  certificated  teachers,  7,600  assist- 
ant teachers,  and  33,000  pupil  teachers. 
There  were,  in  addition,  a  small  number 
of  stipendiary  monitors ;  but  as  the  sys- 
tem was  not  found  in  practice  to  work 
well  it  was  proposed  to  do  away  with 
it.  Of  the  teachers,  the  waste  by  retire- 
ment and  death  each  year  amounted  to 
6  per  cent,  so  that  the  supply  required 
each  year  was  about  1,800 ;  and  as, 
owing  to  the  increase  of  population,  ad- 
ditional schools  would  be  required,  the 
number  of  teachers  to  be  supplied  an- 
nually would  soon  be  over  2,000.  The 
Training  Colleges  were  only  able  to 
supply  about  1,500  each  year,  leaving  a 
deficiency  of  500;  and,  to  secure  that 
number,  it  was  proposed  to  admit  as 
teachers  persons,  men  or  women,  who 
had  been  at  any  University  in  the  United 
Kingdom.  It  might  be  said  that  such 
persons  would  not  be  likely  to  become 
teachers ;  but  when  he  mentioned  the 
remarkable  fact  that  he  had  on  his  list 
the  names  of  no  fewer  than  130  men 
who  had  taken  first-class  University 
honours  who  were  candidates  for  the 
position  of  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors,  he 
thought  their  Lordships  would  agree 
with  him  that  a  very  large  number  of 
less  distinguished  persons  would  be 
found  ready  to  become  teachers  in  their 
larger  schools.  With  respect  to  pupil 
teachers,  a  rule  would  be  laid  down  that 
not  more  than  three  should  be  engaged 
at  any  one  school.  That  alteration  would, 
he  thought,  have  a  very  important  effect 
upon  education,  because  it  was  manifest 
that  a  pupil  teacher  was  not  as  compe- 
tent to  teach  large  classes  as  was  an 
assistant  teacher.  Pupil  teachers  were 
apprenticed  for  four  years,  from  14  to 
18  years  of  age,  and  about  8,000  finished 
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their  ajpprenticeBhip  each  year.    A  large 
number  of  those  who  desired  to  follow 
the   Profession  went   to    the  Training 
College.     Last    year   the  number  was 
4,000,  of  which  number  3,000  passed; 
but  1,500  only  could  be  admitted.     A 
regulation  would  be  made  that  an  assist- 
ant teacher  should  be  required  for  every 
60  scholars,  instead  of  80  as  heretofore. 
Then  with  respect  to  infant  schools,  in 
schools  where   40    infants    attended   a 
separate  adult  teacher  would  be  required ; 
and  where  60  attended  there  should  be 
a  certificated  teacher.     The  Schedule  as 
to  needlework  would  be  simplified — a 
change  which  it  was  believed  would  be 
attended  with  beneficial  results.    With 
respect  to  music,  1#.  was  now  allowed 
for  each  pupil  taught ;  but  in  future  the 
allowance  would  be  6d.f  and  an  addi- 
tional  6d,   if   music  was  taught  from 
notes  or  according  to  the  Tonic  Sol-fa 
system.     Within  the  last  few  years,  im- 
mense strides  had  been  made  in  that 
direction,  nearly  all  the  masters  sent 
out  by  the  Training  Schools  being  com- 
petent to  teach  by  notes,  or,  at  all  events, 
to  examine  by  notes.     With  regard  to 
honour  certificates,  it  was  proposed  to 
stop  the  granting  of  them.  It  was  hoped 
that  the  boys  holding  honour  certificates 
would  be  induced  to  remain  at  school ; 
but,  in  the  working  of  the  system,  it 
was  proved  that  they  did  not  do  so.     It 
was  found  that  the  conditions  were  not 
complied  with,  and  that  a  better  class  of 
children  than  was  intended  reaped  the 
benefit ;  and  it  had,  therefore,  been  de- 
termined to  do  away  with  the  honour 
certificates.     The  money  that  would  be 
saved  would  probably  be  required  for 
increased  grants  to  night  schools.     ITie 
Chil(Ps   School   Book  was    to  be  aban- 
doned, because  it  was  a  great  deal  of 
trouble,  and  it  had  broken  down  where 
it  was  most  needed.     A  child  had  been 
found  in  Manchester  with  1 1  books  in- 
stead of  one.  It  was  not  proposed  to  intro- 
duce these  changes  at  present  in  Scot- 
land, which  was,  in  many  respects,  more 
advanced  than  England ;  while  the  Scotch 
Code  already  contained  some  of  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  change  now  proposed  for 
the  English  Code.    In  order  to  obtain 
greater  uniformity  of  inspection,   and 
prevent,  as  far  as  possible,  the  injustice 
that  arose  from  the  different  standards 
of  different  Inspectors,  which  made  exa- 
minations severe  in  one  place  and  lax  in 
another,  it  was  proposea  to  organize  the  I 
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Inspectorate  to  a  certain  extent,  to  place 
a  senior  Inspector  in  charge  of  a  larg^ 
division  containing  several  districts,  and 
to  bring  the  senior  Inspectors  together 
for  consultation  and  discussion.  A  dasa 
of  Sub-Inspectors  would  act  under  the 
District  Inspector,  who,  in  turn,  would 
be  supervised  by  the  senior  or  divisional 
Inspectors,  and  in  that  way  the  desired 
uniformity  would  be  attained  to  a  greater 
extent  than  at  present.  He  must  ac- 
knowledge the  assistance  that  had  been 
received  in  the  consideration  of  these 
changes,  not  only  from  the  Department, 
but  cuso  from  those  who  probably  knew 
most  of  the  working  of  the  Code — 
namely,  the  schoolmasters — and  he  hoped 
the  changes  would  be  accepted  willingly 
and  with  pleasure  by  that  important 
body. 

Lord  NORTON  said,  he  must  express 
his  satisfaction  with  the  worthy  manner 
in  which  the  noble  Earl  the  Lord  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  had  treated  national 
education.  The  presentation  of  the  Code 
in  draft  for  discussion  in  the  Recess  was 
a  treatment  of  the  subject  in  no  Party 
spirit,  but  as  of  equal  general  interest 
and  an  appeal  to  the  nation  for  their 
opinion  on  a  paramount  national  ques- 
tion. The  most  cursory  reading  showed 
its  intention  not  to  be  further  complica- 
tion, but  greater  clearness  and  consoli- 
dation on  the  basis  of  their  accumulated 
experience.  It  would  be  unworthy  of 
such  frank  treatment  to  venture  at  once 
to  criticize  its  details;  but  one  or  two 
remarks  on  the  leading  features  of  its 
revision  of  former  Codes  he  would  offer 
in  its  own  spirit.  Experience  justified  its 
change  of  principle  in  making  public 
grants  from  payment  on  individual  re- 
sults to  premiums  on  the  average  attend- 
ance and  sufficiency  of  schools*  But 
here  came  in  the  old  difficulty  of  ad- 
justment to  town  and  country.  Was 
it  impossible  to  have  a  rural  and  an 
urban  standard,  as  they  had  rural  and 
urban  local  authorities,  and  as  the 
Scotch  had  parish  and  borough  schools  ? 
One  standajrd  could  not  equally  suit 
both.  But  their  primary  interest  was  in 
the  manual  labour  class,  which  must 
leave  school  early  for  labour,  and  could 
not  have  the  time,  or  means,  or  object, 
to  rise  as  high  as  the  town  artizan  in 
book-learning.  Some  attempt  was  made 
in  the  scheme  to  meet  that  difficulty  by 
dividing  schools  into  lower  and  upper 
divisions,  and  allotting  subjects  to  each. 
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The  lower  fhej  might  suppose  to  repre- 
sent elementary  edaoation ;  but  if  so  l^e 
upper  most  mean  secondary  education, 
llien  followed  the  question — Did  they 
undertake  more  than  elementary  edu- 
cation in  the  publicly  -  aided  national 
schools?  Had  they  gone  beyond  the 
original  intention,  ana  were  they  right, 
in  mdading  secondary  instruction  in 
elementaiy  schools?  The  words  used 
in  describing  the  Seventh  Standard 
in  the  scheme  were,  that  it  was  meant 
for  those  who  had  passed  the  Sixth 
Standiffd  some  time  before  leaving  school. 
But  it  never  was  intended  that  children 
of  the  working  class  should  be  kept  at 
school  a  day  alter  they  were  fit  to  go  to 
work.  Any  higher  learning,  therefore, 
should  be  meant,  not  as  a  smattering 
of  incipient  science  to  fill  up  an  ideid 
interval,  but  for  children  who  were 
leally  going  on  to  higher  education.  So 
fiff  as  this  scheme  made  the  distinction 
between  primary  and  secondary  teach- 
ing clearer,  it  was  wise.  It  avowedly  re- 
cognized the  provision  of  much  higher 
education  as  part  of  national  educa- 
tion ;  but  it  was  to  be  hoped  it  meant  to 
separate  it  from  elementary  education. 
There  oould  be  no  doubt  they  were 
undertaking  middle-class  education ;  and, 
if  so,  tiiey  should  do  it  distinctly  and 
more  thoroughly,  and  not  mix  it  up  with 
mimaiT  education,  to  the  injury  of  both. 
The  discussion  of  that  draft  Code  in 
"another  place  "came  on  in  a  debate 
on  museums  for  the  promotion  of  art  in 
the  Provinces.  That  showed  the  con- 
nection in  idea  of  the  New  Code  with 
higher  education.  South  Kensingtoa 
was  doing  still  more  for  art  education 
than  the  Seventh  Standard  and  specific 
Bubjeots  in  tibe  Fourth  Schedule  proposed 
for  sdenoes  and  foreign  languages.  But 
a  greater  proof  of  higher  ambition  was 
the  proposal  in  the  scheme  that  gra- 
duates of  tibe  two  Universities  should  be 
assistant  teachers  in  national  schools. 
It  was  said  that  many  such  men  were 
wanting  employment,  and  that  this  would 
open  a  new  avenue  to  them.  That  was 
a  consideration  for  the  learned  men  sup- 
tiied  BO  much  in  advance  of  demand. 
but  as  to  the  schools,  it  was  significant 
as  considering  their  assistant  masters 
to  be  men  on  a  par  with  the  clergy, 
olearly  an  advance  from  the  first  idea  of 
elamentazy  education  of  the  working 
dasB.  The  amounts  of  particular  grants 
not  atated;  it  mignt,  therefore,  be 


intended  that  this  secondary  education 
should  be  self-supporting,  and  that  the 
illusory  scale  of  9a.  fees  as  a  limit  of 
elementary  education  should  be  done 
awi^  with.  What  were  now  set  up 
at  Bradford  and  elsewhere  as  higher 
schools  were  only  another  set  of  ele- 
mentary schools,  with  the  same  smatter- 
ing of  science ;  only  at  higher,  yet  not 
self-supporting  fees,  for  a  separate  pro- 
vision to  the  middle  class.  There  might 
be  intended  in  the  completion  of  this 
scheme  exhibitions  to  help  cleverer  chil- 
dren of  the  working  class  to  extend  their 
schoolingin  common  with  the  middle  class 
to  higher  study.  All  that  might  modify 
one's  general  opinion  of  the  scheme,  and 
judgment  must,  therefore,  be  deferred. 
One  good  sequence  from  the  debate  of  last 
year  was  apparent  in  the  proposed  pro- 
vision of  better  books.  It  was  seen  that 
the  art  of  reading  could  be  better  taught 
by  books  conveying  progressive  know- 
ledge, instead  of  what  were  now  con- 
demned by  the  Vice  President  himself 
as  foolish  tales  and  miserable  common- 
place scrap-books.  The  whole  draft 
showed  a  Uberal  and  earnest  intention 
to  improve  our  national  education. 

After  a  few  words  from  Lord  Braye, 
the  subject  dropped. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five  mi- 
nutes past  Seven  of  the  clock,  during 
pleasure. 

House  resumed  at  five  minutes  past 
Four  of  the  clock,  a.m. 

The  Lord  Thublow — Chosen  Speaker 
in  the  absence  of  The  Lord  Chanoellob 
and  The  Lord  Commissioner. 


LAND  LAW  (Ireland)  bill. 

Returned  from  tho  Commons  with  several  of 
the  amendments  agreed  to,  several  agreed  to  with 
amendments,  and  with  consequential  amend- 
ments to  the  Bill,  and  several  ditagreed  to,  with 
reasons  for  such  disagreement.  The  said  amend- 
ments and  reasons  to  bo  printed,  and  to  be  con- 
sidered To'tnorrow,    (No  211.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Four 
o* clock  A.M.,  till  a  quarter 
before  Five  o'clock 
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MINUTES.]  —  Public  Bills  — £<M^wn  in 
C^miffM— Solent  Navigation  [Eipenaet]. 

Saeond  &Mding—'EaA  Indian  Itailw&y(Bedemp- 
lion  of  Annuities]  *  [2i4] ;  Expiring  Lawa 
Continuance  *  [246]  ;  Oonididated  Fond 
(No.  4)-. 

CvmmitU* — Aip«r(— National  Delit  {n-wm 
[US]. 

Ootwidtrti  <u  ttnmJti '^  Third  Stniiitf  —  Fa* 
triotio  Fond*  [340],  and  patud. 

Third  Saadinff—Iadiaxi  Loan  of  1S7S*  [S37], 
and  pa*Htl. 

frUAdrawn—BiOa  ot  Bale  Act  (1878)  Anieud< 
ment  (iv-aiHin.)  [104];  Cbnrchwanlena  (Ad> 
miwon)  [47] ;  Infootioua  DiMaaes  Not" 
tion  ■  [229J ;  Maintenance  of  Cihildran  ■  [69] ; 
Bilk  of  Eteluutge  •  [218]. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAY. 

PARLIAMENT— PTIBLIC  BUSINESS 

(HALF-PAST  TWELVE  RULE). 
BBBOLVnOIr.      ADIODKNKD  DEBATE. 

Order  for  resaming  Adjourned  Debate 
Uieretipoa  [8rd  May]  read. 

Mb.  MONK  mored  that  the  Order 
of  the  day  Ibr  the  adjourned  debate 
on  the  Public  Busmess  |,Ha]f-paat  12 
Bule)  be  discharged.  He  made  this 
Motion  with  great  reluctance  and  con- 
siderable reffret,  because  his  proposal 
that  the  Bute  should  not  apply  to  the 
Motion  for  Leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill,  or 
to  any  Bill  vhioh  had  passed  through 
Committee,  had  received  the  support  of 
&e  GoTemment,  and  also  because  there 
vas  a  general  and  growing  feeling  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  that  some  modi- 
fication was  required  of  a  Bule  which 
placed  irre^HinHible  power  in  the  hands 
of  a  single  Member  of  that  House.  He 
left  the  matter  with  confidence  in  the 
bands  of  Her  Majeety's  Oovemment, 
who,  he  understood,  intended  to  deal 
with  that  and  other  matters  connected 
with  Public  Business  early  nest  SessioQ. 

Motion  ogrMd  to. 

Otim  ditchar/ttl. 


BUAS  OF  SALE  ACT  (187!)  - 

MENT  (r«.«>nmi»nf)  BIIL.— [3ill  104.] 
(Mr.  Xoni,  Xr.  Btrjmtit  SimoH,  Kr.  Fry,  Xr. 

OOIOIITTSX. 

Order  for  Oommittee  read. 

Mr.  monk  moved  that  the  Order 
for  Committee  be  discharged.  He  re- 
gretted very  much  the  necestdty  for  this, 
as  the  Bill  had  been  considered  !n  s 
Select  Oommittee  of  the  House,  presided 
over  by  the  Attorney  Oeneral.  Next 
Session  he  would  certainly  re-introdnm 
the  Bill,  aa  he  heard  from  many  corre- 
spondents that  there  was  no  meaaiiM 
which  more  required  uwency  than  thli 
Bill. 

Motion  agrttd  to. 

Order  Utehargodi  Bill  mthiraan. 

CHURCHWARDENS  (ADMISSION)  BILU 

(Xr.  KuHk,  Sir  Bairitl  OaUbuf.) 

[bill  47.]     SECOND  BKADtRO. 

ADJOUBHXD  DEBATE. 

Order  for  resnminff  Adjonmed  Debate 
on  Second  Beading  [8th  April]  read. 

Mk.  MONK,  in  moving  that  the  Order 
for  reeuminf  the  debate  on  the  second 
reading  of  tMs  Bill  be  discharged,  said, 
that  the  only  Member  who  opposed  it 
was  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  op- 
posite (Colonel  MbMos],  who  was  one  of 
the  Members  of  the  Select  Oommittee 
that  approved  of  the  Bill. 

Qaiaina.  MAKINS  said,  that  he  was 
not  a  Member  of  the  Committee,  end 
had  not  approved  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  agrttd  to. 

Order  duehargtd;  Bill  withdraw!*. 
QUESTIONS. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— THE  NEWRT 
POST  OFFICE— CLERKS'  CHRlBTMAa 
GRATUITIES. 

Mr.  BIOGAB  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  If  he  is  aware  tliat  the  clerks 
of  Newiy  Post  Office  have  not  received 
any  part  of  their  Ohristmas  overtime  for 
the  past  three  years,  although  they  were 
called  on  to  furnish  a  return  of  same ; 
and,  if  the  above  facta  are  tme,  will  he 
issue  such  instructions  aa  will  remed/ 
the  cause  of  complaint  ? 
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Mb.  FAWOETT,  in  reply,  said,  he 
foand  that  it  was  the  case  mat  the  clerks 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  had  not 
reoeiyed  any  part  of  their  Ohristmas 
oyertime  for  the  past  three  years.  He 
greatl]^  regretted  this  negligence,  and  he 
had  given  instructions  that  careful  in- 
quiry should  be  made,  and  had  taken 
steps  to  prevent  its  recurrence. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— ARMY— THE  28th 
REGIMENT  AT  BIRR. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If  he  has  inquired  into 
the  conduct  of  the  rioters  of  the  28th 
Begiment  at  Birr  on  the  Ist  instant ;  and, 
whether  it  is  intended  to  remove  this 
regiment  from  Birr  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS:    In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that  the 
disturbance  at  Birr  on  the  1st  instaut 
has  been  the  subject  of  careful  inquiry. 
I  sent  to  the  officer  commanding  there 
the  hon.  Member's  letter,  addressed  to 
me,  with  its  indosure,  from  which  he 
had  cut  off  the  signature,  and  evidence 
was  taken  from  all  the  sources  indicated 
in  that  letter  by  a  Court,  consisting  of 
the  colonels  of  the  1st  Battalion  of  the 
Qlouoester  Begiment  and  the  2nd  Bat- 
talion of  the  £einster  Begiment,  and  a 
nugor  of  the  1st  Battalion  of  the  latter. 
It  appears  that  a  part^  of  seven  soldiers, 
who  gave  no  provocation  whatever,  were 
attadced  in  the  street  by  a  mob  of  roughs, 
who  shouted  at  them,  ''Down  with  the 
English  bastards  "  (and  another  epithet 
which  I  will  not  repeat],  and  **  We  will 
fight  for  the  Land  Jjeague  and  kill  the 
best  man  of  the  28th,"  and  commenced 
throwing  stones  at  them.     This  appella- 
tion of ''  English  bastards  "  appears  to 
Have  been  tM>  much  for  the  soldiers,  all 
of  whom  were  Irishmen ;  and  one  of 
them,    named    Patrick   Donnelly — not 
lober  at  the  time — threw  a  stone  at  the 
mob,  which  struck  one,  Patrick  Chaffey, 
and  knocked  him  down.    For  this  Don- 
nelly has  been  convicted,  and  is  under- 
going a  sentence  of  two  months'  im- 
prisonment. The  conduct  of  the  regiment 
has  been,  with  this  exception,  uniformly 
aood ;  and  after  the  remarks  the  other 
day  as  to  the  good  policy  of  keeping 
Insh  soldiers  in  Ireland,  I  am  not  pre- 
nied  to  remove   the  regiment,   even 
mongh  some  of  the  Irishmen  in  it  may 
Bot  apprecdate  the  methods  used  by  their 
oouUryiueiit 


"PRINCESS    ALICE"    CATASTROrHE— 
BURIAL  EXPENSES  OF  SUFFERERS. 

Baron  HENBY  DE  WOBMS  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  parish  of  Woolwich  has  been 
put  to  an  expense  of  £1,200  on  account 
of  the  burial  of  the  persons  who  perished 
in  the  ^*  Princess  Alice,"  and  that  such 
expense  was  thrown  upon  that  parish 
because  the  bodies  wore,  in  the  interest 
of  public  decency  and  the  public  health, 
recovered  from  various  parts  of  the  river 
and  brought  to  Woolwich,  as  a  central 
point,  for  interment,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment will  grant  a  sum  from  public 
funds  in  order  to  recoup  the  parish  re- 
ferred to  for  the  burden  which  has  thus 
unjustly  been  imposed  upon  it  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HABCOUBT:  When 
I  saw  the  hon.  Member  with  a  deputa- 
tion on  this  subject  some  time  ago  I 
understood  that  he  was  about  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  referring  to  the  liability  in 
these  matters ;  but  it  is  a  new  feature  to 
propose  that  the  Government  ought,  out 
of  the  public  funds,  to  pay  this  charge, 
which  really  belonged  to  the  locality.  I 
have  no  authority  to  make  such  a  pay- 
ment, nor  do  I  see  that,  whatever  might 
be  the  question  between  the  locality  and 
the  country,  it  was  a  charge  which  should 
come  upon  the  general  funds  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. 

RIVER  THAMES  —  LIFE  -  PRESERVING 
APPARATUS    ON    PASSENGER 
STEAMERS. 

Baron  HENBY  DE  WOBMS 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether,  since  the  sinking  of 
the  **  Princess  Alice"  steamboat,  near 
Woolwich,  in  September  1878,  whereby 
more  than  700  people  lost  their  lives, 
any  additional  means,  and,  if  so,  what, 
have  been  adopted  by  the  owners  of  the 
river  passenger  steamers  plying  on  the 
Thames  to  prevent  similar  losses  of  life 
in  cases  of  the  sudden  sinking  of  those 
steamers ;  and,  whether  the  owners  have 
been  advised  by  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
fit  up  the  seats  and  benches  on  their 
vessels  with  cork  cushions,  or  to  have 
other  similar  buoyant  apparatus  such  as 
has  often  been  proposed  for  passenger 
vessels  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  ascertained  that  since  the  aoci- 
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dent  in  question  many  precautions  liad 
been  considered,  and  several  bad  been 
adopted,  and,  notably  the  Tbames  and 
Channel  Steamboat  Company  had  now 
applied  to  all  their  steamers  plying  to 
Oravesend  and  below  it  air  cases  under 
the  portable  seats.  He  was  glad  to  say 
that  these  precautions  had  already  been 
the  means  of  saving  life.  A  vessel  was 
run  down  in  1880  by  a  steamboat  and 
the  crew  thrown  into  the  water ;  but  all 
were  saved  by  the  means  of  these  ap- 
pliances. 
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STATE  OF  IRELAND— DETENTION  OF 
THE  SCHOONER  "WAVE"  IN  CORK 
HARBOUR. 

Mb.  EWAET  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  is  aware  that  the  schooner  "  Wave," 
from  Gloucester,  with  a  cargo  of  pre- 
pared timber  and  building  materials, 
for  the  Church  of  Ireland  Hall  at 
Queen's  College,  Cork,  has  now  lain  at 
the  Quay  in  Cork  for  three  weeks  un- 
loaded because  the  mob  by  threats 
frighten  away  any  labourers  who  begin 
to  unload  as  well  as  carters  who  desire 
to  draw  away  the  goods;   whether  a 

fuard  of  police  has  to  be  kept  on  board 
ay  and  night  for  protection  thereof; 
and,  whether  the  Government  intends  to 
take  any  steps  to  enable  the  owners  to 
enjoy  their  lawful  and  Constitutional 
rights? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  the  case 
as  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  was  cor- 
rect; but,  at  the  present  moment,  the 
vessel  was  being  unloaded  and  its 
cargo  transported  to  its  destination. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  if  military  wagffons 
were  being  employed  in  the  unloading 
of  the  vessel ;  and  what  was  the  reason 
of  this  assistance  being  given  to  a  private 
individual  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  said,  it  was 
quite  true  that  military  waggons  were 
being  employed.  It  was  thought  abso- 
lutely necessary,  in  order  to  complete 
the  work  as  quickly  as  possible  and 
to  prevent  a  serious  breach  of  the 
peace. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  if  waggons  would 
be  granted  on  the  application  of  a  pri- 
vate person  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  the  an- 
swer would  depend  on  what  means  were 
thought  necessary  to  avoid  a  breach  of 
the  peace. 

Mr.  Chamberlain 


MERCANTILE  MARINE  —  THE  "CITY 

OP  MECCA." 

Mr.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  Her  Majesty's  Government  has  sent 
a  Despatch  to  the  Government  of  Por- 
tugal, demanding  an  arbitration  of  the 
'' City  of  Mecca ''  case,  on  the  g^und 
that  the  Portuguese  Courts  had  de- 
cided the  case  in  contravention  of  the 
International  Code  of  Sailing  Rules,  to 
the  serious  prejudice  of  British  subjects; 
and,  if  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  a 
Copy  of  the  Despatch  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DTTiKE ;  The 
Correspondence  on  the  subject,  which 
will  shortly  be  laid  on  the  Table,  will 
show  the  steps  which  have  been  taken 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  with  re- 
gard to  this  case. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— "  INTOLERANCE 
IN  BALLYMENA." 

Mr.  BELUNGHAM  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  a  leading  article  in  the 
"  Belfast  Morning  News,"  entitled  '*  In- 
tolerance in  Ballymena,'*  by  which  it 
appears  that  a  party  of  peaceable  excur- 
sionists were  attacked  by  a  mob  who 
assailed  them  with  stones  and  sticks; 
whether  the  statement  is  true ;  and, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  can 
take  any  steps  to  protect  law-abiding 
persons  against  lawless  mobs  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  it  was  quite  true  ihat  a  party  of 
excursionists  had  been  attacked  in  the 
way  described.  Twelve  persons  were 
summoned  for  assault  on  the  police  and 
others,  and  the  case  was  at  once  put  into 
the  hands  of  the  sessional  Crown  Soli- 
citor. Seven  persons  were  convicted  and 
sentenced  to  various  terms  of  imprison- 
ment, the  case  against  four  was  dis- 
missed, and  one  person  was  discharged 
with  a  caution.  Of  the  seven  convic- 
tions, five  persons  had  appealed,  and 
two  had  been  sent  to  gaol. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— INLAND  REVENUE 
—THE  COLCLOUGH  FRAUDS. 
Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Secretaiy  to 
the  Treasury,  Whether  it  was  owing  to 
the  fault  of  the  Controller  of  the  Stamp 
Department,  Dublin,  that  the  vast  Got 
olough  frauds  upon  the  Department  and 
on  the  public,  recently  disooreired,  wsnt 
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on  for  so  many  700111  iiiid«t«oted ;  whe- 
ther the  qaestion  of  relierinp  that  officer 
(rom  his  appointmeiit  haa  been  or  ia 
nndw  oonsiaeTation ;  whether  it;  is  the 
oaae  that,  prior  to  his  appointment  to 
Ais  important  pott  in  Doblin,  he  was 
onlj  a  junior  clerk  in  Somerset  House ; 
whether  he  was  appointed  to  the  former 
port  over  the  heads  of  several  com- 
petent men  in  the  Departmentin  Dublin, 
who  were  entitled  by  serrice  to  promo- 
tion ;  and,  upon  whose  recommendation 
he  got  the  poet  ? 

LoBD  FEEDEHICK  CAVENDISH: 
I  aio  informed  that,  in  the  opinion  of 
die  Board  of  Inland  Serenue,  no  blame 
b  attributable  to  the  Controller  at 
Dnblin  for  the  frauds  recently  discovered 
there.  It  has  not  been,  and  is  not,  in 
contemplation  to  remove  him  &om  his 
appointment.  Prior  to  his  appointment 
he  was  Assistant  Controller.  He  was 
eboeen  for  the  office  by  the  Board  of 
Inland  Bevenue,  who  considered  him  the 
fittest  man  for  it,  and  on  the  recommen- 
dation of  his  superior  officers. 

FOOB    LAW    (IRELAND)  —  CLOOHEEN 

UNION  —  CHAKGEABIUTT    OF    AN 

ILLEGITIMATB  CHILD. 

Mb.  HEAIiT  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 

tuy  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 

If  the  Irish  Local  Government  Board 

have  reAised  to  grant  a  sworn  inquiry 

into  the  case  of  a 


ntM  of  Clo^iMn TTnioiLi " 
and,  if  so,  why ;  and,  is  it  true  that  the 
woman  is  about  being  removed  from  the 
Union  at  this  moment  to  evade  inquiry  ? 
Mb.  W.  E.  F0E8TEB,  in  reply,  said, 
with  regard  to  this  poor  woman  no  sworn 
inqoiiy  could  be  made  by  the  Local  Go- 
Tomnent  Board,  because  there  was  no 
anipioion  attached  to  any  official  of  the 
Union  or  to  any  person  under  the  juria- 
diotion  of  the  Local  Government  Board ; 
and,  though  he  was  not  speaking  with 
any  knowledge  of  the  fact,  he  did  not 
wa^gtma  there  was  any  charge  against 
Mta  Qnardiane.  The  woman  and  her 
ehiUwere  admitted  into  the  workhouse. 
Ihe  Local  Ooremment  Board  directed 
tits  attention  of  the  Guardians  to  the 
noriiions  of  the  Act,  which  enabled 
uumin  oertain  oironmstancee  to  recover 
ft*  ooit  of  Uie  maintenance  of  the  per* 


sons  relieved  by  them  if  the  name  of  the 
putative  father  was  ascertained ;  but,  the 
woman  having  refused  to  make  the 
necessary  affidavit,  the  Guardians  were 
unable  to  proceed.  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  had,  of  course,  no  power 
outside  their  jurisdiction. 

SOUTU  AFRICA  —  TUE  TRANSVAAL 
CONVENTION- THE  PASS  LAWS. 
Mr.  CBOPPEB  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther he  will  explain  to  the  House  the 
nature  of  the  Pass  Laws  referred  to  in 
Article  14  of  the  Transvaal  Convention 
as  limiting  the  freedom  of  action  of  the 
native  population  in  the  Transvaal 
territoty? 

Mb.  COUETNEY  :  The  present  law 
of  the  Transvaal  is  contained  in  See* 
tlone  7  and  8  of  law  No.  6  of  1880, 
which  continues  in  force  under  the  Con- 
vention.    Section  7  requires — 

"  Every  faroi^  native  entoring  sny  diatrict 
of  this  Province  to  apply  to  thu  Landdioit  of 
the  district,  or  to  such  other  officer  as  Duty  be 
appoiotoJ  for  the  porpote,  for  a  pass,  which  re- 
quest will  tie  gt&ntiAl  ou  pajmeni  of  a  fee 
of  1j," 

The  section  also  provides  for  the  produc- 
tion of  such  a  pass  on  demand  by  any 
burgher.  Section  S  provides  that  every 
Native  of  the  Ttansvwil  desiring  to  travel 
from  one  district  to  another  must  apply 
for  a  pass,  which  must  be  given  gra- 
tuitously if  the  Native  has  paid  his  nut 
tax. 


Mb.  EICHAED  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion hae  been  called  to  an  article  in  the 
July  number  of  the  "  Statesman,"  en- 
titled the  "Eestitution  of  Berar,"  and 
to  the  statements  in  that  article  as  to 
the  conduct  of  the  ex-British  Eesident, 
Sir  Eichard  Meade,  in  forcing  on  the 
Nizam's  Minister,  Sir  Salor  Jung,  as  his 
colleague  in  the  Eegency,  one  Vikar- 
ool-Omra,  an  alleged  enemy  of  that 
Minister'and  of  the  British  Government; 
and  whether  the  Government  can  state 
the  reasons  which  dictated  that  appoint- 
ment ;  whether  he  has  observed  the 
□arrative  in  tbo  same  article  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  said  ex-British  Beeideut  in 
supporting  alleged  spoliations  and  violent 
proceedings    of  Vikar-ool-Omra  aincs 
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his  appointment ;  and,  whether  he  will 
cause  a  full  inquiry  to  be  made  by  in- 
dependent persons  into  the  facts  alleged 
in  this  article  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  it  was  perfectly  impossible 
for  him  to  give  anything  like  a  complete 
answer  to  the  statements  contained  in 
the  article,  which  he  had  seen,  and 
which  related  to  a  very  complicated 
matter.  It  was  written  with  the  avowed 
object  of  advocating  a  restitution  of 
Berar  to  the  Nizam.  It  contained  a 
series  of  most  violent  attacks  upon  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  of  India 
during  the  whole  of  the  present  cen- 
tury, and,  indeed,  during  the  whole  of 
the  past  century,  towards  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Nizam.  With  regard  to 
the  specific  point  referred  to  in  the 
Question — the  conduct  of  the  ex-British 
Kesident,  Sir  Kichard  Meade,  in  the 
appointment  of  the  Nawab  Yikar-ool- 
Omra  as  co-Eegent  with  Salar  Jung, 
that  appointment  was  made,  not  by  Sir 
Hichard  Meade,  but  by  the  Gt>vemment 
of  India,  whose  proceedings  were  ap- 
proved by  the  Secretary  of  State  at  the 
time.  It  was  impossible  for  him  to 
enter  into  an  accoimt  of  the  reason  of 
the  appointment,  which  was  the  subject 
of  a  very  full  Report;  but  he  might 
briefly  say  that  the  main  object  was  to 
adhere  to  the  spirit  of  the  arrangement 
which  was  come  to  in  1869,  he  thought, 
when  it  was  decided  to  associate  with 
the  Regent,  who  was  a  very  distin- 
guished representative  of  the  official 
classes  at  Hyderabad — a  representative 
of  the  Hyderabad  nobility.  Whether 
what  was  done  was  done  rightly  or 
wrongly,  it  was  done  undoubtedly  by 
Sir  Richard  Meade,  but  not  upon  his 
responsibility,  and  he  could  not  oe  held 
personally  responsible  foi  it.  With  re- 
gard to  the  alleged  spoliations  and  vio- 
lent proceedings  of  the  Nawab  Vikar- 
ool-Omra  since  his  appointment,  those 
allegations  appeared  to  be  made  entirely 
on  tne  foundation  of  a  Memorial  which 
had  been  presented  to  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment by  nephews  of  Vikar-ool- 
Omra.  He  had  never  seen  the  Memo- 
rial. It  was,  no  doubt,  in  the  possession 
of  the  Government  of  India,  and  the 
Government  of  India  would,  if  neces- 
sary, make  a  Report  upon  it.  The 
artiole  contained  imputations  which  were 
very  ffrave  on  the  onaraoter  of  the  ex- 
British  Resident,  Sir  Richard  Meade. 

Mr,  Michard 


It  charged  him,  in  a  manner  scarcely 
disguised,  with  misconduct  and  actual 
corruption.  Sir  Richard  Meade  was  a 
very  distinguished  officer,  and  hitherto 
of  unblemished  character.  He  was  at 
present  on  leave,  and  had,  practically, 
retired  from  the  Indian  Service.  He 
was  on  the  Continent,  and  this  article 
had  only  just  reached  him.  He  had 
heard  from  him  on  the  subject.  He 
said  that  many  of  the  statements  con- 
tained in  the  article  were  falsehoods, 
and  that  others  were  gross  misrepresen- 
tations. With  regard  to  the  charges 
against  himself,  he  said  he  thought  his 
proper  course  would  be  to  place  himself 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government  of 
India,  desiring  them  to  take  such  steps 
as  they  might  deem  proper  to  ascertain 
what  grounds  there  were  for  the  impu- 
tations that  had  been  made  against  him. 
He  had  accordingly  addressed  the  Go- 
vernment of  India.  It  would  be  highly 
improper  for  him  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington)  to  take  any  steps  in  the  matter 
until  he  knew  what  the  views  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  on  the  subject  were. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
remarked,  that  the  affairs  of  Hyderabad 
were  very  complicated,  and  very  few  in- 
dividuals were  acquainted  with  them; 
and  he  therefore  be&^ged  the  noble  Mar- 
011  ess  that  Papers  be  laid  before  the 
House  giving  a  distinct  statement  of 
the  whole  transaction  since  1854  re- 
lating to  the  Berar  and  Raichore  Doab 
territories  temporarily  handed  over  to 
the  care  of  the  Indian  Government.  It 
was  equally  for  the  honour  of  the  coun- 
try and  of  individuals  that  this  should 
be  done,  and  the  bad  practice  of  conceal- 
ment departed  from. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  it  was  impossible  for  him,  without 
Notice,  to  say  what  Papers  could  be  laid 
on  the  Table.  There  were  a  great  many 
Papers ;  but  many  of  them  were  of  so 
extremely  confidential  a  character  that 
he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  it  would 
be  impossible  to  lay  them  on  the  Table. 

WEST  INDIAN  ISLANDS— THE  BA- 
HAMAS—FINANCE. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
If  he  is  aware  that  ^reat  dissatisfac- 
tion has  been  caused  in  the  Bahamas 
by  the  withdrawal  from  the  Colony  of  a 
fund  accumulated  from  sales  and  rents 
of  waste  lands  and  other  Crown  pro- 
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perty  there;  whether  it  is  not  the  fact  Mr.  W.  E.  EOBSTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  a  Deipatoh  of  Earl  Grey's  of  9th  the  printedformsoflioences  were  granted 
September  1851  (paragraph  6),  had  as-  by  officers  appointed  by  the  Lord  Lieu- 
sored  the  Colonists  that  the  fund  in  ques-  tenant  for  the  purpose.  The  Petty  Ses- 
tion  was  to  be  adminiBtered  by  the  Grown  sions  clerks  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
only  as  trustee  for  the  Colony ;  and,  granting  of  them.  If,  however,  an  ap- 
whether  the  recent  withdrawal  means  a  plicant  for  a  licence  employed  a  Petty 
change  in  the  policy  which,  since  that  Sessions  clerk  to  fill  up  any  form,  it  was 
Despatch,  had  been  always  adhered  to  ?  his  own  business.     The  Petty  SessiouH 

Mr.  COUBTNEY  :  We  have  had  no  clerk,  of  course,  might  ag^ee  with  the 

offidal  information  that  any  dissatisfac-  applicant  to  do  so,  and  to  be  paid  for 

tion  existed  in  the  Bahamas  on  the  sub<-  doing  so  such  sum  as  the  applicant  might 

jeet ;  but  a  copy  of  Th$  Nassau  Times  be  willing  to  pay. 

has  reached  the  Colonial  Office  com-  Major   NOLAN   said,    these    forms 

plaining  of  the  withdrawal  of  the  fund,  could  only  be  procured  from  Petty  Ses«> 

and  expressing  a  fear  that  it  had  been  sions  clerks  on  payment  of  1«. 

absorbed  into  uie  Imperial  Treasury,  the  Mr.  W.  E.  F0B8TEB  said,  he  would 

exigencies  of  which  the  writer  recog-  make  inquiries  into  the  matter.     He  was 

nixes.    There  is,  of  course,  no  founda-  informed  that  these  forms  could  be  ob- 

tion  for  this  suggestion.    The  balance  in  tained  from  the  licensing  officers — [ ' '  For 

the    Colonial  Bank    appeared    unduly  how  much? "J — for  nothing. 

large,  and  there  were  no  securities  in  Major  NOLAN  said,  he  thought  that 

the  Colony  in  which  it  could  be  invested,  fact  ought  to  be  made  known.     Seyeral 

and  aooordingly  it  was   ordered    that  persons  had  paid  1«. 

£1,700  should  be  remitted  to  the  agents  Mr.    W.   £.    FOESTEB    said,    the 

of  the  Crown  Colonies  for  investment  in  printed  forms  were  supplied  for  nothing. 

Colonial  securities.     The  trusts  of  the  Petty  Sessions  clerks  had  no  right  to  do 

fimd  remain  absolutely  unchanged.  anything  in  the  matter  unless  applicants 

employed  them  to  fill  up  the  forms. 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRETAND)  ,  Mr.  MACFARLANE  inquired  if  these 

ACT.  ISSl-GUN  LICENCES.  ^™  T    E  FoKr  •  No  ^ 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M'CABTHY  (for  Mr. 

O'SiTLLiVAw)  asked  the  Chief  Secretair  post   OFFICE   (TELEGRAPH  DEPART- 

to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  ^lenT)— THE  WTIATHER  FORECASTS. 
«4  mm  ^pQA  uiAti  Bdvoral  Tftwnflfijji.  n  I A  fftr* 

men  in  tlie  diatricto  of  Glin  and  also  of  „  Major  NOLAN  asked  the  Postmaster 

NewcasUe  West,  county  Limerick,  have  ?«"«"''  ".^«  would  direct  that  during 

bMn  refused  Uc^nce  to  keep  arm;  not-  J"'««*  '"'fl'"^,  *'T  •    ?  n  t  ,!' 

wiilurtaDding  the  fact  that  t&ey  we;e  re-  f<»««*'»t8  of  the  Meteorological  Depart- 

eommended  by  magistrates  ind  other  "^ent  should  be  pubhshed  at  those  tele- 

genUemen  who  knew  them ;  and,  if  so,  «f *P^  ''f^'^^  f^^**  are  situated  m  places 

toknowwhyit  was  that  such  person;  at  more  than  two  hours' distance  from  the 

were  refusea  a  right  which  some  o*f  them  "^^^  «^  ?  vw^f^"  ?  "    ?  ^  ^  "^^  I  a 

tnioTed  for  over  twenty  Tears  ?  FAWCETT,  in  reply,  reminded 

iii.  W.  E.  FOESTEB,  in  reply,  said,  *^«  ^.""««  ^^'■\^^  answered  a  sinular 

tbe  magisfarates  in  both  of  these  placed  Q"e«t>«°  upon  this  subject  on  Tuesday. 

hadin^ed  him  that  they  had  not  in  ^«  '^'f  '''"'^\^'  ^?X^^Jt^  reasons  then 

■nv  inntanoe  refused  a  licence  when  a  ^iven,  to  comply  with  the  request  of  the 

^^  ^^^„!!i^l.tj  K^^t  J?l7!ff»!  hon.  and  gallant  Member.     Those  wea- 

propercertmcate  signed  by  magistrates  ^^^^  ^^^^^  ^.^j^^  ^^  ^^ppU^^  ^^  ^ 

m£Sb  NOLAN  asked  the  right  hon.  ^eiy  small  cost  to  villages  and Jowns 

Gentleman.   If    he  is  aware  tlat  one  combining  together  fur  /he  Purpose  of 

dulling  is  charged  for  each  of  the  printed  "Staining  the  benefit  of  them , 
forms  on  which  a  licence  to  carry  arms 

faSen ;  and,  if  he  wiU  ^ve  dixLtions  ^'^^^  ^*'*^^^^   (TELEGRAPH  DEPART- 

ihS  Petty  S^Mdons  clerks  and    others  MENT)-GREENWICH  TIME. 

dumld  sell  these  forms  for  a  penny,  or  Mr.   MITCHELL    HENEY    asked, 

lodi  other  sum  as  will  cover  the  cost  of  Whether  Greenwich  time  was  not  tele- 

Mper  and  printing  f  g^phed  to  the  Telegraph  ofHces  ? 
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Ma.  FAWCETT :  Onlyfor the infor- 
oatioii  of  the  offices,  when  wanted 
for  publication  I  believe  these  telegranu 
have  to  be  paid  for ;  but  I  will  make 
inquiry. 

ARMY  OHGANIZATION— THE  SSth 
EEGIMENT. 

OoLONEL  NOETH  asked  the  Secreta^ 
of  6tat«  for  War,  Whether  the  28th 
Begiment  will  be  permitted  to  continue 
to  wear  the  back-plate  with  the  No.  28 
Tom  at  the  back  of  the  helmet,  a  dis- 
tinction conferred  upon  the  Begiment 
for  their  conspicuous  -gallantry  at  the 
Battle  of  Alexandria,  and  which  haa 
been  worn  by  them  for  the  last  eighty 
years  P 

Mb.  GHILDEB8:  The  28th  Ren- 
ment  is  now  the  1st  Battalion  of  tne 
Gloucestershire  Begiment,  and  it  will  be 
allowed,  in  commemoration  of  their  re- 
markable feat  at  the  Battle  of  Alesan- 
dria,  when  they  repelled  charges  in  front 
and  rear  at  the  same  time,  to  wear  the 
regimental  badge,  the  Sphinx,  on  the 
back  of  the  helmets,  where  the  number 
has  hitherto  been  worn. 


Mk.  HINDE  PALMEE  (for  Mr.  A. 
Obey)  asked  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  Whether  it  is  not  the  case  that 
the  Superintendent  of  the  Patent  Mu- 
seum is  obliged  frequently  to  refuse 
valuable  gifts  of  models  of  inventions 
offered  to  the  Nation,  owing  to  want  of 
space  in  which  either  to  store  or  exhibit 
them  ;  whether  it  is  not  also  the  case 
that  the  Patent  Commissioners,  in  the 
Beport  which  they  present  annually  to 
Parliament,  specially  invite  the  public 
to  offer  to  the  Superintendent  of  the 
Museum,  as  gifts  or  otherwise,  models 
of  inventions;  and,  whether  he  will 
grant  a  Beturn,  specifying  the  gifts 
which  have  been  offered  to  the  Nation, 
and  which  have  been  refused  by  the 
Superintendent  of  the  Museum  by  rea< 
0on  of  want  of  room  ? 

Me.  CHAMBERLAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
he  was  glad  to  say  that  the  Question  ap- 
peared to  be  based  on  incorrect  informa- 
tion, because  he  learned  from  the  Patent 
Office  that  during  the  past  nine  years 
there  had  only  been  six  refusals  of  inven- 
tions offered  to  it,  and  that  of  these  only 
one  was  based  on  the  want  of  space,  and 
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even  in  that  cam  there  were  other  oon- 
siderations  which  had  to  be  taken  into 
account.  The  remaining  five  were  de- 
clined  because  they  were  not  likely  to 
be  interesting  or  useful.  ITnder  these 
circumstances,  he  thought  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  press  for  the  Beturn 
referred  to. 

CEABTEBS  OF  THE  CITY  OF  WATEB- 
FOHD— THE  EIVEE  8UIB. 
Mr.  LEAMY  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  If  be  is  awaio 
that  by  several  Boyal  Charters,  com- 
mencing in  the  time  of  King  John 
down  to  and  including  the  Charter 
granted  by  King  Charles  the  Second, 
known  as  the  Great  Charter  of  the  Oi^ 
of  Watorford,  the  foreshore  of  theBiver 
Suir,  esteuding  from  high  water  mark 
to  low  water  mark,  was  granted  and  con- 
firmed to  the  Corporation  of  Watarfoid 
for  ever ;  if  it  is  true  that  the  Board  of 
Trade  has  lately  demanded  &om  the 
Waterford  Harbour  Commissioners,  and 
from  the  Waterford  and  Limerick  Bail- 
way  Company,  sums  of  money  for  per- 
mission to  erect  buildings,  piers,  Ao. 
on  said  foresiiore ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  will  direct  that  in  future  no  such 
interference  with  Ute  rights  of  the  Oor- 

e oration  of  Waterford  shall  be  made 
y  the  Board  of  Trade  ? 
Ms.  OHAMBEBLAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
he  was  aware  that  the  several  Hoyai 
Charters  referred  in  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member  were  alleged  to  have  been 
granted  and  confirmed.  It  was  also 
true  that  the  Board  of  Trade  asked  tot 
sums  of  money  for  permission  to  erect 
buildings  on  the  foreshore.  The  sams 
they  asked  for  were  merely  nominal 
considerations  in  order  to  preserve  rights 
which  the  Board  of  Trade  claimed  on 
behalf  of  the  Crown.  The  Question 
about  the  Waterford  and  Limerick  Bail- 
way  Act  was  a  l^al  one  upon  which  he 
could  give  no  opinion. 

CUSTOMS— COFFEE  AND  CHICORY. 

Mr.  BABBAN  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  under  the  Costoma  r^nla- 
tions  it  is  prohibited  to  import  into  orto 
transmit  from  this  Country  to  the  BritiJii 
Colonies  or  the  United  States  of  Amerioa 
mixed  with  chicory  as  au  artida 
of  trade ;  and,  if  such  be  the  case,  whe- 
ther he  can  take  any  steps  to  remove  th# 


1588 


Xmp  mul  JM9Ue$^  I  August  1 1,  1881 }        Middlesex  E$gUiry.    1584 


restiictioii,  now  {hat  ohioory  pays  the 

same  Daty  as  coffee  ?         

Lord  fltEDERICK  CAVENDISH  : 
As  this  Qaestion  relates  to  Customs  ro- 
golations  I  have  to  answer  it  on  behalf 
of  the  Treasury.  It  is  the  fact  that  the 
rsg;ulatioii8  do  not  permit  the  importa- 
tion into,  or  the  exportation  from,  this 
country  of  mixtures  of  ground  coffee  and 
chicoiy.  This  prohibition  has  been 
maintained  for  statistical  purposes  which 
are  unaffected  by  the  fact  that  the  duty 
on  coffee  and  on  chicory  is  the  same. 
But  the  Board  of  Trade  has,  at  the  insti- 
gation of  my  hon.  Friend,  made  a  repre- 
sentation to  the  Treasury  on  the  subject, 
which  will  be  carefully  considered. 

RAILWAYS— CONTINUOUH  BRAKES. 

Mb.  lea  asked  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  If  it  is  correct  that,  ac- 
cording to  the  last  Returns  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  only  eleven  per  cent,  of  pas- 
senger carriages  throughout  the  United 
Kingdom  were  fitted  with  automatic 
continuous  brakes  in  conformity  with 
die  requirements  of  the  Board,  as  pre- 
scribed in  their  circular  dated  SOth 
August  1877;  if  it  is  correct  that,  at 
present,  only  seTon  of  the  ninety  Rail- 
way Companies  have  adopted  brakes  in 
conformity  with  those  requirements; 
andy  if  so,  whether  any  steps  are  being 
taken  in  this  direction  by  the  remaining 
Companies? 

Mb.  chamberlain,  in  reply,  said, 
the  statement  contained  in  the  first  two 
paragraphs  of  the  Question  were  cor- 
leet  Ajb  to  the  third  paragraph,  he 
might  state  that,  within  the  last  few 
weeksy  there  had  been  meetings  of  the 
Chairmen  of  the  leading  Railway  Com- 
panies, and  he  understood  that  nego- 
tiations were  in  progress  for  the  adop- 
tion of  oontinuous  brakes  such  as  had 
been  recommended  by  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  he  hoped  that  progress 
might  be  made  in  the  matter. 

SDUCATION    DEPARTBIENT— TECHNI- 
CAL INSTRUCTION. 

Mb.  LEWIS  FRY  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council,  Whether  the 
Oommiasioners  appointed  to  inquire  into 
tile  spread  of  technical  knowledge  in 
fcreign  countries  will  be  directed  to  ex- 
tend their  inquiries  to  the  technical  in- 
stmotion  which  may  be  given  to  women 
ia  anj  oountrioe  tiiey  may  visit,  and 


particularly  to  such  institutions  as  the 
technical  school  for  women  established 
in  the  Rue  du  Seine  and  the  Rue  de 
Laval  in  Paris,  the  **  Lette  Verein"  in 
Berlin,  and  other  similar  institutions  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  The  Royal  Com- 
mission will  inquire  into  technical  in- 
struction in  its  relation  to  industry,  irre- 
spective of  whether  it  is  given  to  men  or 
women.  And,  no  doubt,  the  particular 
institutions  referred  to  in  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member  will  come  under 
their  notice. 

ARMY— WIDOWS  OF  NON-COMMIS- 
SIONED  OFFICERS. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  the  widow  and 
children  of  Sergeant  Magor  Lunny,  of 
A  Troop,  1st  Dragoon  Guards,  who  was 
killed  at  Lang's  Neck,  under  Major 
Brownlow,  who  has  recommended  those 
people  to  be  assisted  on  account  of  the 
bravery  of  the  late  Sergeant  ^lajor,  are 
to  receive  any  compensation  from  the 
Military  authorities  ? 

Mr.  OHILDERS:  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member  I  have  to  state  that  under 
a  Regulation  which,  with  the  concur- 
rence of  the  Treasury,  I  made  during 
the  present  year,  widows  of  non-com- 
missioned ofRcers  and  men  who  are 
killed  or  die  of  wounds  receive  a  gra- 
tuity of  a  year's  pay.  Before  this  uiey 
could  receive  nothing.  Mrs.  Lunny  will 
accordingly  receive  this  gratuity,  which 
is  payable  in  four  quarterly  instalments. 
The  subject  of  pensions  to  the  widows  of 
soldiers  and  sailors  killed  in  action  will 
be  considered  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment after  the  passing  of  thn  Patriotic 
Fund  Bill  now  before  Parliament. 

Mr.  HEALY  :  Will  this  Regulation 
be  retrospective  ? 

Mr.  guilders  :  That  is  a  delicate 
question,  whichi  would  rather  not  answer 
off-hand. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— MIDDLESEX 
REGISTRY. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whether  any 
complaints  have  reached  him  as  to  the 
charges  made  at  the  Middlesex  Registry, 
and  as  to  the  officials  there  compelling 
parties  to  attend  in  Great  James  Street 
to  be  sworn  to  memorials,  thus  causing 
great  inconvenience  and  delay ;  whether 
affidavits  sworn  before  a  Commissioner 
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are  not  reoeived  in  the  Supreme  Court ;  {  were  not  under  the  oontrol  of  the  Board 
and  whethef  there  ia  any  reason,  except    "'  VA^n^tin^n     a„A   i*  -raatoA  nttli    fha 
one  connected  with  fees,  why  the  Middle- 
sex Begistry  should  not  do  in  like  mon- 


ments  for  the  scale  of  fees  authoi 
be  charged  at  the  Middlesex  Kegistty 
being  placed  on  the  back  of  the  tickets 
given  on  deeds  left  for  registry,  sjid  for 
their  being  affixed  in  the  Registry ;  aa 
well  as  for  the  execution  of  deeds  and 
memorials  being  deposed  to  before  a 
Commissioner  in  the  same  manner  aa 
affidavits  are  sworn  in  causes  in  the 
Supreme  Oourt  of  Judicature,  and  for 
the  lengths  of  memorials  bein^  marked 
on  them  when  left  for  registry  r 

The  attorney  GEKEEAL 
(Sir  Hesky  James),  in  reply,  said, 
the  Ididdleeex  Registry  Office  was  not 
one  over  which  ha  had  the  slightest 
control,  nor  was  ho  officially  connected 
with  it.  But  the  Question  seemed  to 
point  to  practical  inconvenience  exietiD^, 
and  be  would  endeavour  to  find  out  its 
cause.  The  reason  why  affidavits  sworn 
before  a  Oommissioner  could  not  be  re- 
ceived at  the  Middlesex  Registry  was 
because  under  the  statute  of  Anno  creat- 
ing the  office  it  was  necessary  that  affi- 
davits should  be  made  in  the  presence  of 
the  Registrar  or  a  Master  in  Chancery, 
and  any  alteration  in  that  respect  must 
be  made  by  statute.  As  to  the  latter  part 
of  the  Question,  by  the  statute  of  ^ne 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice  had  power  to 
make  certain  regulations ;  and  if  the 
hon.  Member  would  communicate  to 
him  any  matters  of  practical  incou- 
venience  which  arose,  they  would  be 
forwarded  to  the  proper  quarter, 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— WORKnOTISE 
NATIONAL  SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  EREINGTON  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  any  steps  can  be  taken 
to  extend  to  the  Workhouse  National 
Schools,  and  to  the  teachers  in  those 
Schools,  thebenefitsofthe  results  system, 
in  cases  where  the  Guardians  have  neg- 
lected to  do  so  P 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOHSTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  no  steps  of  the  natnre  referred  to  in 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  had 
been  token.  Without  fresh  grounds  it 
was  not  an  easy  matter  for  legislation. 
He  was  not  surprised  at  the  dissatisfac- 
tion expressed  by  the  officios  of  such 


of  Education,  and  it  rested  with  the 
Guardians  to  pay  by  results  oj  not. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION— QUARTBE- 
UASTBR8. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  he  would 
explain  why,  notwithstanding  the  un- 
conditional promise  that  Quartermasters, 
on  the  completion  of  ten  years'  aarrioe 
as  such,  should  reoaive  the  rank  of  Oap- 
tain,  that  rank  is  still  withheld  from 
them? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  I  really  am  sur- 
prised that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Hem- 
her  should  ask  me  this  Queetion,  and  in 
terms  implying  that  I  would  break  my 
word,  when  I  distinctly  told  him,  aa 
recently  as  the  14th  of  July,  that  these 
officers  would  be  given  the  rank  of  cap- 
tain as  soon  as  the  Reports  on  them  had 
been  received  and  considered. 

CoLONiL  ALEXANDER  :  What  Re- 
ports? 

Mb.  CHILDERS :  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman,  as  oommaader  cd  a 
regiment,  must  know  what  the  regi- 
mental Reports  are.  I  have  nothing  to 
add  to  that  answer,  which  I  think  was 
dear  enough,  except  that  the  oommis- 
fiions  will  be  dated  the  let  of  July. 

EDUCATION  DEFARTMENT— HIGH. 
WOUTH  SCHOOL  BOARD. 
Mb,  LONG  asked  the  Tioe  President 
of  the  Council,  Whether  the  Edacalion 
Department  have  refused  to  lower  the 
Standard  prescribed  by  the  bye-laws  for 
the  parish  of  Highworth,  in  the  Swin- 
don Union,  for  total  exemption  &om 
school  attendance,  so  as  to  bring  the 
same  in  uniformity  with  the  Standards 
sanctioned  by  the  Department  for  ten 
other  Parish  and  School  Boards  in  the 
same  Union,  notwithstanding  the  strong 
and  urgent  representations  made  by  the 
Magistrates,  Ratepayers,  and  School 
Attendance  Committee  to  the  effect  that 
the  Fifth  Standard  pressed  sevarely  on 
the  agricultural  claases,  and  was,  prac- 
tically, cruel  and  unjust  if  enfineed; 
and,  if  this  be  so,  how  be  reconciles  the 
facts  with  the  statement  he  made  an 
July  8th  that  the  Department  were 
doing  all  they  could  to  secure  uniform 
Standards? 
Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  It  is  quite  tme 
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fliaed  to  lower  fhe  Standard  of  total 
exemption  from  the  fifth  to  the  fourth 
in  the  pariah  of  Highworth.  That  parish, 
in  the  year  1878,  yoluntarilj  passed  bye- 
laws  with  Standard  3  for  partial  and 
Standard  5  for  total  exemption.  These 
bje-lawB  were  settled,  after  full  discus- 
sion, at  a  meeting  of  the  ratepayers  of 
the  parish ;  and  this  Besolution  was 
supported,  even  after  remonstrance,  by 
ihree-fourths  of  the  rateable  yalue  of 
the  parish.  But  I  regret  to  say  that 
the  School  Attendance  Committee  and 
the  magistrates  have  persistently  refused 
to  enforce  them.  Between  January,  1879, 
and  May,  1880,  200  cases  of  irregularity 
were  reported ;  but  proceedings  against 
parents  were  only  taken  in  five  cases. 
Again  and  affain  the  Depaitment  pointed 
out  to  the  local  authorities  that  they 
were  neglecting  their  duty,  and  even 
threatened  to  declare  them  in  default; 
and.  in  consequence  of  their  persistent 
neglect,  the  local  committee  in  High- 
wcnth  resigned  office  in  December,  1879. 
Highworth  is  a  town  of  3,000  inhabit- 
ants, and,  according  to  the  vicar  of  the 
parish  and  the  managers  of  the  schools, 
there  is  no  reason  why  the  Fifth  Stan- 
dard should  not  be  maintained ;  and  this 
view  is  confirmed  by  Her  Majesty's  In- 
roector,  who  has  specially  inquired  into 
the  subject.  In  tnis  case  the  Depart- 
ment is  supporting  the  parishioners  of 
Hiffhworth  against  a  reactionary  local 
auUiority  and  reluctant  magistracy.  In 
Swindon  the  Standards  are  5  and  4. 

THE  NEW  FBENCH  GENERAL  TARIFF. 

Y18OOUHT  SANDON  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether 
he  can  state  how  soon  the  translation 
of  the  new  French  Tariff,  ordered  on 
July  6th,  and  the  first  portion  of  the 
Betuzn  ordered  on  April  6th,  showing 
the  increase  or  decrease  in  the  Duties 
leviable  on  the  leading  articles  of  British 
produce  and  manufacture,  in  the  years 
1860—1870,  1873,  and  1880,  by  the 
principal  countries  of  the  world  and  by 
ue  Bntish  Colonies,  will  be  in  the  hands 
of  honourable  Members  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBEBLAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
thai  the  first  Betum  in  question  was 
laid  on  the  Table  on  Tuesday.  The 
second  Betum  was  a  very  difficult  one 
to  prepare,  involving  much  time  and 
labour,  and  it  was  impossible  to  intrust 
it  to  ordinary  clerks.  It  had  to  be  very 
eanfully  reused  by  the  superior  clerks 
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of  the  Department.  There  were  70  or 
80  pages  of  it  in  type,  however,  and  he 
proposed  to  present  it  to  the  House  as 
soon  as  it  was  received. 

ROYAL   UNIVERSITY   OF    IRELAND- 
UNIVERSITY  WORK. 

Mr.  DAWSON  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, K  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  Eeport  of  the  President  of  Oalway 
College  and  to  the  strong  advocacy 
therein  contained  of  the  retention  of 
teaching  as  a  part  of  University  work ; 
and,  whether  the  New  Boyal  University, 
making  no  provision  for  teaching,  leaves 
the  great  mass  of  the  Irish  peoj^e  with- 
out any  provision  for  academic  training, 
whilst  a  minority  will  have  the  Queeirs 
Ck)lleges  and  Trinity  College  to  supply 
to  them  that  great  advantage  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  bad  asked  the 
same  Question  yesterday.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  knew  what  the  Bill  was  as 
well  as  any  hon.  Member.  If  he  would 
read  the  Bill  he  would  see  that  its  ob- 
ject was  that  the  University  should  be 
an  examining  rather  than  a  training 
body.  He  did  not  know  whether  the 
object  of  the  Question  was  to  obtain 
an  expression  of  opinion  from  him  on 
the  subject,  and  he  did  not  see  how  his 
opinion  was  of  any  value  in  the  circum- 
stances ;  but  he  might  state  that,  though 
the  Universities  ought  to  be  as  much  as 
possible  training  bodies,  he  really  saw 
no  advantage  in  asking  a  Question  which 
had  really  reference  to  the  Bill  that 
had  passed. 

Mr.  DAWSON  drew  satisfaction  from 
the  fact  that  his  Question  had  extracted 
from  an  ofRcial  of  the  Government  the 
expression  of  the  opinion  that  the  Uni- 
versity ought  to  be  a  training  rather 
than  an  examining  institution. 

Mr.  BEEESFOED  HOPE  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Senate  of  the 
Eoyal  University  of  Ireland  has  done 
anything  to  meet  the  objection  taken  in 
his  letter  of  July  22nd  last,  that  their 
scheme  has  been  framed  so  that  the 
prizes  for  students  *'  are  not  limited  by 
either  a  fixed  numerical  proportion  or  a 
defined  standard  of  attainment ; "  and, 
whether  the  omission  of  the  word  '*  fel- 
lowship "  from  the  letter  of  July  27th 
1881,  from  the  secretaries  of  the  Eoyal 
University,  means  that  the  Senate  do 
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not  intend  to  provide  any  fellowshipB 
under  the  grant  now  proposed  to  be 
made  to  tbe  Royal  University  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  no  further  communication  from 
the  Senate ;  but  it  would  be  easily  seen 
from  their  letter  what  the  sum  appro- 
priated to  prizes  was.  He  calculated 
the  expenses  at  £4,000,  the  expenses  for 
Professors  and  Examiners  at  £8,000, 
and  the  remainder  of  the  £20,000  went 
for  prizes.  The  omission  of  the  word 
''  fellowship  "  from  the  latter  paragraph 
of  the  correspondence  was  due  to  the 
fact  that  it  was  really  included  in  a  pre- 
vious paragraph. 

THE  PARLIAMENTARY  OATH— LEGIS- 
LATION. 

Mr.  THOMASSON  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  during 
the  Recess,  the  Government  will  con- 
sider as  to  the  introduction  of  a  Bill  to 
allow  every  legally  elected  Member  to 
take  his  seat,  whether  he  be  or  be  not 
willing  to  take  the  oath  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  So  far  as  this 
Question  may  have  reference — I  know 
not  whether  it  has — to  the  case  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  I  would 
refer  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  answer 
I  gave  the  other  day.  It  was  in  general 
terms;  but  it  gave  a  perfectly  distinct 
intimation  of  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment. If  it  is  a  question  of  the 
alteration  of  the  law  with  reeard  to  Par- 
liamentary Oaths  on  genered  grounds  of 
policy,  the  decision  would  necessarily  be 
reserved  until  the  time  when  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  in  a  position  to 
consider  what  measures  they  should  pre- 
sent to  Parliament  in  the  next  Session. 

COMMERCIAL  TREATY  WITH  FRANCE 
(NEGOTIATIONS). 

Viscount  SANDON  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  will 
arrange  that,  during  the  forthcoming 
final  negotiations  respecting  the  French 
Treaty,  which  are  to  take  place  at  Paris, 
representatives  of  the  Associations  and 
Societies  connected  with  the  principal 
trades  which  will  be  a£fected  by  the 
Treaty  shall  be  present  in  Paris  during 
the  negotiations  of  the  High  Commis- 
sion, 80  as  to  assist  the  Commission  with 
their  practical  knowledge  of  the  matters 
under  negotiation  ;  and,  whether  he  will 
direct  that  there  should  be  laid  upon  the 
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Table,  before  the  close  of  the  Session,  a 
copy  of  all  the  official  correspondence 
between  the  Board  of  Traile,  the  Foreign 
Office,  and  the  Royal  Commission  for  the 
Commercial  Treaty,  and  any  persons, 
firms,  and  commercial  associations  with 
whom  the  Government  has  been  in  cor- 
respondence, together  with  any  circular 
or  notification  which  has  been  issued  by 
the  Royal  Commission  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  am  afraid  I 
must  answer  the  Question  of  the  noble 
Lord  with  some  reserve,  because  it 
assumes  that  negotiations  respecting  the 
French  Treaty  are  to  take  place  at  Paris. 
That  is  a  matter  on  which  no  decision 
has  yet  been  come  to,  and  which  reaUy 
depends  upon  the  correspondence  now 
going  on,  and,  in  fact,  upon  declarations 
which  may,  perhaps,  be  obtained  from 
the  GovemAent  of  France.  Then,  with 
regard  to  securing  that  Representatives 
of  Associations  and  Societies  shall  be 

E resent  in  Paris,  the  fullest  notice  and 
nowledge  will  be  given  to  them,  as  has 
been  the  case  at  the  previous  stages  of 
the  negotiations,  in  order  that  they  may 
exercise  their  discretion  on  the  matter. 
They  will  have  all  the  opportunities 
which  they  have  enjoyed  while  the  ne- 
gotiations were  going  on  in  England. 
As  to  the  latter  part  of  the  Question,  in 
regard  to  the  production  of  all  the  offi- 
cial Correspondence,  and  also  of  the  cor- 
respondence with  firms  and  commercial 
Associations,  I  have  to  say  that  it  is  the 
intention  and  the  desire  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  present  the  official  Correspon- 
dence ;  but  there  are  parts  of  it  witn  re- 
spect to  which  we  are  under  the  limita- 
tion of  having  to  apply  abroad  for  per- 
mission to  do  so.  I  cannot,  thereiore, 
give  a  pledge  that  it  will  be  done ;  but, 
as  far  as  it  depends  upon  us,  it  will  be 
produced.  As  to  the  correspondence  of 
private  parties,  I  cannot  give  such  an 
absolute  pledge — first,  because  it  is  very 
bulky ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  because 
private  parties  who  communicated  in- 
formation of  very  material  importance 
made  it  a  condition  that  it  should  not  be 
made  public. 

Viscount  SANDON :  Will  the  official 
Papers  be  presented  before  the  end  of 
the  Session,  or  before  the  negotiations 
are  resumed  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  It  would  hardly 
be  wise  to  give  a  positive  pledge  as  to 
that.  The  best  pledge  I  can  g^ve  is  that 
the  official  Correspondence,  and  whatever 
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we  oaa  lay  on  the  Table,  shall  be  pro- 
duced at  the  yezj  earliesfc  moment  that 
we  are  able  to  do  so. 

Mb.  SITGHIE  said,  he  intended  to 
bring  forward  the  Motion  of  which  he 
had  giyen  Notice  on  this  subject  to-mor- 
row, and  he  appealed  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Eye  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett) 
and  Birkennead  (Mr.  Mao  Iver)  to  give 
way  in  favour  of  a  question  of  such 
preesing  importance.  He  understood 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Eye  was  will- 
w J  to  give  way. 

Mb.  MAO  lYEB  said,  that,  so  far  as 
he  was  concerned,  he  would  not  like  to 
stand  in  the  way  of  a  discussion  in  re- 
gard to  the  present  position  of  our  com- 
mercial relations  with  France,  and, 
therefore,  very  willingly  gave  place  ; 
but  that  he  would  like  to  make  an 
appeal  to  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bitchie)  to 
add  to  his  Besolution  words  such  as 
would  have  the  effect  of  declaring  that 
no  Commercial  Treaty  should  be  entered 
into  which  allowed  France  to  continue, 
whether  by  a  turtaxe  d^entrepdt  or  other 
means,  to  place  the  importation  of 
foreign  produce  vid  ports  in  Ghreat  Bri- 
tain or  Ireland  at  special  disadvantage 
as  compared  with  importations  direct. 

PARLIAMENT— PUBLIC  BU8INESS- 
THE  NAVY  ESTIMATES. 

In  reply  to  Sir  John  Hay, 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the  Navy 
Estimates  would  be  taken  to-morrow,  in 
case  the  Government  were  not  able  to 
proceed  with  them  to-night ;  but  he  was 
sorry  to  say  he  understood  that  there 
would  be  an  amount  of  Business  to  bo 
got  through  before  going  into  Supply 
to-morrow. 

WEST  INDIE8-DEMERARA— DEFALCA- 
TIONS IN  THE  ADMINISTRATOR 
GENERAL'S  DEPARTMENT. 

Mb.  EBBINGTON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther he  has  received  any  information 
about  a  Besolution  proposed  in  the 
Court  of  Folicv  at  Demerara  praying 
for  an  independent  inquiry  into  the  re- 
oent  defalcations  in  the  Administrator 
General's  Department ;  and,  whether  he 
will  take  steps  to  secure  that  the  in- 
quiry now  proceeding  shall  be  tho- 
zonghly  independent  and  searching  in 
its  oharaoter,  by  not   allowing  any  of 


the  indirectly  implicated  officials  to  take 
part  in  it  ? 

Mb.  COUBTNEY  :  No  official  infor- 
mation on  the  subject  has  been  received 
at  the  Colonial  Office;  but  from  the 
Beports  in  the  Colonial  newspapers  it 
appears  that  a  Besolution  to  the  effect 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member  was  proposed 
in  the  Court  of  Policy,  but  was  either 
withdrawn  or  ruled  to  be  out  of  order. 
The  inquiry  referred  to  in  the  second 
part  of  the  hon.  Member's  Question  is 
completed;  but  my  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  proposes  to  have 
another  and  independent  inquiry. 

WEST  INDIES— JAMAICA. 

Mr.  EBBINGTON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther the  Beport  of  the  Civil  Service  In- 
quiry in  Jamaica  has  been  received ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  he  will  lay  it  upon  the 
Table  before  the  House  rises  ? 

Mb.  COUBTNEY :  The  last  portion 
of  the  Beport,  which  is  very  voluminous, 
has  only  recently  been  received,  and  it 
has  not  yet  been  possible  to  consider  it, 
or  to  decide  whether  there  will  be  any 
advantage  in  publishing  it. 

ORDERS    OF   THE  DAY. 

LAKD  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

consideration  of  lords*  amendments. 

[third  night.] 

Lords  Amendments  further  considered. 

Page  16,  linos  1  and  2,  leave  out 
(**  held  by  occupying  tenants  and  "),  the 
next  Amendment,  agreed  to. 

Page  16,  line  9,  leave  out  from  ("  pro- 
vided ")  to  ("that")  in  line  14,  the 
next  Amendment,  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  moved  to  disagree 
with  the  Amendment.  The  words  which 
he  proposed  to  re-insert  wore — 

"  Provided  that  at  the  expiration  of  such  ex- 
isting leases  the  lessees  shall  be  deemed  to  be  ten- 
ants of  present  ordinary  tenancies,  from  year  to 
year,  at  the  rents  and  subject  to  the  conditions  of 
their  leases  respectively,  so  far  as  such  condi- 
tions are  applicable  to  tenancies  from  year  to 
year ;  and  provided  also  that." 

The  case  stood  thus — on  consideration 
it  appeared  to  the  Government  that 
though  it  was  quite  right  that  the  cha- 
racter of  present  tenant  should  attach  to 
the  lessee  at  tho  close  of  the  lease,  sub- 
ject to  a  limitation  mentioned  when  they 
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disouseed  the  matter,  yet  there  was  no 
reason  in  the  world  why  the  present  ten- 
ant should  not  have  his  lease  fairly  se- 
cured to  him,  and  that  he  should  be  free 
from  further  litigation  at  the  instance  of 
the  landlord ;  and  tiiey,  therefore,  pro- 
posed that  the  lease  should  serve  as  the 
first  statutory  term. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  ttie  said  Amendment." — 
{Mr.  Gladstone.) 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB  con- 
tended  that  when  a  lease  had  been 
granted  it  had  been  granted  usually  on 
the  understanding  that  it  was  for  a  cer- 
tain period ;  that  the  terms  were  agreed 
on  by  both  parties ;  and  that  it  was  a 
part  of  the  bargain  that,  at  the  expira- 
tion of  the  term,  the  property  would  re- 
vert to  the  landlord. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  this  was  the 
correct  English  construction  of  a  lease, 
but  it  was  not  the  Lish  construction, 
which  was  totally  different.  Li  order 
to  show  how  different  it  was,  he  would 
refer  to  the  Ulster  Tenant  Biffht  Bill 
which  was  brought  in  just  before  the 
General  Election  by  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  rMr.  Macartney^,  and  approved 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  In  the 
3rd  clause  of  that  Bill  it  was  provided — 

"That  whenever  the  lease  of  any  holding 
forming  part  of  any  estate  in  Ulster  on  which 
estate  the  Ulster  tenant  right  custom  had  pre- 
vailed should  terminate,  the  person  or  persons 
having  a  beneficiary  interest  in  the  estate  should 
be  entitled  to  resume  the  property  as  if  he  or 
they  were  in  the  possession  of  a  tenancy-at- 
will." 

Lord  RANDOLPH  OHUROHILL 
said,  there  was  not  the  slightest  analogy 
between  the  Bill  referred  to  by  the 
Prime  Minister  and  the  Bill  now  be- 
fore the  House.  He  was  perfectly  cer- 
tain the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dundalk  (Mr.  C.  Eussell)  would  not 
quote  that  Bill  in  support  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  now  under  considera- 
tion. Tenant  right  in  Ulster  was  abso- 
lutely inseparable  from  the  soil,  and  it 
was  a  perfectly  different  thing  from 
what  was  now  proposed.  Under  a  lease 
in  Ulster  the  landlord  if  he  went  to 
turn  the  tenant  out  should,  first  of  all, 
pa^  him  for  the  tenant  right.  Under 
this  Bill,  which  was  to  apply  to  parts 
where  there  was  no  such  custom  as  that 
which  prevailed  in  Ulster,  the  landlord 
was  to  be  prevented  from  doing  that 

^r.  OlaisUme 


which  was  the  essence  of  his  lease.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  not  be  deluded 
by  the  argument  used  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister. 

VisoouwT  LYMINGTON  said,  he  dis- 
sented from  this  Amendment  on  the 
very  strong  g^unds  of  the  practical  and 
accepted  view  of  the  matter  in  Ireland. 
On  tne  property  with  which  he  was  con- 
nected it  had  long  been  the  custom  to 
frant  to  agricultural  tenants  leases  for 
1  ye£u*s.  In  some  cases  the  families  of 
those  tenants  had  been  on  the  same 
farms  for  200  years,  and  there  existed 
among  those  men  ingrained  and  con- 
scious expectations  that  on  the  expira- 
tion of  the  lease  their  farms  would  be 
re- valued  for  rent,  and  that,  subject  to 
their  accepting  that  re-valuation,  they 
would  be  colowed  to  retain  their  farms. 
Nor  was  that  other  than  natural.  To  a 
nature  far  less  susceptible  of  such  feel- 
ings than  the  Celt  the  pang  would  be 
bitter  and  the  separation  cruel  from  a 
home  endeared  to  him  as  the  result  of 
his  labour  and  capital,  and  around 
which  had  intertwined  themselves  many 
kindly  and  affectionate  associations.  But 
apart  from  those  considerations  of  senti- 
ment, the  leaseholders  were  possessed, 
together  with  all  Irish  occupiers,  with 
that  living  tradition  of  possessory  right 
which,  to  use  the  language  of  the  Bess- 
borough  Commission,  had  survived  to 
them  throuffh  all  vicissitudes,  and  in 
despite  of  tne  seeming  or  real  veto  of 
the  law.  He  dissented  lastly  from  this 
Amendment  on  the  ground  of  policy. 
The  class  of  large  leaseholders  were  not 
only  the  best  and  most  enterprizing 
farmers,  but  possessed  the  strongest  and 
most  efficacious  means  for  influencing 
and  controlling  public  opinion.  The 
Bill  aimed  at  strengthening  and  secur- 
ing the  rights  by  extending  the  interests 
of  property;  and  he  sincerely  trusted 
that  that  gpreat  legislative  experiment 
might  not  be  deprived  of  a  fair  trial  for 
fulfilling  its  jpreat  object. 

Mb.  GIBSON  pointed  out  that  the 
noble  Lord  (Viscount  Lyming^n)  had 
fallen  into  the  same  mistake  as  the 
Prime  Minister.  As  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  had  pointed  out,  the  two 
questions  were  as  different  as  dav  from 
aarkness.  No  one  asked  to  prejumoiaUy 
affect  the  Ulster  Custom  or  any  usage 
analogous  to  tenant  riffht  outside  Ulster, 
and  the  Amendment  of  the  Lords  left  ni|- 


1545 


Lmul  Lauf 


(August  U,  1881) 


{Ireland)  Bill. 


1546 


touched  fhe  provision  in  the  centre  of 
the  clause  relating  to  "  the  Ulster 
custom,  or  usajre  analogous  thereto." 
He  would  remind  the  House  of  the  real 
way  in  which  the  Lords  asked  to  main- 
tain the  clause.  Their  Lordships  only 
sought  to  set  right  an  aftertnought 
of  the  Oovemment.  On  all  the  22 
drafts  and  revisions  that  this  Bill  went 
through 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  It  never  did. 

Mb.  GIBSON :  Well,  20. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  No,  not  right. 

Mb.  GIBSON :  Well,  in  all  the  nu- 
merous revisions  —  so  numerous  that 
they  could  not  be  counted — the  Minis- 
ters never  for  a  moment  dreamt  of  pre- 
senting to  Parliament  as  their  first  de- 
liberate proposal  that  there  should  be 
any  tampering  with  existing  leases.  It 
was  not  until  the  Bill  had  advanced  to 
a  considerable  stage  in  Committee,  and 
not  until  after  the  29th  of  June,  that  it 
occurred  to  the  Prime  Minister  that 
he  would  get  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  to  put  that  Amendment  on 
the  Paper.  [Mb.  Gxadstone  dissented.] 
He  f  Mr.  Gibson)  had  heard  the  Prime 
Minister  administer  a  srave  rebuke  to 
an  hon.  Member  on  that  side  of  the 
House  for  shaking  his  head ;  but  there 
was  no  one  who  could  more  resolutely 
convey  his  opinion  in  that  manner  than 
fhe  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  On  matters  of 
fact  When  an  opinion  is  ascribed  to 
me  that  I  have  not  expressed,  I  take  the 
liberty  of  indicating  my  dissent  in  that 
manner. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  ready  to 
accept  any  correction  from  the  Prime 
Minister,  whether  by  word  or  sugges- 
tion. [Mr.  Wakton  :  Or  gesture.  |  Up 
to  that  time  they  had  never  stated  that 
they  intended  to  make  anychange  in  their 
originsd  proposed.  The  House  could  not 
but  clearly  recognize  that  the  Amend- 
ment merely  sought  to  replace  the  Bill 
in  the  position  in  which  it  was  first  in- 
troduced to  the  House,  and  which  was 
retained  until  June  29.  What  was  the 
Amendment  now  sought  to  be  rejected, 
and  what  were  the  words  to  be  re-in- 
stated by  the  Government?  Everyone 
faiew  that  every  lease  contained  a  clause 
that  at  its  expiration  the  lessee  should 
surrender ;  and  that  was  not  only  con- 
tained in  every  lease,  but  by  an  Act  of 
PaiUament,  for  which  some  of  the  pre- 
sent Ministry  were  responsible,  passed 


in  1 8  60,  a  covenant  to  surrender  at  the  end 
of  the  tenancy  was  to  be  presumed.  The 
Amendment  of  the  Government  proposed 
in  general  terms  that  with  respect  to  all 
leases,  whether  they  were  made  before 
or  after   1870,  whether  the  rent  was 
high  or  low,  the  landlord  harsh  or  in- 
dulgent, the  tenant  improving  or  the 
reverse,  at  its  termination,   instead  of 
the    landlord    being    able    to    resume 
possession,   he  should  continue,    whe- 
ther he  liked  it  or  not,  a  tenant  who 
could  bring  him  into  Court  and  get  a 
term  of   15  years   renewable  as  often 
as    he  pleased.     If   that  was    not    a 
very  substantial  innovation  on  the  ori- 
ginal proposition  of  the  Government  all 
he  could  say  was  that  it  would  appear 
to  be  so  to  any  casual  observer.     The 
noble  Lord  (Viscount  Lymington)  had 
referred  to  property  with  which  he  was 
connected ;  out  that  was  one  of  the  pro- 
perties in  Ireland  where  a  usage  analo- 
gous to   the  Ulster  Custom  prevailed. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  quoted  a  clause 
from  the  Bill  in  reference  to  that  which 
for    the  first   time  became    a   serious 
moot  point  in  Ulster  after  the  Act  of 
1870.      Things  got  on   smoothly  until 
then,  when  there  arose  a  great  deal 
of  anxiety  and  confusion  as  to  whe- 
ther tenant  right  at  the  expiration  of  a 
lease  was  destroyed  or  not.     To  clear  up 
that  point  a  Bill   was  brought  in   on 
the  Conservative  side  of  the  House,  and 
assented  to  by  a  very  substantial  portion 
of  the  House ;  but  this  Amendment  did 
not  seek,  in  the  slightest  degree,  to  con- 
fine itself  to  Ulster  or  to  places  where 
a  similar  custom  prevailed.     The  argu- 
ment of  the  Prime  Minister  was  that 
leases  in  Ireland  were  different  from 
leases  in  England — in  other  words,  that 
agreements  containing  the  same  words 
and  executed  in  the  same  solemn  man- 
ner were  to  be  interpreted  differently  in 
both  countries.     Surely  the  proposition 
need  only  be  stated  to  show  its  utter 
absurdity.    The  Prime  Minister  argued 
that  an  Irish  lease  did  not  mean  what  it 
said,  but  something  else — in  other  words, 
read   in  the   light  of  present    events, 
it  meant  that  a  man,  after  having  made 
a  covenant  to  give  up  possession,  was 
not  to  give  up  possession.      He   (Mr. 
Gibson)  was  disposed  to  think  that,  al- 
though second  and  third  thoughts  were 
sometimes  wiser  than  first  ones,  yet  in 
this  case  he  believed  the  earlier  opinion 
of  the  Government  had  been  most  con- 
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sidered;  and  the  Amendment  of  the 
Lords  was  in  accordance  with  the  Bill 
as  originally  introduced. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  fob 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  this  matter 
had  been  already  fully  discussed  in  Com- 
mittee, and  he  had  been  in  hopes  that  it 
might  at  this  stage  have  been  disposed 
of  without  much  further  debate.  No 
arguments  had  been  adduced  in  **  an- 
other place  "  against  what  the  Govern- 
ment had  done  and  what  the  House  had 
sanctioned.  His  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  said  that  the  first  word  on  the 
subject  was  heard  on  the  29th  of  June. 
Did  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
forget,  or  was  he  so  inattentive  as  not 
to  have  heard,  the  speech  of  the  Prime 
Minister  on  the  16th  of  May  ?  In  that 
speech  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime 
Minister  said — 

"  In  the  same  way,  another  by e'question  which 
we  have  considered,  and  the  reffolt  of  which 
consideration  appears  in  the  Bill — but  it  may  be 
worthy,  notwithstanding,  of  future  considera- 
tion— is  the  question  for  current  leases.  That 
also  is  evidently  a  question  which,  in  my  opi- 
nion, ought  to  be  reserved  for  the  Committee 
on  the  Bill."— [3  Hansard,  cclxi.  690.] 

His  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was 
— he  did  not  like  to  use  a  stronger  word 
— at  least  inaccurate. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  that  he  fixed  the 
29th  of  Jime  because  on  that  day  the 
Prime  Minister,  in  dealing  with  an 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wicklow  (Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet),  said  that 
the  Government  would  not  be  parties  to 
re-opening  the  covenants  in  a  lease. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  there  again 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was 
quite  inaccurate,  for  the  Amendment 
he  referred  to  raised  a  wholly  different 
question.  It  was  not  the  same  Amend- 
ment. The  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wicklow  was  one  which 
proposed  to  empower  the  Court  to  alter 
the  rent  payable  under  a  lease,  leaving 
the  other  obligations  of  the  lease  un- 
touched. He  (Mr.  Law)  could  see  no 
reason  for  making  any  difference  be- 
tween one  part  of  the  country  and  an- 
other, and  the  Government  had  acted  on 
what  they  believed  to  be  the  general 
sentiment  of  Ireland  as  well  as,  to  a 
great  extent,  of  this  country  also.  If 
the  landlords  could  not  get  back  their 
property  in  one  part  of  Ireland  without 
payinff  full  compensation  for  the  tenant 
right,  ne  saw  no  reason  why  there  should 
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be  a  different  practice  in  another  part  of 
the  country.  In  and  out  of  Ulster  leases 
were  regarded  as  documents  fixing  rents 
for  certain  specified  times,  and  this  was 
the  contemplation  of  both  parties  at  the 
time  when  leases  were  made.  He  could 
not  see  that  a  tenant  holding  from  year 
to  year  for  a  lengthened  period  had  any 
better  right  to  be  regarde<l  as  a  present 
tenant  than  another  who  had  held  for, 
perhaps,  a  much  shorter  period,  but  whose 
tenancy  had  been  under  the  conditions 
of  a  lease.  It  seemed  to  him  to  be  not 
only  unfair,  but  also  impolitic,  to  pre- 
serve in  one  part  of  the  country  a  custom 
which  was  denied  to  another,  and  which 
was,  as  he  believed,  based  on  the  senti- 
ment and  habits  of  the  great  majority 
of  the  people  of  Ireland. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
said,  he  thought  the  Prime  Minister  had 
been  very  much  influenced  in  this  matter 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dundalk  (Mr.  C.  Russell).  In  his  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot's)  own  opinion,  this 
was  the  most  dangerous  proposal  in  the 
whole  Bill.  It  absolutely  took  away  the 
property  of  one  man  and  handed  it  de- 
Uberately  to  another.  It  stood  to  reason 
that  landlords  would  not  turn  out  ten- 
ants who  had  done  their  duty  by  their 
holdings ;  but  no  one  could,  in  common 
justice  or  common  sense,  contend  that  a 
landlord  should  not  have  the  power 
to  resume  possession  of  his  property 
when  the  tenancy — that  was  to  say,  the 
lease — had  expired  in  due  course  of 
law.  No  matter  what  could  be  said  to 
the  contrary,  he  could  only  regard  this 
particular  provision  in  the  Bill  as  one 
conferring  upon  all  tenants  in  Ireland 
perpetuity  of  tenure,  and,  as  such,  he 
bebeved  it  would  be  as  bad  in  practice  as 
it  was  mischievous  in  principle.  If  the 
Amendment  was  struck  out,  he  hoped 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  would 
ro-insert  it,  notwithstanding  whatever 
consequences  might  arise.  This  was  one 
of  those  points  for  which  they  had  no 
absolute  reason  assigned  bv  the  Govern- 
ment for  disagreeing  with  the  Lords' 
Amendments;  and  as  it  was  against 
common  sense  and  justice  to  strike  it 
out  he  hoped  it  would  be  maintained. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken  has 
said  that  this  is  one  of  the  most  danger- 
ous clauses  in  the  Bill.  I  think  both 
sides  will  admit  it  is  one  of  the  most 
important   dauses   of   the  Bill ;   and. 
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being  bo,  it.  ia  one  with  regard  to  which 
this  Bouse  should  be  exceedingly  careful 
what  steps  it  takes,  and  I  trust  the  House 
will  forgiye  me  if,  for  a  moment,  I  state 
the  reason  why  I  shall  vote  with  the  Go- 
Temment  on  uiis  clause.  I  consider  it 
IB  one  of  the  most  important  clauses  in 
the  Bill,  and  it  is  one  on  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Oovemment  is  certainly  not  likely 
to  giTe  way.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
other  House  are  likely  to  give  way ;  but 
this  House  may,  I  am  sure,  take  for 
granted  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  stand  by  their  resolution  to  disagree 
with  the  Lorids  with  regard  to  this  clause. 
That  being  so,  I  think  every  Member  of 
the  House  ought  to  ask  himself  what  is 
the  result  of  any  vote  he  would  like  to 

five,  and  I  ask  myself  this  question.  If 
on.  Members  opposite  should  have  a 
majority  on  this  question,  is  it  not  cer- 
tain tiie  House  of  Lords  will  stand  by 
their  Amendment,  and  that  the  result 
will  be  the  loss  of  the  Bill  ?  I  am  not  pre- 
pared for  such  a  calamity,  for  I  think  it 
would  be  a  calamity  to  the  country  under 
existing  circumstances.  The  remarks  I 
have  made  do  not  only  apply  to  the 
present  clause,  but  to  other  important 
dauses  of  the  Bill.  The  time  for  mere 
protest  has  gone  by ;  we  have  now  got 
to  take  a  practical  view  of  the  situation, 
and  that  appears  to  be  this — do  we  de- 
sire this  Bill  should  pass?  [Mr.WARTOx: 
No !]  I  think  the  unanimity  of  the 
House  is  proved  by  there  being,  in  fact, 
only  one  dissentient ;  and  it  strikes  me 
there  is  no  Party  in  this  House,  or  the 
other  House,  which  does  not  wish  to 
pass  this  Bill ;  and  I  think  it  the  duty 
even  of  hon.  Members  who  may  not  en- 
tirely agree  with  the  Government,  or 
who  may  not  agree  with  a  particular 
dause  in  the  Bul,  nevertheless  to  ask 
themselves  what  is  the  reasonable  course 
to  adopt,  and  whether  they  will  give  such 
votee  as  will  imperil  the  whole  of  the 
Bill.  It  strikes  me  that  this  is  a  perfectly 
fjEdr  and  candid  View  to  take  of  the  situa- 
tion. It  is  perfectly  fair  to  ask  ourselves 
whether  we  are  so  determined  in  favour 
of  any  particular  Amendment,  and  against 
the  proposal  of  the  Government,  that 
we  would  wish  to  encourase  the  Lords 
to  take  a  course  that  would  imperil  the 
BQl.  Though  we  may  differ  in  some 
pointSy  it  appears  to  me  to  be  a  practical 
course  now  not  only  to  look  at  a  por- 
tieular  Amendment  out  to  the  fate  of  the 
of  the  Bill ;  and  I  trust  there  are  few 


who  will  encourage  the  Lords  to  take  any 
action  which  might  imperil  the  whole 
passing  of  the  BUI. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said, 
after  the  somewhat  extraordinary  speech 
which  they  had  just  listened  to,  he 
must  trespass  upon  the  time  of  the 
House  for  a  few  minutes.  The  argu- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  prac- 
tically amounted  to  this — that  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  that  House  were  to  give  no  ex- 
pression in  future  to  their  opinions — 
that  debate  in  future  was  to  be  useless 
whenever  the  Government  stated  that 
they  intended  to  strike  out  any  of  the 
Lords'  Amendments  to  a  Bill.  In  the 
opinion,  therefore,  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  House  was  bound  to 
endorse  the  opinion  of  the  Government 
without  discussion  or  comment.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  should 
not  vote  against  the  Government  on  this 
particular  Amendment,  because  if  there 
were  a  majority  against  them  the  Lords 
would  insist  on  retaining  it.  But  if  the 
Goverment  were  defeated  the  Lords 
would  have  nothing  further  to  do  with 
the  Amendment.  [Mr.  Gosohen  :  Then 
the  Bill  would  drop.]  He  could  not  be- 
lieve for  a  moment  that  the  Government 
would  drop  the  Bill  if  they  were  de- 
feated on  this  point.  If  a  Minister  would 
get  up  and  say  that  if  the  Government 
were  beaten  on  any  particular  point  in 
the  Bill  they  would  drop  it  altogether, 
the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  apply ;  but  he  (Sir  R.  AKshe- 
ton  Cross)  could  not  conceive  any  Minis- 
ter making  such  a  statement.  The  pro- 
vision which  the  Lords  had  amended 
was  not  in  the  Bill  as  it  was  originally 
drawn ;  and  that  being  so,  he  should 
like  to  see  what  position  the  Government 
would  be  in  if  they  appealed  to  the 
country.  He,  for  one,  should  certainly 
not  be  intimidated,  on  account  either  of 
the  fate  of  the  Government  or  the  fate  of 
the  Bill,  from  giving  his  vote  or  opinion 
on  any  point  that  might  arise  in  the  course 
of  those  discussions,  as  he  thought  every 
independent  Member  ought  to  do. 

Mr.  H.  R.  brand  remarked,  that 
after  what  had  passed  he  felt  bound  to 
say  that  he  intended  to  vote  with  the  Go- 
vernment, because  he  believed  that  the 
Government  were  in  the  right.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  opposite  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  had  said  that  the 
paragraph  in  question  introduced  a  most 
dangerous  principle  into  the  Bill.    He 
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did  not  admit  that,  and  he  pnt  it  to  the 
plain  test  if  it  was  just  in  Ulster  it  was 
equally  just  in  the  rest  of  Ireland,  and 
it  had  been  admitted  by  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  that  it  was  just  in  Ulster ; 
thereforOi  the  simple  question  was  whe- 
ther tenant  right  existed  in  the  rest' of 
Ireland  as  in  Ulster.     The  original  blot 
in  the  Bill,  as  he  considered  it,  was  the 
exclusion  of  the  leaseholders  from  the 
Bill,  because  by  that  exclusion  a  large 
number  of  tenants,  not  differing  in  point 
of  character  £rom  other  tenants,  would 
have  been  deprived  of  the  advantages  of 
the  measure.     He  had  voted,  though  in 
no  hostile  spirit  to  the  Government ,  in 
favour  of  an  Amendment  to  the  Bill 
for  excluding  tenants  of  £100  valuation 
and  upwards  from  the  7th  clause  of  the 
Bill,  but  that  was  a  totally  different 
thing,  because  it  was  upon  the  principle 
that  l^ese  tenants  were  able  to  take  care 
of  themselves ;  whereas  the  leaseholders 
affected  by  the  clause  were  small  as  well 
as  large    tenants.    The    Bill,   roughly 
n)eaking,  extended  the  Ulster  Oustom 
throughout  the  rest  of  Ireland ;  and  he 
contended  they  would  be  doing  right 
by  following  the  well-known  custom  in 
tflster — ^that  was  to  say,  that  the  ten- 
ant right  existed  at  the  end  of  the  lease. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  a  breach 
of  faith  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870,  his 
idea  was  that  the  breach  of  faith  had 
rather  been  on  the  part  of  some  land- 
lords who  had  forced  leases  upon  the 
tenants.    There  was  evidence  before  the 
Commissioners  to  show  that  there  were 
many  cases  in  which  these  leases  had 
been  forced  upon  tenants,  and  he  quoted 
from  the  evidence — not  of  a  tenant  far- 
mer, but  of  a  land  agent — to  show  that 
the  object  of  this  was  to  get  rid  of  the 
tenant's  claim  for  compensation  against 
his  landlord.    He  should  be  sorry  to  see 
any    Amendment  carried   in   this  Bill 
which  was  vital  to  its  principle  or  which 
would  injure  its  prospects  of  success ; 
and  it  was  because  he  believed  that  the 
Lords'    Amendment   would  injure  the 
prospects  of  success  of  the  measure  that 
he  should  vote  against  it.    He  believed 
it  would  deprive  some  of  the  small  ten- 
ants of  Ireland  of  the  safeguard  which 
they  required  against  having  their  rents 
raised  and  raised  again  in  proportion  to 
the  energy  and  skill  which  they  had 
shown  in  conducting  their  leases. 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUB  said,  he  thought 
that  Her  Mqesty's  Oovemment  might 

Mr.  H.  S.  Bnmd 


congratulate  themselves  upon  at  length 
receiving  unqualified  support  from  many 
of  their  Friends  below  the  Gangway, 
who  had  hitherto  favoured  them  with 
an  excess  of  candid  criticism.  If  ^e 
hon.  Member  who  had  last  spoken 
thought  that  the  Government  were  riffht, 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bipon  (Mr. 
Goschen)  thought  that  they  were  wronfl^i 
his  view  being  that  hon.  Members  m 
that  House  should  vote  wainst  their 
consciences,  lest  any  noble  Lord  in  tiie 
other  House  of  Parliament  should  have 
the  courage  to  vote  according  to  his  own. 
On  what  theory  of  Parliamentary  go- 
vernment did  the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman 
go?  Was  it  tolen^le  that  the  threat 
&ould  be  held  out  to  them  and  to  noble 
Lords  in  ''another  place"  that  any 
alteration  which  the  Government,  in  a 
fit  of  petulance,  should  refuse  to  accept, 
might  cause  them  to  drop  the  Bill  and 
throw  the  responsibility  on  Members  of 
the  Opposition  or  on  the  other  House  f 
Parliamentary  government  could  not 
possibly  be  carried  on  on  such  condi- 
tions. If  neither  Members  of  that 
House  nor  Members  of  the  other  House 
were  to  introduce  Amendments  on  the 
Bill  which  modified  it  in  some  of  its 
most  pernicious  features  without  being 
coerced  by  the  threat  that  the  Gk)vem- 
ment  would  drop  the  measure  the  privi- 
leges of  both  Houses  were  in  danger. 

Mb.  CHAHLES  BUSSELL  said,  he 
should  certainly  not  base  his  support  of 
the  Government  on  the  grounds  put  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bipon.  He 
supported  the  proposal  contained  in  this 
clause  because  he  believed  it  to  be  just 
in  itself  and  to  be  a  very  important  step 
towards  abolishing  the  distinction  whi(^ 
he  had  always  believed  to  be  an  invidious 
and  unhappy  one  between  Ulster  and 
the  rest  of  Ireland.  He  also  supported 
it  because  it  recognized  and  gave  effect 
to  the  practice  and  sentiment  which  ob- 
tained in  Ireland  on  the  subject.  In 
Ulster  there  had  been,  in  some  re- 
spects, a  sturdier  race  than  in  the  rest 
of  Ireland.  ["No,  no!"]  Yes,  in 
many  respects ;  and  a  race  which  had 
also  been  favoured  in  former  days 
by  the  Government  of  this  country  for 
many  reasons — the  matter  of  religion 
amongst  others  —  special  favours  and 
protection  had  been  extended  to  them ; 
and  what  was  the  result?  Why,  that 
a  powerful  public  opinion  rose  up  in 
XTIster,  of  wmoh  the  oustom  was  merely 
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an  cxproBBion,  That  was  the  origin  and 
meaning  of  the  Ulster  Custom,  and  he 
hoped  thia  inyidions  distinction  would 
be  removed.  The  landlord  wanted  to 
haTO  a  tenant  who  would  pay  him  rent. 
At  the  end  of  the  lease  the  tenant  would 
either  take  a  lease  of  his  holding  or  con- 
tinue as  an  orerholding  tenant,  in  which 
case  he  would  be  a  tenant  from  year  to 
year.  There  were  a  number  of  leases 
of  which  only  two  or  three  years  re- 
mained unexpired.  On  one  side  of  the 
hedge  they  would  haye  a  number  of  ten- 
ants whose  leases  had  expired,  it  might 
be  a  few  days  or  a  year  after  the  Bill 
came  into  operation,  with  utterly  dif- 
ferent riffhts  and  inferior  rights;  and 
on  the  other  side  they  would  naye  ten- 
ants who,  in  other  respects,  were  exactly 
in  the  same  position  with  different  and 
higher  rights.  That  would  be  simply 
intolerable.  He  hoped  the  Gk>yemment 
would  stand  by  the  clause. 

Mb.  OBEGOEY  said,  all  that  a  coye- 
nant  did  was  to  impose  a  personal  lia- 
bility on  the  tenant.  If  he  did  not  giye 
up  possession  on  the  termination  of  the 
lease,  but  continued  to  hold  oyer,  he  was 
merely  a  tenant  from  year  to  year. 

Mb.  IIACDONALD  said,  he  should 
not  haye  risen  to  take  any  part  in  this 
debate  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  remark 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
that  he  hoped  the  Lords  would  stand 
upon  their  rights,  and  would  restore  the 
ijnendment  u  it  were  rejected.  If  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was  pre- 
pared to  giye  that  adyice  to  his  Friends 
to  try  conclusions,  he,  for  one,  as  repre- 
senting a  popular  constituency,  was  per- 
fectly willing  to  do  the  same,  with  this 
oonyiotion — that  there  was  a ' '  beyond ' '  to 
which  the  Gbyemment  could  refer,  and 
in  referring  to  which  they  would  haye  a 
toice  BO  strong  that  no  irresponsible 
Party  in  the  State  would  be  able  to  defy 
the  opinions  of  that  House,  which  had 
been  sitting  for  nearly  six  months  con- 
sidering this  important  question.  He 
would  be  the  last  person  to  excite  irrita- 
tion upon  this  question ;  but  the  irrita- 
tion in  this  instance  had  come  £rom  the 
other  side.  A  few  days  ago  he  addressed 
from  20,000  to  40,000  men,  whose  opi- 
nion was  clearly  in  fayour  of  this  Bill. 
If  the  House  of  Lords  chose  to  insist  on 
their  alterations  in  the  Bill,  the  country 
would  know  what  they  were  about.  If 
%  he  hoped  the  Prime  Minister 


would  appeal  to  the  country  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Bill,  feeling  assured  that  the 
country  would  answer  that  appeal  by 
saying  in  a  manner  that  could  not  be 
mistaken  that  the  Bill  must  pass.  Should 
they  still  reject  the  Bill  then  their  exist* 
ence  must  be  dealt  with. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided :  —  Ayes  254  ; 
Noes  125:  Majority  129.— (Diy.  List, 
No.  376.) 

Lords'  Amendment  disagreed  with. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moyed,  in  page 
16,  line  10,  after  ''  lessees,"  to  insert ''  if 
bona  fide  in  the  occupation  of  their 
holdings." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moyed,  in  line  13, 
after  the  words  "  year  to  year,"  to  in- 
sert— 

**  But  this  provision  shall  not  apply  where  a 
reversionary  lease  of  the  holding  hias  been  bona 
fide  made  before  the  passing  of  the  Act/' 
in  order  to  meet  the  case  of  a  reyer- 
sionary  lease. 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  there  was 
another  case  in  which  the  Goyemment 
thought  it  equitable  to  proyide  for  the 
landlord's  power  —  namely,  the  case 
where  he  had  a  bond  fide  desire  to  re- 
sume the  holding,  not  for  the  purpose 
of  letting,  but  for  his  personal  use  and 
occupation.  He  accordingly  proposed, 
in  page  16,  lino  14,  after  tne  word 
"  that,"  to  insert  the  words — 

**  Where  it  shall  appear  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Court  that  the  landlord  desires  to  resume 
the  holding  for  the  bond  fide  purpose  of  occupy- 
ing the  same,  the  Court  may  authorise  him  to 
resume  the  same  accordingly,  in  the  manner 
and  on  the  terms  provided  by  the  fifth  section 
of  this  Act  with  respect  to  resumption  of  a  hold- 
ing by  a  landlord." 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  as  far  he  under- 
stood the  reference  which  was  made,  it 
was  this — that  on  the  termination  of  a 
lease  the  landlord  might  be  permitted 
by  the  Court  to  resume  possession  of  the 
holding  if  the  landlord  was  willing  to 
pay  the  full  amount  that  the  Court 
awarded  against  him. 

IThird  Night.\ 
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The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  The  full  amount 
of  the  compensation  of  the  tenant. 

Mr.  PAkNELL  said,  the  adoption  of 
the  Amendment  would  create  a  very 
great  feeling  of  uncertainty  in  the  minds 
of  tenants  in  Ireland  as  to  what  would 
become  of  them  on  the  termination  of 
their  leases — an  uncertainty  which  would 
tend  almost  necessarily  to  induce  a  ten- 
ant holding  a  farm  on  lease  to  run  the 
farm  out  before  the  expiration  of  his 
tenancy  as  much  as  possible.  The  di- 
rection of  the  Amenament  was  simply 
this — it  told  the  tenant — **If  you  im- 
prove your  farm,  and  make  it  a  desirable 
farm  for  your  landlord  to  cultivate  at 
the  end  of  your  lease,  it  is  exceedingly 
probable  that  your  landlord  will  so  de- 
sire to  cultivate  it."  They  knew  that 
some  of  the  greatest  past  hardships  in 
connection  with  Irish  land  tenure  arose 
from  the  wholesale  clearance  of  good 
and  fertile  land,  which  the  landlords,  in 
the  words  of  this  Amendment,  had  bond 
fide  desired  to  enter  into  the  occupation 
of  themselves.  In  many  of  the  best 
counties  of  Ireland — in  Wexford,  Kil- 
kenny, and  in  some  parts  of  the  county 
"Waterford — the  landlords  under  the  pre- 
sent law  were  clearing  their  estates  by 
the  action  of  the  Emergency  Committee 
and  entering  into  the  occupation  of  those 
estates  themselves,  and  cultivating  them. 
He  thought  they  ought  to  resist  most  stre- 
nuously the  direction  and  general  bearing 
of  this  Amendment,  which  could  not  fail 
to  be  of  a  most  disastrous  character.  He 
trusted  the  Government  would  reconsider 
this  matter,  and  not,  by  a  retrograde 
step  of  this  kind,  introduce  an  element 
of  uncertainty  into  the  minds  of  the  ten- 
ants holding  under  leasehold  tenure  as 
to  what  their  position  would  be,  or  could 
be,  at  the  expiration  of  their  term. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had  been 
content  to  rest  this  on  the  general  equity 
of  the  case.  He  hoped  that  thehon. 
Member  for  Cork  City  (Mr.  Parnell) 
would  not  prosecute  his  objection,  be- 
cause really,  in  the  first  place,  this  was 
evidently  a  limited  question.  He  could 
not  join  in  the  apprehension  that  the 
Irish  landlords  were  so  differently  minded 
from  other  landlords  that  they  were 
likely  to  undertake  a  general  operation 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  farms  into 
their  own  hands ;  that  that  which  was 
the  perfect  horror  of  every  other  land- 
lord, of  getting  farms  thrown  on  their 


hands,  except  in  certain  exceptional  cir- 
cumstances, would  become  the  delight 
and  the  passion  of  landlords  of  Ireland. 
If  the  hon.  Member  were  right  in  his 
supposition  that  this  provision  would 
induce  tenants  to  run  out  their  farms  in 
the  last  year  of  their  leases,  that  would 
be  a  very  strong  objection ;  but  it  was 
evident  that  every  man  who  thus  ex- 
hausted his  land  would  destroy  or  whittle 
away  his  compensation ;  for  according  to 
the  condition  of  the  farm  at  the  termi- 
nation of  his  occupancy  would  be  the 
amount  of  compensation  awarded  to  him. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  be  allowed 
to  pass  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  remarked, 
that  the  Prime  Minister  had  now  taken 
to  patting  the  Irish  landlords  on  the 
back ;  but  his  whole  Bill  was  based  on 
the  great  difference  between  them  and 
English  landlords.  He  knew  many 
cases  in  which  landlords  were  vezy 
anxious  to  get  back  farms.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  clearly  did  not  appre- 
ciate the  importance  oi  his  own  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  repotted  the 
Amendment  by  the  Prime  Minister,  in 
the  interest  of  the  100,000  leaseholders 
in  Ireland,  and  the  imcertainty  it  would 
throw  them  into.  But  they  might  as 
well  attempt  to  move  a  stone  wall  by 
words  as  move  the  Prime  Minister. 

Mr.  GIYAN  said,  he  had  a  very 
strong  objection  to  the  Amendment.  It 
would  unsettle  the  whole  of  the  lease- 
holders of  the  country.  What  security 
would  the  Court  have  that  the  landlord 
wanted  the  holding  for  a  hond  fide  pur- 
pose ?  The  whole  principle  of  the  pro- 
posal was  bad,  and  he  should  have 
great  pleasure  in  voting  against  it. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Farrer  Herschsll)  said,  the  effect  of 
the  Amendment  had  been  exaggerated. 
He  pointed  out  that  already  they  were 
going  to  trust  to  the  Court  for  a  variety 
of  things.  The  Bill  reposed  confidence 
in  the  Court,  and  no  resumption  could 
be  had  unless  the  Court  were  agreed 
that  the  farm  was  honA  fide  required  by 
the  landlord  for  his  own  occupation. 
There  were  a  great  many  cases  in  which 
no  human  mind  could  ever  consider  a 
landlord  wanting  it  for  his  own  pur- 
poses of  occupation ;  and  it  was  a  rea- 
sonable thing  that  a  landlord,  having 
given  a  lease  of  his  land  many  yean 
ago,  should  have  the  power  of  xesomiog 
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it  at  the  termination  of  the  lease  if  he 
wanted  it  for  personal  occupation. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIYAN  said,  the 
Amendment  would  haye  a  most  inju- 
lioos  effect.  It  would  only  tend  to 
dear  the  tenants  from  the  farms  of  Ire- 
land. It  placed  another  facility  for 
doing  tliis  in  the  landlords'  hands.  The 
ftime  Minister  had  said  that  the  land- 
krda  of  Ireland  had  been  tried  and 
acquitted ;  but  if  they  had,  it  had  been 
by  a  jury  of  landloros.  Ilie  people  of 
Ireland  had  no  confidence  in  tne  land- 
kndsy  and  there  would  be  no  peace  in 
Ireland  until  the  Irish  landlord  had 
fidlowed  the  dodo. 

Mb.  p.  MABTIN  said,  he  thought 
ftat  it  was  the  duty  of  Irish  Members 
to  oppose  the  Amendment.  Its  practical 
tenancy  plainly  was  to  encourage  and 
fiuolitate  bmdlords  in  resuming  posses- 
■on  of  their  tenants'  holdings  in  order 
to  add  them  to  their  grazing  tracts,  which 
already  were  too  widely  extended,  and 
had  caused  so  much  suffering  and  dis- 
tress in  many  parts  of  Ireland.  When 
possession  had  been  taken  there  was 
nothing  in  the  proyisions  of  the  Bill  to 
pieyent  the  landlord  from  re-letting 
ue  lands  under  what  was  known  as  a 
ffrasing  contract.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  had  done 
right  in  calling  attention  to  the  eyils 
wEich  had  resulted  from  clearances.  He 
remembered  in  county  Meath,  when 
ejectment  after  ejectment  took  place, 
where  the  tenants  were  willing  ana  able 
to  pay  fair  rents,  simply  for  the  purpose 
of  dearancee.  The  effect  of  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  most  disastrous.  The 
pofeaaed,  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  giye 
mcreased  security  to  the  general  body  of 
Iriflih  tenants  and  prey  en  t  eyiction.  It 
vaa  nnfortimate  that  the  Prime  Minister 
dumld  now  propose  to  disfigure  the  fair 
promise  of  uie  measure  by  the  present 
poyision.  He  felt  conyinced  tnat  in 
beland  the  insertion  of  the  clause  would, 
Wtibe  farming  dass,  be  receiyed  with 
the  greatest  alarm  and  distrust. 

l£L  DAWSON  said,  that  it  had  never 
oocnrred  to  him  that  a  new  danger 
ahonld  oome  from  the  Goyemment.  He 
knew  from  his  own  experience  that  so 
anzionB  were  landlords  in  Ireland  to  get 
the  land  into  their  own  hands  that  they 
rasnmed  possession  eyen  at  their  own 
kiSB.  The  Amendment  would  be  disas- 
trooa^  not  only  to  the  people  of  Ireland, 
but  to  the  Ximpirey  as  preyenting  the 


full  deyelopment  of  the  resources  of  Ire- 
land. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD,  as  an  English 
Member,  regretted  the  introduction  of 
the  Amendments.  It  would  only  be  ap- 
plicable in  a  few  cases,  and  it  was  a 
pity  that  for  the  sake  of  these  cases  they 
should  make  eyery  leasehold  tenant  in 
Ireland  shake  in  his  shoes,  lest  at  the 
termination  of  his  lease  his  land  should 
be  resumed  by  the  landlord.     He  ap- 

Sealed  to  the  Prime  Minister  to  with- 
raw  it. 

Mr.  CARTWRIGHT  said,  he 
thought  a  great  deal  of  the  argument 
against  the  Amendment  was  not  to  the 
point ;  but  really  the  Amendment  would 
only  remoye  an  obyious  injustice  to 
landlords. 

Mb.  SHAW  said,  it  would  suit  many 
landlords  to  clear  away  700  or  800  acres 
to  make  a  good  grazing  or  tillage  farm 
of  the  land.  At  the  same  time,  he  did 
not  think  there  was  any  great  danger, 
as  a  general  rule ;  because  he  was  sure 
that  under  this  Bill  the  aim  of  landlords 
would  be  to  get  good  tenants  and  keep 
them.  The  Amendment,  ho  suggested, 
might  bo  so  modified  as  to  preyent  any 
great  danger.  There  was  an  injustice 
in  saying  to  the  landlord  that  he  would 
not  get  ms  land  under  any  circumstances 
at  the  termination  of  a  lease ;  but  the 
Amendment  might  be  more  defined  by 
saying  ho  might  hayo  the  land  for  him- 
self, or  some  member  of  his  family,  to 
reside  in  or  for  a  home  farm,  which 
would  not  be  imreasonablo  at  all.  But 
he  further  suggested  that  if  the  landlord 
sub-let  a  farm  so  acquired  after  four  or 
fiye  years,  and  the  man  coming  in  were 
to  be  considered  a  future  tenant,  then 
that  would  lead  to  injustice. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  the  Amend- 
ments made  by  the  Lords  were  bad 
enough ;  but  it  took  them  by  surprise 
to  find  the  Goyemment  proposing  such 
an  objectionable  one  as  the  present.  It 
would  giye  the  landlords  who  desired  it 
the  power  of  turning  holdings  into 
grazing  farms.  If  this  Amendment  were 
insisted  upon,  the  Bill  would  be  a  mes- 
sage of  dissatisfaction  instead  of  a  mes- 
sage of  peace. 

Mb.  8YNAN  said,  the  Goyemment 
no  doubt  had  this  excuse,  that  they  had 
inserted  the  Amendment  in  order  to 
carry  the  whole  clause  through  the 
other  House.  It  was  a  clause  tne  ob- 
ject of  which  was  to  oil  the  machinery 
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of  the  two  Houses ;  but  when  the  House 
of  Lords  had  not  proposed  the  Amend- 
ment, he  thought  the  Government  might 
have  left  it  alone.  As  the  Amendment 
was  now  framed,  the  Court  would  have 
no  power  of  inquiring  into  the  reasons 
why  the  landlord  was  led  to  resume 
possession.  If  the  Qt)vemment  desired 
to  pass  the  Amendment  without  diffi- 
culty, it  would  be  well  to  provide  that 
the  objects  for  which  the  occupation 
was  required  should  be  stated  to  the 
Court. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENET  said,  that 
where  a  man  had  a^eed  to  resume  his 
property  he  should  have  the  power  to  do 
so.  They  must  be  prepared  to  give  up 
something.  [Mr.  Healy  :  Why  ?]  He 
thought  it  would  only  be  an  act  of  jus- 
tice to  have  some  such  clause  in  the 
Bill ;  and  it  should  be  remembered  that 
the  man  who  resumed  his  property 
would  have  to  pay  a  heavy  penalty  by 
way  of  compensation  to  the  tenant.  He 
thoufi^ht  if  tne  right  of  resumption  were 
restricted  to  the  purposes  of  residential 
occupation  that  would  meet  the  case. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  talked  about 
grazing  farms  ;  but  they  ought  to  know 
that  they  were  made  before  the  passing 
of  the  Land  Act  of  1870.  He  suggested 
the  addition  to  the  Amendment  of  such 
words  as  these — 

**  If  the  landlord  wishes  to  resume  the  farm 
botid  Jide  for  the  purpose  of  residential  occupa- 
tion, or  for  the  purpose  of  a  home  farm,  pro- 
vided always  that  if  he  re-let  the  farm  within 
16  years  the  tenant  shall  be  a  present  tenant.'* 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  hoped  that  on  this  occcusion  the 
Government  would  pay  the  House  the 
respect  of  adhering  to  their  own  Amend- 
ment. If  they  did  so  it  would  be  the 
first  time  during  this  Bill  that  they  had 
stuck  to  any  one  of  their  proposals ;  but 
he  saw  that  the  Attorney  General  and 
the  Prime  Minister  were  already  con- 
sulting with  the  view  of  reducing  the 
Amendment  to  a  nullity. 

Mr.  healy  said,  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  reminded  him  of 
the  unjust  steward  who  was  told  to  make 
friends  among  the  mammon  of  iniquity. 
When  rejected  by  the  tenant  farmers  of 
Galway  the  hon.  Member  would  be  re- 
ceived into  those  everlasting  dwelling 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  Mr. 
John  Mitchel  had  advised  those  who 
were  evicted  by  their  landlord  to  shoot 
him  Uke  a  dog— ['' Oh ! "]— stay,   he 
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had  not  finished ;  if  they  could  not  catch 
the  landlord,  they  should  shoot  the 
agent,  and  if  they  could  not  catch  the 
agent,  they  should  shoot  the  bailiff,  and 
if  they  could,  they  should  shoot  all 
three.  He  referred  to  that  statement 
merely  to  show  how  eviction  was  re- 
garded by  some  persons  in  Ireland,  be- 
cause what  the  Government  called  "  re- 
sumption" would  be  looked  upon  as 
"  eviction  "  in  Ireland.  If  the  Govern- 
ment really  desired  to  put  a  stop  to 
agrarian  passion  and  stnfe  in  IraUmd, 
they  should  give  the  tenant  ease  of  mind 
and  peace  of  heart,  otherwise  this  Irish 
question  would  haunt  them  and  their 
successors  for  years  to  come.  He  ad- 
vised the  Government  to  let  the  Lords 
do  their  own  dirty  work ;  and  if  thifl 
Amendment  was  to  be  inserted  at  all, 
the  Government  should  have  allowed  it 
to  be  put  into  the  Bill  by  the  hereditary 
enemies  of  the  Irish  people  across  the 
Lobby.     ["Oh!"  "Order!"] 

Sir  henry  TYLER :  I  rise  to  Or- 
der.    I  wish  to  ask.  Sir 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  speaking  in  terms  of  disrespect  of  the 
Members  of  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment. He  has  no  right  to  speak  of  the 
Members  of  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment as  the  hereditary  enemies  of  the 
Irish  people. 

Mr.  healy  (resuming)  said,  he  did 
not  know  that  in  so  saying  he  was  trans- 
gressing Parliamentary  rule,  and  he 
therefore  asked  to  withdraw  the  expres- 
sion to  which  exception  had  been  taken. 
He  had  warned  the  Government  of 
the  feelings  which  prevailed  in  Ire- 
land with  regard  to  these  evictions,  and 
ho  asked  them  to  leave  such  Amend- 
ments as  this  to  the  Lords.  He  did  not 
believe  their  Lordships  were  a  very 
courageous  body.  ["Order!"]  He 
did  not  think  that  was  an  offensive  ex- 
pression. He  meant  politically  cou- 
rageous, of  course.  If  they  were  so 
they  would  have  thrown  out  this  Bill; 
but  they  knew  very  well  the  dangers 
that  would  arise  out  of  leaving  this 
question  unsettled.  Let  the  House 
send  the  clause  back  as  it  originally 
stood,  and  let  their  Lordships  again  txy 
their  hand  at  carving  it.  The  Irish 
Members  intended  to  amend  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  in  vanoua 
ways,  and  if  the  process  took  some  time 
it  was  not  their  lault.  He  would  move 
to    leave   out    subsequenfly  the  word 
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« oooapying  '*  aaid  ixisert  "  residing 
on.  

Bnt  PATSIOE  O'BBIEN  remarked, 
tliat  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway 
QCr.  Mitcihftll  Henry)  would  embody  in 
the  Amendment  the  excellent  principles 
he  had  just  enunciated  many  non. 
Hembers  near  him  would  support  him. 
He  ocrald  not  say  whether  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  had 
giTen  a  correct  quotation  of  the  re- 
msrka  of  the  late  Mr.  Mitchel.  [''  Ques- 
tion !*'!  Hie  hon.  Member  for  the 
(Stj  of  Galway  TMr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
cried  "Question!"  but  there  was  no 
one  who  spoke  with  less  relevancy  to 
ths  Question  under  debate  than  the  hon. 
Member,  who  always  tried  to  glorify 
himself.  Whether  the  quotation  was 
correct  or  not,  he  contended  that  no 
Member  of  that  House  had  a  ri^ht  to 
quote  such  remarks  unless  with  tne  in- 
tentioa  of  repudiating  them.  The  hon. 
Member  and  his  Friends  might  fairly 
daim  to  be,  in  a  great  deffreci  leaders 
of  the  Irish  peop&.  If  they  were  so 
their  words  oneht  to  be  measured.  Al- 
fliongh  the  Irish  Members  were  anxious 
in  ererj  way,  whether  by  this  Bill  or 
otherwise,  to  improre  the  wretched  con- 
dition of  the  Irish  people,  and  to  im- 
proffe  them  morally,  yet  he  trusted  there 
were  jet  Irish  Gentlemen  amongst  them 
who  would  regard,  even  with  greater 
ferroor,  and  as  a  mater  improvement, 
Ae  protection  in  Ireland  of  the  prin- 
eiplee  of  order,  of  religion,  ana  of 
nondify.  He  therefore  regretted  that 
it  was  neoessary  for  an  Irish  Member  to 
hsfe  to  get  up  in  his  place  and  repudiate 
tiie  expressions  oonttuned  in  the  quota- 
tion to  which  reference  had  been  made. 

Mb.  DALY  warned  the  Government  if 
fte  Amendment  were  sent  to  the  House 
sfLards  as  an  expression  of  the  opinion 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  they  would 
do  more  mischief  than  they  could  pos- 
aUy  imagine.  The  adoption  of  the 
Amendment  would  lead  to  a  violent 
agitation,  and  would  be  the  means  of 
creating  a  profound  mistrust  amongst 
'Ae  Irisii  people.  They  should  remember 
tibat  the  Act  of  1870  was  rendered  a 
ftifaire  by  giving  way  to  the  Amend- 
Bents  of  the  Loras. 

Mb.  LALOB  reminded  the  House  that 
fte  alterations  weakly  consented  to  in 
tts  Aet  of  1870  were,  in  a  certain  sense, 
fte  caose  of  the  present  Bill. 

Mr.  MAUBIOE  BBOOKS  said,  he 
liMmght  hf  had  been  found  voting  with 


the  Government  in  eve^  division  that 
had  taken  place  on  this  Bill ;  but  if  the 

S resent  Amendment  were  carried  to  a 
ivision  without  modification,  he  re- 
gretted to  say  that  ho  would  not  be  found 
voting  with  the  Government  on  this 
occasion.  If  the  Amendment  were  car- 
ried, it  would  amount  to  an  emascula- 
tion of  the  Bill.  It  would  carry  terror 
and  alarm  to  every  occupier  of  land  who 
bad  the  expectation  in  the  future  of  be- 
coming an  owner,  and  it  would  result  in 
the  efforts  for  the  pacification  of  Ire- 
land becoming  a  miserable  failure. 

Mr.  MACAETNEY  said,  it  was  very 
important  that  hon.  Members  had  not 
got  the  Amendment  proposed  before 
them;  but,  so  far  as  ne  could  under- 
stand it,  it  amounted  to  this — the  Go- 
vernment proposed  at  the  termination 
of  a  lease  that  the  landlord  should  be 
entitled  to  resume  occupation  of  the 
holding  of  his  tenant  on  paying  a  cer- 
tain sum. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  For  purposes  of 
his  own  occupation. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  said,  so  he  un- 
derstood it.  The  landlord  must  either 
reside  on  it,  or  convert  the  holding  into 
a  park.  [An  hon.  Member  :  Turn  it 
into  a  grazing  farm.]  Why  should  a 
landlord  not  be  allowed  to  graze  cattle 
on  his  own  property  ?  Why,  at  present, 
a  very  large  class  of  persons  in  Ireland 
obtained  their  living  by  breeding  and 
selling  cattle.  They  could  not  live  on 
farm  produce  alone,  and  there  were  no 
manufactures  at  which  they  could  get 
employment,  so,  therefore,  the  cattle 
trade  was  an  important  one.  If  the 
landlord  wanted  land  to  add  to  his  hold- 
ing, say  a  small  portion,  he  should  be 
allowed  to  ^havo  it ;  but  if  he  wanted 
the  land  to  turn  it  into  a  grazing  farm, 
he  (Mr.  Macartney)  thought  he  should 
not  be  allowed  to  do  so.  He  thought 
that  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  County  of  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry),  limiting  the  right  of  resump- 
tion to  cases  where  the  landlord  wanted 
the  holding  for  residential  purposes  or 
for  occupation  by  himself  or  his  family, 
would  meet  the  difficulty.  Unless  the 
Motion  were  modified  in  this  direction 
he  should  vote  against  the  Amend- 
ment. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  thought 
that  many  Members  who  had  spoken 
scarcely  appreciated  practical  work  of 
this  kind.    If  a  landlord,  at  the  termi- 
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nation  of  a  lease,  desired  to  resume  the       Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 

holding  under  the  present  state  of  the  be  there  inserted  in  the  said  proposed 

law  he  might  do  so.     The  Government  Amendment." 

interfered,  and  gave  expression  to  what  Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE :  I 
was  the  almost  universal  custom  of  the  cannot  help  thinking,  Sir,  that  the  pro- 
Irish  people.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  ceedings  of  this  evening  have  been  of  a 
they  must  regard  the  case  from  another  very  remarkable  and  instructive  charao- 
point  of  view,  and  do  substantial  justice  ter.  Do  let  me  ask  the  House  to  con- 
to  the  landlord  also.  If  the  landlord  gider  for  a  moment  what  it  is  that  we 
wanted  the  land  for  his  own  occupation,  are  supposed  to  have  been  doing  tfiif 
either  to  live  upon  or  to  cultivate,  or  to  evening.  The  Bill  was  passed  with  oon- 
provide  a  residence  for  a  member  of  siderable  labour  and  with  gpreat  care  by 
his  family,  he  thought  the  landlord  this  House,  after  many  weeks' discussion, 
should  have  the  right  to  resume  posses-  it  was  sent  up.  to  the  Lords,  who,  in  the 
sion.  He  must,  however,  in  that  case  exercise  of  their  Constitutional  right  and 
satisfy  the  Court  by  such  evidence  as  duty,  returned  it  to  us  with  certain 
would  convince  them  that  he  required  Amendments.  Those  Amendments  are^ 
the  land  hand  Jide  for  this  purpose,  and  as  we  must  presume,  the  fruit  of  the 
before  he  obtained  it  he  must  pay  the  judgment  which  the  House  of  Lords 
full  value  of  the  tenancy  as  a  present  have  independentiy  passed  on  the  va- 
tenancy.  The  Court,  indeed,  would  pro-  rious  provisions  on  which  they  have 
bably  award  not  only  the  bare  value  of  made  the  Amendments.  This  House 
the  holding,  but  also,  regarding  the  case  has  now  to  exercise  its  independent 
as  one  of  constrained  sale,  would  give  judgment  on  those  Amendments,  and 
something  additional  on  that  account,  to  accept  them  or  reject  them  as  it  may 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  did  not  think  m.  In  all  that  we  have  a  veiy 
think  much  alarm  need  be  felt  as  to  this  proper  specimen  of  the  working  of  the 
resumption  becoming  a  veiy  prevalent  Constitutional  system  as  between  the 
practice,  nor  could  the  provision  do  any  two  Chambers.  But  consider  what  we 
real  injury,  as  it  would  only  apply  when  have  been  engaged  in  for  the  last  hidf 
the  landlord  could  satisfy  the  Court  that  hour  or  hour.  The  Amendment  which 
he  would  not  re-let  again.  He  saw,  you,  Sir,  have  now  put  from  the  Ohair 
however,  no  objection  to  give  a  material  Jg^  j  presume,  an  important  one  in  the 
guarantee  in  this  respect  by  providing  opinion  of  the  framers  of  the  Bill,  and 
that,  if  a  landlord  re-let  at  anv  time  ^e  have  every  reason  to  suppose  that  a 
within  15  years,  the  tenant  so  taking  it  majority  of  this  House  will  accept  that 
should  do  so  with  all  the  incidents  of  a  Amendment.  But  if  the  Lords  had 
present  tenancy.  [Mr.  Healy  :  No  good  made  no  Amendment  in  thisdause,  oonld 
at  all.]  He  hoped  the  House  would  you  have  proposed  anything  of  the  sort? 
acquiesce  in  this,  and  he  therefore  pro-  Not  at  all.  This  House  had  parted  with 
posed  to  modify  the  Amendment  by  in-  the  clause,  and  had  sent  it  to  the  House 
sorting  the  following  words  after  the  first  of  Lords  in  a  shape  that  was  considered 
word  *'  same  "  in  the  Amendment :—  conclusive.     If  the  Lords  had  let  it  pass 

"  As  a  residence  for  himself  or  as  a  home  ^^^  would  not  have  had  any  opportunity 

farm  in  connection  with  his  residence,  or  for  of  making  any  other  alterations  in  it. 

the  purpose  of  providing  a  residence  for  some  We    are    proceeding  on   very   delicate 

Member  of  his  family."  ground,  and  on  a  most  important  subjeot 

It  could  scarcely  be  caUed  an  Amend-  °^f*^'-  We  are  undertafang  to  exec^ 
ment,  for  it  was  In  alteration  which  had  ""  *^^  ^^^^  ^^J"  magmtude  and  import- 
been  anticipated  by  the  Government  from  ^^^^  ^f  never  been  wirpassedm  this  or  . 

the  beginning.  f^^  ^^^'  '^'^l^^A  ^""f^  ''''*  t^"'^*' 

^         ^  mg    to    modify  the  relations  between 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro-  landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland  by  altera* 

posed  Amendment,  after  the  first  word  tions  of  the  law  which  are  to  be  carried 

''  same,"  to  insert  the  words —  out  by  ordinary  tribunals,  acoording  to 

„  .  .,         ^     ,..      ,^  V  ^^®  ordinary  principles  of  law;  but  we 

iarA'  ^'Xnt^U^riLfder^^o^r  ««  undertaking tojut  into  tfje  hBnd.«f 

the  purpose  of  providing  a  residence  for  some  *  n©wly  constituted  Uourt  the  duty  01 

memW  of  hii  family.*'— (ifr.^<forM«y  (7mfra/  re-casting  and  re-modelling  the  social 

M  Ireland,)  relations  of  the  great  dasees  intoreote^ 
The  Atkn^  Qmmalfi^  Ireknd 
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IB  this  matter.  Moreover,  we  are  laying 
down  the  prindplee  on  which  the  new 
Oonrt  is  to  act,  and  we  have,  at  leasti  a 
right  to  say  that  thoee  principles  should 
be  brouffht  before  us  by  the  Goyernment 
in  a  duly  considered  and  carefully  pre- 
pared state.  When  the  Bill  was  intro- 
dnced  oritioisms  were  made  on  the  in- 
sufficient way  in  which  the  leaseholders 
were  dealt  with.  What  happened  ?  The 
Prime  Minister  said  the  Govemment 
would  consider  this  matter  and  make 
other  provisions.  That  statement  was 
made  as  long  ago  as  the  I6th  of  May. 
The  Oovemment  had  ample  time  for 
eonaideration.  They  brought  forward 
proposala,  changes  were  made  in  them, 
and  they  were  adopted.  Even  they 
were  adopted,  much  too  often,  on  a  sud- 
den and  with  little  notice.  But  now,  at 
the  last  stage,  I  may  say  at  the  twefth 
hour,  they  come  forward  with  proposals 
in  maauacript,  which  they  have  a  diffi- 
colty  in  making  us  understand,  and 
which,  after  they  have  made  us  under- 
stand them,  thev  are  prepared  to  modify. 
All  that  would  be  serious  enough  if  the 
Honae  were  in  an  ordinary  condition. 
Bat  the  House  is  not.  We  have  had  a 
moat  significant  apeech  from  the  right 
km.  G^tleman  the  Member  for  Bipon 
fMr.  Ooachen),  who  has  been  absent 
nom  England  for  some  time.  [An  hon. 
Mxichbb:  Orient^!]  Well,  I  may  say 
of  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman — **  II  ne 
pmU  pmt  B^orisnter^*  —  he  can  hardly 
find  hia  own  position.  But  he  has  the 
great  consolation  that,  at  ail  events,  one 
ttimg  is  dear — namely,  that  it  is  his 
dntv  to  stand  by  the  Government.  He 
said  it  waa  the  duty,  and  had  been  the 
pnetice  of  others,  to  subordinate  their 
own  opinion  to  the  decision  of  the  Go- 
vanmient.  It  is  very  important  to  bear 
lliat  in  mind.  We  are  carrying  on  a 
Oonatitational  discussion  with  the  House 
of  Lords,  aa  to  whether  this  is  a  measure 

Eper  to  be  adopted.  If  this  is  to  be  a 
'  contention,  in  which  the  opinions  of 
ttia  Honae,'  as  expressed  in  the  clause 
fliey  aent  up,  are  to  be  imderstood  as  the 
indlependent  opinion  of  this  House,  that 
is  one  thing ;  but  if  they  are  not  to  be 
10  nnderatood,  but  as  the  expression  of 
the  opinion  of  the  Gt>vernment  reluc- 
tantly adopted  and  apologized  for  by 
no  inconsiderable  nuniber,  I  suspect,  of 
their  anpportora,  what  are  we  to  suppose 
vin  be  tne  opinion  of  the  House  of 
Lords  on   tbe  decisions  we  send  up  ? 


If  anything  were  wanted  to  rather  con- 
firm the  House  of  Lords  in  any  decision 
they  may  arrive  at  in  holding  their  own 
and  in  exercising  their  own  judgment, 
it  would  be  such  language  as  that  which 
has  been  held  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, who  has  shaken  and  diminished 
the  authority  of  the  vote  and  proceed- 
ings of  this  House.  He  told  us  that 
Members  on  that  side  were,  to  a  very 
considerable  extent,  not  independent 
Members  of  this  House ;  but  that  this 
is  their  way  of  expressing  their  confi- 
dence in  the  Govemment.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 
shakes  his  head,  which  means,  1  sup- 
pose, that  he  denies  the  fact.  [The  At- 
TOBNBY  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law) : 
The  statement.]  At  all  events,  let  me 
remind  the  House  of  the  remarkable 
observation  in  the  beginning  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Eipon's  speech, 
that  if  a  majority  of  this  House  were  to 
agree  with  the  House  of  Lords  the  Bill 
would  be  lost.  That  was  the  most  ex- 
traordinary language  I  have  ever  heard. 
I  quite  understand  that  if  the  House  of 
Lords  disagree  with  the  House  of  Com- 
mons the  iBill  will  be  lost ;  but  if  the 
House  of  Lords  lays  down  certain  opi- 
nions, and  the  House  of  Commons  agrees 
to  them,  it  is  absurd  to  say  that  the  Bill 
must  be  lost.  I  presume  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  more  or  less  in  the  confi- 
dence of  the  Govemment,  and  can  form 
a  fair  judgment  of  the  state  of  mind  of 
the  Govemment;  and  if  there  is  any 
meaning  in  the  statement  it  comes  to 
this — that  he  is  of  opinion  that  if  a 
change  were  adopted  in  the  Bill  against 
the  wish  of  the  Govemment,  the  Prime 
Minister  and  his  Colleagues  would  throw 
the  Bill  up.  That  would  be  a  most  ex- 
traordinary proceeding,  more  extraordi- 
nary even  than  many  of  the  circum- 
stances that  we  have  already  seen.  That 
the  Govemment  should  throw  up  the 
measure  because  a  clause  which  is  not 
in  the  original  Bill  is  not  adopted  is 
certainly  odd;  and  I  can  only  imagine 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not 
mean  all  that  his  words  convey.  I  do 
not  believe  there  can  be  any  doubt  in 
the  minds  of  the  groat  majority  of  the 
IIouso  that  it  is  our  duty  to  exercise  an 
independent  judgment  on  the  proposals 
submitted  to  us,  while  giving  all  proper 
respect,  of  course,  to  those  who  have 
prepared  the  Bill.  I  tliink  it  is  most 
unwise— most  indecent,  I  may  say — that 
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we  should,  at  this  stage  of  the  proceed- 
ings, hegin  offering  threats  to  the  House 
ofLords.  I  do  not  wish  to  speak  of  the 
disrespectful  language  used  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy),  for 
which  you,  Sir,  called  him  to  Order; 
but  the  hon.  Member  used  other  lan- 
guage, for  which  he  was  not  called  to 
Order,  and  I  rejoiced  to  see  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  King's 
County  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien')  rise  in  his 
place  and  denounce  him  with  indigna- 
tion. I  should,  however,  have  been  glad 
to  have  heard  something  of  the  same 
sort  from  some  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  regard  to  language  such  as  has 
been  used  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stafford  (Mr.  Macdonald).  That  hon. 
Member  took  occasion  to  say  that  if  the 
House  of  Lords  chose  to  make  any 
alteration  in  this  Bill  against  the  will  of 
the  large  majority  and  the  Government, 
the  country  would  know  what  they  were 
about;  and,  in  fact,  held  out  threats 
which,  I  must  say,  it  is  not  within  the 
Constitutional  right  of  any  Member  of 
this  House  to  hold.  I  feel  that  I  owe 
an  apology  to  the  House  for  occupying 
their  time ;  but  it  was  not  we  who  be- 
gan the  waste  of  time.  I  have  sat  here 
and  listened  to  the  language  which  has 
been  used,  and  I  feel  assured  that  the 
House  understands  the  grounds  on  which 
I  felt  it  necessary  to  go  beyond  the 
question. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  I  will  make  one 
or  two  observations  before  I  come  to  the 
main  matter  before  us.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  complains  that  Members  of 
the  Government  nave  not  expressed  their 
disapproval  of  the  words  spoken  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy). 
Well,  we  have  much  upon  our  hands, 
and  I,  for  my  part,  share  the  sentiments 
universal  in  the  House— and  I  indicated 
mv  sentiments  in  a  marked  manner  often 
taken  notice  of  on  other  occasions — when 
I  cheered  the  expressions  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien),  who, 
much  to  his  own  honour,  reprobated 
those  extraordinary  sentiments  which, 
for  his  own  sake,  I  hope  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  will  express  his  regret 
at  having  made.  I  am  obliged  to  say, 
having  disposed  of  that,  it  was  the  only 
sentence  in  the.lengthened  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  which  I  feel 
the  slightest  sympathy.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  at  the  time  he  states  he  is 
extremely  anxious  to  expedite  proceed- 
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ings  on  this  Bill,  comes  and  addreosei 
us  for  nearly  half-an-hour.  [^Criet  of 
''  Quarter  of  an  hour! "]  Take  it  any 
way  you  like,  I  speak,  perhaps,  more 
according  to  the  impressions '  produced. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  this 
period,  when  time  is  so  precious,  and 
when  he  is  so  very  anxious  to  expedite 
our  proceedings,  rose  and  made  this  cer- 
tainly rather  lengthened  speech  for  the 
period  of  the  discussion,  without  saying 
one  single  word  on  the  Amendment 
before  the  House.  Of  course,  he  is  en- 
titled to  take  every  opportunity  he  may 
think  fit  of  exposing  the  misconduct  or 
weakness  of  the  GK)vemment,  or  of  deal- 
ing with  their  actions  in  any  way  that 
may  prove  useful  to  himself  as  a  Party 
Leader ;  but  do  not  let  us  hear  from  him 
or  those  whom  he  leads  after  this  of 
their  great  anxiety  to  expedite  the  pro- 
ceedings of  this  Bill.  What  is  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ?  He  com- 
plains 01  threats  to  the  House  of  Lords. 
He  says  that  threats  were  b^^un  from 
this  side  of  the  House  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stafford  (Mr.  Macdonald) ;  but 
he  entirely  forgets  that  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stafford — which  I 
did  not  in  any  manner  encourage — was 
expressly  and  avowedlv  in  answer  to  the 
threat  of  the  hon.  and  ffallant  Member 
for  West  Sussex  (Sur  Walter  B. 
Barttelot),  who  had  preceded  him  in 
the  debate;  and  after  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  rose,  not  to  speak  on 
the  Amendment  before  us,  not  to  en- 
lighten us  in  the  slightest  degree  by  any 
contribution  towards  a  just  settlement 
of  a  most  difficult  subject ;  but  he  is  so 
misled  by  the  keenness  of  his  Party  zeal 
that  he  forgets  the  facts  of  this  evening's 
discussion,  and  states  that  the  threaten- 
ing of  the  House  of  Lords  was  begun 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  when  it  was 
simply  a  reply  to  the  boast  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  for  the  expression 
of  his  fervid  desire  that  the  House  of 
Lords  would  continue  to  persist  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  wishes  of  this  House.  %ie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  attacked  my 
right  hon.  Friend  behind  me  (Mr. 
Gt)SGhen) — a  rather  singular..flhx!eeding. 
The  speech  of  my  right  lion.  Friend 
might  well  have  justified  remark ;  but  I 
think  that  remark  ought  to  have  been 
offered  when  the  speech  was  delivered. 

Sib  STAFFOEDNOETHCOTB: 
I  had  spoken,  and  was  not  entitled  to 
speak  again. 
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Ub.  GLADSTONE:  I  do  not  know 
in  wliat  manner  it  was  justified  as  an 
intzodootion  in  a  debate  which  has  no- 
thiog  to  do  with  the  matter.  But  he 
says  that  he  founds  upon  this  speech  the 
bdief  that  the  proposals  of  the  Gbvem- 
ment  are  relnctantij  adopted  by  a  great 
number  of  our  Friends.  I  do  not  Sunk 
we  have  had  eyidence  of  that.  Is  the 
reluctant  adoption  of  certain  opinions 
confined  to  tnis  side  of  the  House? 
When  the  division  was  taken  on  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill  it  was  sup- 
posed that  the  resolution  to  divide  was 
reluctantly  adopted  by  you  who  sit  on 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House ; 
but  what  is  worst  of  all  is  that  the  sup- 
position was  that  it  was  very  reluctantly 
adopted  hj  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself.  But  ^e  courage  of  the  Party 
oroosite  was  such  that  they  divided 
vauantly  against  the  second  reading  in 
the  House  where  they  knew  their  divi- 
sion could  not  have  tne  smallest  effect ; 
and  in  the  House  where  they  knew  that 
if  they  divided  against  the  second  read- 
ing tne  Bill  would  have  been  thrown 
out,  there  their  courage  failed  them. 
The  chivalry  of  the  minority  of  this 
House  was  not  reflected  in  the  action 
of  the  majority  of  the  other.  What  has 
the  right  non.  Gentleman  shown  in  that 
lengthened  disquisition  ?  I  fully  admit 
that  he  has  demonstrated  two  things. 
One  of  them  was  that  it  is  conceivable 
that  upon  some  point  or  other  the  House 
of  Lords  may  make  a  suggestion  of 
some  importance  in  the  Bill,  lor  he  said 
that  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  act  of  the 
House  of  Lords  we  should  not  have 
heurd  of  this  Amendment.  Quite  true ; 
bat  some  wrong  act  of  the  House  of 
Lords  might  suggest  some  right  act  to 
the  House  of  Commons.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went  further,  and  said  it  is  a 
Yerj  hard  case  that  the  Government  did 
not  make  this  proposal  lonp^  ago,  and 
were  even  now  cL-^ging  their  proposal. 
In  fact,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  suc- 
ceeded in  showing  that  the  Government 
are  not  omniscient;  that  the  Govern- 
ment do  not  at  a  moment's  notice  acquire 
a  foil  and  thorough  knowledge  of  every 
point  that  they  discuss  in  this  Bill ;  that 
new  points  will  open  up  from  time  to 
time ;  and  that  no  amount  of  care  can 
make  you  independent  of  the  immense 
advantages  of  honest  and  thorough  dis- 
cussion in  this  House.  That  is  the  case. 
We  do  accept  suggestions,  and,  more- 
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over,  we  are  not  ashamed  of  it.  We 
intend  to  do  our  best  to  make  this  Bill  a 
perfect  Bill;  but  it  may  be  that  we 
shall  not  make  it  a  perfect  Bill  with  all 
our  efforts,  and  with  all  the  aid  we  have 
derived  from  the  discussion  to-night, 
but  not  from  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman ;  it  may  be  that  there 
will  still  remain  some  error,  some  imper- 
fection in  the  provisions  on  which  we 
are  now  engaged.  There  was  a  sentence 
in  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man with  which  I  could  not  help  con- 
curring, when  he  said  that  this  question 
was  one  of  the  most  difficult  ever  brought 
before  Parliament.  It  is  one  of  the  most 
difficult.  We  are  endeavouring  to  arrange 
by  legislation  a  multitude'  of  transac- 
tions which  would  have  been  infioitely 
better  provided  for,  if  our  happy  destiny 
had  permitted  it,  by  the  free  action  of 
the  respective  interests  of  the  different 
members  of  the  community.  But  I 
have  always  pointed  out  that  the  one 
fundamental  condition  and  recommenda- 
tion which  lies  at  the  root  of  all  that  is 
most  difficult  and  exceptional  in  our 
Bill  is  the  recommendation  of  the  Duke 
of  Richmond's  Commission,  that  Parlia- 
ment should  interfere  to  check  the  free 
action  of  supply  and  demand.  I  now 
come — and  1  must  apologize  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  doing  anything  so 
extraordinary  as  saying  a  word  bearing 
on  the  Question  before  the  House — to 
the  Amendment.  We  might  have  been 
contented  with  rejecting,  as  we  thought, 
a  very  injurious  Amendment  of  the 
House  of  Lords ;  but  that  Amendment 
produces  upon  our  minds  a  sense  of  our 
duty  in  rejecting  that  Amendment  to 
examine  as  carefully  as  we  can  the  state 
of  the  enactment  that  the  House  of 
Commons  made.  We  did  think  that  in 
certain  points  of  secondary  importance 
and  extent,  it  did  not  entirely  come  up 
to  the  demands  of  justice.  We  there- 
fore proposed  one  Amendment  which 
passed  without  comment,  and  another 
to  resumption  at  the  end  of  the  lease. 
We  are  very  glad  to  do  what  we  can  to 
improve  our  own  Amendment,  and  we 
are  not  ashamed  to  do  so.  AVe  should 
have  been  much  better  pleased  with  our- 
selves if  we  had  presented  an  Amend- 
ment verbally  perfect ;  but  being  imper- 
fect, we  are  better  pleased  to  make  it 
perfect,  and  to  stand  the  small  fire  and 
small  shot  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
— it  certainly  requires  no  iron-clad  to  re- 
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sist  them— than  to  ask  the  House  to  pass 
anything  which  is  less  perfect  than  we 
can  make  it.  Under  these  circumstances, 
it  appears  to  us  that  this  Amendment, 
as  amended  by  the  proposal  of  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  will  satis^  a 
demand  not  very  wide,  not  very  large, 
that  has  been  justly  recognized  by  my 
two  hon.  Friends  below  the  Gangway 
who  represent  Irish  constituencies,  and 
which  has  in  it  the  element  of  equity. 
I  trust  the  words  proposed  will  have  that 
effect,  and  will  be  accepted. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  just  informed  us  that  what- 
ever may  happen  this  will  not  be  a  per- 
fect measure.  That  was  a  totally  unne- 
cessary piece  of  information.    So  far  as 
I  am  concerned,  I  am  more  and  more 
convinced  that  the  measure  is  the  most 
pernicious  and  iniquitous  ever  submitted 
to    Parliament,  and  its  effect  will  be, 
sooner  or  later,  to  extinguish  both  the 
Irish  landlords  and  their  property,  and 
ultimately  to  lead  to  the  separation  of 
Ireland  from  England.  If  by  any  means 
I  can  devise  a  mortal  blow  at  a  measure 
of  this  nature,  I  shall  adopt  them  with 
gladness,  and  without  a  moment's  hesi- 
tation.    I  rise,  however,  to  repudiate 
the  statement  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  for  I  know  not  how  many 
times — [Mr.  Gladstone:  Hear,  hear!] — 
and  that  is  that  the  foundation  of  tnis 
Bill  rests  on  the  Duke  of  Eichmond's 
(Commission.     [Mr.  Gladstone:  Part.] 
For  the  twentieth  time  I  repudiate  his 
conclusion    as    absolutely   without  the 
smallest  foundation ;  and  I  cannot  con- 
ceal my  astonishment  that  the  riffht  hon. 
Gentieman  should  appear  in  me  cha- 
racter of  a  disreputable  parent  who  goes 
up  to  a  stranger  in  the  street  and  says, 
"Please  hold  my  baby  for  a  moment," 
and  then  disappears  round  the  comer. 
I  am  positively  shocked  at  seeing  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  assume  this  cha- 
racter.   The  wretched  bantling  belongs 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentieman,  and  he  must 
bring  it   up  in  the  best  way  he   can; 
and  if  he  attempts  to  foist  it  upon  us, 
it  will  not  be  the  Irish  Members,  but 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire, 
who  will  be  obliged  to  go  into  Court 
for  damages.    The  right  hon.  Gentie- 
man   the    Leader    of    the   Opposition 
showed  a  wise  discretion  in  not  dealing 
with   this   Amendment.    The  Govern- 
ment  are  always  introducing  Amend- 
ments and   withdrawing   them  imme- 
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diately  afterwards,  so  that  it  is  difficult 
to  know  what  they  intend. 

Mb.  GOSOHEN:  I  shall  not  detain 
the  House  for  more  than  a  few  moments 
in  replying  to   the  attack  made  upon 
me  by  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  who 
has    now   left  the    House  without  an 
answer.     I  should  be  sorry  to  take  up 
the  time  of  the  House  with  a  personu 
explanation.    I  tried  to  express  myself 
in  the  very  fewest  words,  and  I  seem  to 
have  been  misinterpreted  by  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition.     What  I  said  was  this 
— and  what  I  wish  to  make  dear  is  this 
— that  any  votes  given  at  the  present 
stage  of  the  Bill  in  favour  of  the  Lords' 
Amendments  are  a  distinct  appeal  to  the 
Lords  to  stand  by  those  Amendments, 
unless  the  proceeding  is  a  sham  proceed- 
ing— unless^t  is  a  sham  fight  upon  which 
the  Opposition  are  at  this  moment  en- 
gaged; and  there  are  not  wantingsymp- 
toms  that  this  is  a  sham  fight.     We  see 
that  they  are  fightingwith  their  forces 
on  a  peace  footing.    We  do  not  see  that 
they  have  summoned  all  the  forces  which 
generallv  claim  or  disclaim  the  Leader- 
ship of  tne  right  hon.  Gentieman.   There 
appears  to  me  to  be  a  sreat  deal  of  sham 
in  the  opposition  whion  is  being  offered 
by  hon.  Gentiemen  opposite,  and  in  the 
support  nven  to  the^rds'  Amendments. 
Either  they  mean  business  or  not.     [An 
hon.  Member  :  Business.]    They  mean 
business,  p'  Hear,  hear ! "]    They  wish 
that  the  Lords  should  stand  by  their 
Amendments.       [^Cheers,']      Then    that 
shows    the   prudence    of  the   remarks 
which  I  maae,  because  I  believe  that, 
holding  the  same  views  that  are  held  by 
the  great  majority  of  both  sides  of  the 
House,  it  would  be  a  great  calamity  if 
the  Bill  should  be  lost ;  and  if  the  Lords 
stand  by  their  Amendments,  and  the 
majority  of  the    House    of   Commons 
stand  by  their  Amendments,  the   BiQ 
will  be  lost.    That  is  my  point;  and 
therefore  I  wish,  so  far  as  my  humble 
vote  is  concerned,  to  give  no  enoouraffe- 
ment  to  the  House  of  Lords  to  standby 
their  Amendments,  which  would  be  fatal 
to  the  BiU.    I  conceive  that  is  a  per- 
fectiy    consistent,    practical,   and    con- 
scientious course  to  take.    It  is,  I  con- 
sider, more  conscientious  to  refrain  from 
making  a  call  on  the  Lords  than  to  make 
a  call  while  in  our  hearts  we  hold  the 
Lords  will  not  stand  by  their  Amend- 
ments.   I  believe  many  Members  would 
regret  deeply  to  see  the  ciJamity  whiob 
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would  ensae— perhaps  a  dlTimon  of  the 
two  HouBOB  upon  this  subject.  I  regret 
that  I  have  had  to  detain  the  House  on 
this  point.  It  would  have  been  out  of 
^aoe  for  me  to  make  a  long  speech  on 
this  or  that  Amendment.  I  expressed 
my  conscientious  yiew.  I  may  have  laid 
myself  open  to  misrepresentation.  That 
I  can  bear ;  but  I  was.bound  to  clear  up 
the  misapprehension  which  the  right 
hon.  CFenueman  entertained  upon  my 
speech. 

Mb.  GIBSON:  No  one  would  have 
the  slightest  desire  on  either  side  of  the 
House  to  make  the  suggestion  that  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bipon.  would 
either  express  or  entertain  a  single  un- 
conscientious view.  That  was  not  sug- 
gested, and  I  should  not  have  risen 
at  all  if  he  had  satisfied  himself  with 
placing  before  the  House  a  full  ex- 
planation of  his  own  position  and  of 
the  words  which  he  may  have  thought 
were  ambiguous.  But  he  has  in  the 
▼indication  of  himself  thought  right  to 
impute  to  the  Opposition  that  they  were 
not  guided  in  tneir  opposition  by  a 
smoere  and  earnest  desire  to  discharge 
their  Constitutional  functions,  but  that 
they  were  going  through  what  he  yen- 
tared  to  call,  hardly  with  propriety,  a 
sham.  On  consideration,  I  think  the 
right  hon.  G^ntieman  will  see  that  that 
expression  was  hardly  necessary  in  a 
speech  made  for  his  own  vindication, 
■nd  that  it  was  applied  entirely  in  an 
unwarrantable  manner  to  those  who, 
under  great  difficulties  and  disadvan- 
tages, and  supported  by  a  minority  not 
easy  to  collect  at  this  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, are  discharging  difficult  but  dis- 
tinct Constitutional  functions.  My  own 
deliberate  view  is  that  we  should  be  all 
engaged  in  this  part  of  our  functions 
under  a  deep  sense  of  high  Constitu- 
tional  responsibility — I  know  I  am  my- 
self— and  I,  for  one,  have  taken  no 
part  in  the  discussion  of  this  measure 
unless  so  far  as  I  was  animated  by  a 
sinoere  and  an  earnest  desire  to  dis- 
charge my  Constitutional  functions.  I 
have  given  no  vote  in  the  House,  and  I 
am  sure  no  hon.  Member  who  has  acted 
with  me  has  given  a  vote,  which  I  and 
OieT  do  not  desire  to  see  substantiated, 
sad  which  does  not  represent  our  own 
Ulcere  convictions  in  the  matter.  I  be- 
lieve fJiat  a  true  Constitutional  view  with 
regard  to  the  consideration  of  the  Lords' 
Ameiidmeintfl  is  this — that  we  should  de- 


sire to  consider  them  impartially  and 
independently,  and  adopt  those  that  com- 
mend themselves  to  our  understanding 
and  judgment,  with  a  desire  not  to  do 
violence  to  the  Amendments  submitted 
to  us,  and  anxious  also  that  from  no 
part  of  the  House — by  suggestion,  state- 
ment, or  threat — should  any  words  be 
used  which  might  tend  to  misunder- 
standings that  I  am  sure  everyone  wishes 
to  avoid. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  he  regretted  he 
had  not  had  an  opportunity  of  address- 
ing the  House  on  tne  second  reading  of 
the  Bill.  He  had  no  wish  to  enter  mto 
the  discussion  to  which  the  Amendment 
had  given  rise  with  regard  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  House  of  Peers,  or  still  less 
the  personal  question  raised  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  the  Member  for  Eipon. 
The  great  difficulty  of  those  who  were 
opposed  to  the  Bill  was  to  bring  home 
to  the  minds  of  people  in  England,  and 
probably  in  Ireland  too,  what  the  real 
charcter  of  this  measure  was.  The 
Amendment  of  the  Government  now  did 
this  in  the  most  clear  and  distinct  way. 
Before  the  Land  Act  of  1870  was  passed 
an  Irish  proprietor  was  as  free  to  deal 
with  his  land  in  Ireland  as  was  the 
owner  of  Cbatsworth  or  the  owner  of 
any  estate,  great  or  small,  in  Eng- 
land or  Scotiand,  or  the  owner  of 
house  property,  large  or  small,  be  it  the 
Duke  of  Westminster  or  anyone  else  in 
London.  After  the  Act  of  1870  the 
Irish  proprietor  could  not  deal  with  his 
property  as  he  had  done  previously, 
without  paying,  within  certain  limits, 
seven  years'  veilue  of  the  holding  to  his 
tenant.  That  was  the  germ  of  the  pre- 
sent legislation.  The  owners  of  land  and 
houses  in  England  and  Scotland  should 
know  that  this  Bill  was  nothing  more 
nor  less  than  a  Land  Transfer  Bill,  with- 
out payment  or  compensation;  and  he 
defied  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
to  dispute  that  fact.  What  was  the 
present  Amendment  of  the  Government 
in  plain  English?  Was  its  object  to 
enable  the  owner  of  land  in  Ireland  to 
get  back  his  property  without  payment 
from  the  trammels  of  their  Bill?  Nothing 
of  the  kind.  The  property,  which  be- 
fore the  Act  of  1870  was  his  and  was  as 
free  as  Chatsworth,  the  landowner  was 
now  to  be  allowed  to  buy  back  again 
from  a  man  who  had  never  bought  it  or 
paid  for  it.  He  asked  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  heir  of  Chatsworth  (the  Mar- 
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quess  of  Hartington)  whether  that  was 
not  a  truthful  interpretation  of  that  pro- 
posal ?  He  was  sick  of  hearing  the  Gh)- 
yemment  talk  of  justice. 

Mr.  speaker  requested  the  noble 
Lord  to  address  himsw  to  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  House. 

LoBD  ELGHO  said,  he  was  not  sur- 
prised that,  when  he  spoke  of  justice,  the 
opeaker  should  think  that  he  was  not 
speaking  to  that  Amendment.  The  Trea- 
sury Bench  said  the  Amendment  was 
brought  forward  in  the  interests  of  jus- 
tice. Well,  the  Amendment  was  simply 
to  enable  a  man  to  buy  back  land  which, 
by  the  law  of  Ireland  previously  to  the 
legislation  of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  was 
absolutely  his  own.  He  did  not  go  into 
the  question  whether  the  Amendment 
upon  the  Amendment  was  a  proper  one. 
His  only  object  was  to  try  and  point  the 
moral — [An  hon.  Membeb:  And  adorn 
a  tale.] — and  bring  home  to  the  people 
of  this  country  what  the  Bill  really 
was 

Mr.  DAWSON  observed,  that  al- 
though the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bipon 
(Mr.  Qoschen)  expressed  dissatisfaction 
from  the  Lords'  Ainendment,  yet  he  had 
voted  with  his  Party.  That,  he  feared, 
was  due  to  the  Oriental  imagination  of 
the  right  hon.  G^ntieman.  The  Irie^ 
Members,  he  (Mr.  Dawson)  contended, 
were  not  warranted  in  giving  the  Amend- 
ment, even  as  it  had  been  amended, 
their  support.  What,  he  asked,  was  a 
home  farm,  and  of  how  many  acres  did 
it  consist  ?  He  knew  of  a  home  farm  of 
2,000  acres,  and  if  the  owner  could  add 
200  acres  to  it  on  the  falling  in  of  a  lease, 
he  would  do  so.  Irish  landlords,  he  be- 
lieved, would  be  inclined,  not  for  the 
sake  of  the  land  itself  only,  but  for  the 
dominion  which  the  possession  of  the 
land  gave  them,  to  add  field  to  field  and 
farm  to  farm.  He  might  aptly  say, 
altering  a  quotation — 

'*  Field  after  field  his  risiiijr  raptures  fiU, 
And  still  he  sighs,  for  nelds  are  wanted 
BtiU." 

What  right  had  the  Government  to  de- 
prive one  set  of  residents  of  the  land  in 
order  to  promote  residences  for  another 
dass  of  persons  who  would  be  related  to 
the  landlords?  It  was  not  because  a 
man  was  rich  that  he  should  be  entitied 
to  turn  away  tenants  already  on  tiie  land 
in  order  to  build  residences  for  his  sisters, 
his  cousins,  and  his  aunts.  No  money 
compensation  would  satisfy  men  who 


had  been  deprived  of  their  holdings  in 
that  way.  As  long  as  the  tenant  in  oc- 
cupation paid  a  fair  rent,  it  ought  not  to 
be  in  the  power  of  any  landlord  to  turn 
him  away. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEE  said,  the  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  Member  were,  no 
doubt,  exciting  and  poetic ;  but  it  was 
only  prosaic  work  to  try  to  get  on  with 
the  business.  He  would  now  appeal  to 
the  House  whether  it  had  not  deidt  with 
this  matter  fully  ?  The  Government  pro- 
posed what  appeared  to  them  a  practical, 
proper,  and  just  arrangement  between 
both  parties,  and  they  could  not  expect 
to  giv^  complete  satisfaction  on  either 
side.  The  only  question  that  remained 
was  whether  the  House  might  not  now 
proceed  to  a  division. 

Mr.  E.  N.  FOWLEB  rose  in  conse- 
quence of  the  remark  made  by  thexight 
hon.  Member  for  Bipon  (Mr.  Goschen), 
that  the  Opposition  were  fighting  a 
''sham"  fiffht.  Although  the  normal 
majority  which  the  Government  pos- 
sessed was  155,  in  no  division  whidi 
had  been  taken  during  these  Amend- 
ments had  their  majority  been  equal  to 
that  number.  He  wished  to  remind  the 
House  that  many  hon.  Gentlemen  had 
paired,  and  pairs  told  more  against  tl^ 
minority  than  the  majority.  TTnder 
these  circumstances,  he  put  it  to  his  right 
hon.  Friend  opposite  whether  he  was 
justified  in  his  observation  that  that 
was  a  sham  fiffht  ?  For  himself,  he  be- 
lieved this  to  be  a  Bill  of  ConfibBcation, 
and  his  last  vote,  like  his  first,  would  be 
given  against  it. 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOB  maintained 
that  if  there  were  any  delay  in  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Bill  it  was  entirely  the  uult 
of  the  Government,  who  haa  brought 
forward  an  Amendment  which  nobody 
cared  for  and  which  was  wholly  unneces- 
sary. Owing  to  the  rather  malleable 
character  of  the  Government,  he  had 
some  hope  that  they  would  still  further 
amend  their  Amendments.  He  would 
ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
what  was  meant  by  a  home  farm  ?  He 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  had  consulted 
several  authorities  on  the  subject,  and 
was  told  that  in  Scotiand  it  meant  a  fann 
of  1 ,  000  acres.  Supposing  it  only  meant 
lUO  acres,  that  would  place  it  in  the 
power  of  the  landlord  to  turn  away  IQ 
families  occupying  farms  of  10  afcres 
a-piece.  If  the  estate  amo^nted  to  200 
acres,  the  landlord  would  be  c^mpowerofl 
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to  totn  out  20  families  holfllng  10  acres 
each.  It  was  most  unfair,  too,  that 
while  the  tenant  should  be  forbidden  to 
build  a  second  house  for  his  use,  the 
landlord  should  be  able  to  provide  ad- 
ditional accommodation  not  only  for  him- 
self, but  for,  it  might  be,  10  oi  his  sons 
and  fiye  of  his  cutughters.  He  would 
remind  the  Ooyemment  that  if  they 
wished  for  a  long  lease  of  power,  the 
best  thing  they  could  do  would  be  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  next  Session  to  abolish 
the  Hoiise  of  Lords,  instead  of  getting 
themselyes  into  a  quagmire  by  cutering 
the  Rules  of  the  House  of  Conmions. 

SiB  HENEY  TYLER  wished  to  pro- 
test against  the  expression  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Kipon  (Mr.  Gbsohen), 
that  they  were  engaged  in  a  sham  con- 
test. Their  feelings  in  this  matter  were 
anything  but  a  sham  ;  they  had  a  most 
profound  dislike  to  and  distrust  of  the 
Bill.  But  there  were  a  good  many  shams 
in  connection  with  it.  They  were  now 
told  that  contract  in  Ireland  was  a  sham  ; 
but  if  this  Bill  passed  into  law  the 
greatest  sham  of  all  would  be  the  Irish 
bndlord,  who  would  be  a  sham  landlord 
with  a  sham  property.  He  could  only 
account  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
riews  and  expressions  by  remembering 
that  he  had  only  recently  come  from 
Constantinople,  and  had  tnere  imbibed 
ideas  which  were  not  in  accordance  with 
the  sympathies  of  this  House. 

Mb.  LALOR  said,  he  felt  it  to  be  his 
duty  to  be  present  to  support  the  Govern- 
ment in  their  disagreement  to  the  Lords' 
Amendments ;  but  it  had  never  occurred 
to  him  that  the  Government  themselves 
would  introduce  so  injurious  an  Amend- 
ment as  this  into  the  Bill.  He  had  no 
doubt  it  had  been  honestly  intended  as 
a  message  of  peace  to  Ireland ;  but  this 
Amendment,  if  carried,  would  place  the 
leaseholders  of  Ireland,  who  had  done 
nothing  to  deserve  such  treatment,  in  the 
most  unfortunate  position.  The  Govern- 
ment, by  this  Amendment,  would  drive 
this  class  —  the  most  intelligent  and 

Ctient  in  Ireland — into  the  camp  of  the 
nd  League,  and  make  them  perpetu- 
ators  of  agitation. 

Mb.  BORLASE:  I  will  promise  to 
stand  but  one  moment  between  this 
House  and  the  division.  I  cannot  say 
of  myself,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Uncolnshire  said  of  himself,  that  he  had 
stated  the  same  thing  over  and  over 
again  20  times  in  the  m>use  during  these 


debates,  for  this  is  the  first  time  I  have 
intruded  my  voice  on  the  House  since  the 
beginning  of  the  long  discussions  on  this 
most  important  measure.  I  have  to  say 
this,  however  —  that,  strenuously  and 
strictly  as  I  have  supported  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  from  the  beginning 
of  this  question  up  to  this  period,  I  come 
now  across  a  state  of  things  in  which  I 
am  bound  to  hesitate.  I  find  we  are 
going  to  take  the  same  sort  of  steps  as 
were  taken  with  the  Bill  of  1 870.  I  find 
we  are  going  in  for  compromise  in  order 
to  get  this  matter  through.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  with  such  a  majority 
as  no  Prime  Minister  has  had  for  very 
many  years,  are  condescending  to  a  com- 
promise. The  compromise  we  are  asked 
to  accept  is,  I  think,  dangerous  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  It  is  doing  what 
in  the  last  division  we  professed  our  in- 
tention to  avoid — the  separation  of  Ire- 
land into  two  parts,  and  the  division  of 
Ulster  from  the  rest  of  Ireland.  I  have 
promised  to  stand  only  one  moment  on 
the  floor  of  the  House,  and  I  will  close 
by  saying  this.  I  cannot  vote  with  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  I  will  not 
vote  against  them;  but,  meanwhile,  I 
believe  that  this  compromise,  like  com- 
promises in  general,  will  leave  behind  it 
an  amount  of  unsatisfied  principle  from 
which,  some  day  or  other,  mischief  is 
certain  to  accrue. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  withdraw 
from  the  position  which  they  had  taken 
up.  There  was  nothing  to  prevent  a  land- 
lord from  turning  his  whole  estate  into  a 
"home  farm."  One  case  of  a  landlord 
doing  so  would  spread  alarm  through  a 
whole  country  side.  One  case  was  given 
by  a  noble  Lord  to  support  the  Lords' 
view  of  the  question,  which  required  a 
combination  of  circumstances  which  he 
had  himself  never  ventured  on  in  framing 
a  work  of  fiction.  A  family  got  ill,  and 
let  their  mansion  house,  and  20  years 
afterwards,  towards  the  end  of  the  term 
for  which  they  had  let  it,  they  all  got  well 
again  and  wanted  to  resume.  He  hoped 
the  Government  would  stand  by  their 
Bill  as  it  was. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  said,  he  thought  the 
Government  ought  to  give  them  fuller 
information  as  to  what  was  meant  by  a 
*'  home  farm."  What  was  to  prevent  a 
landlord  resuming  possession  of  farm 
after  farm  until  he  had  the  whole  of  his 
estate  in  his  own  hands?    Until  the 
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Government  gave  them  some  assnranoe 
as  to  the  operation  of  the  Amendment, 
he  thought  the  Irish  Party  would  be 
justified  in  resisting  it  most  strenously, 
and,  if  necessary,  moving  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House,  in  order  to  give  the 
Government  time  to  reflect. 

Mb.  EEDMOND  wished  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  would  give  a  defini- 
tion of  **home  farm."  He  (Mr.Bedmond) 
knew  of  an  instance  in  the  county  of 
Wexford  where  the  landlord  had  re- 
sumed possession  of  holding  after  hold- 
ing until  the  whole  estate  was  in  his 
hands.  If,  under  the  Amendment,  such 
process  as  that  were  possible,  the  Amend- 
ment was  most  undesirable,  and  Irish 
Eepresentatives  were  bound  to  resist  it 
to  the  utmost  of  their  power. 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  was 
not  at  any  loss  to  know*  what  a  home 
farm  meant,  and  he  did  not  think  the 
Court  would  be  at  any  loss  to  under- 
stand the  phrase ;  but,  unfortunately,  its 
meaning  was  not  comprehended  in  more 
than  half-a-dozen  places  in  Ireland. 
For  his  own  part,  he  was  against  re- 
sumption under  any  circumstances,  and 
regretted  the  course  taken  by  the  Go- 
vernment ;  but,  in  meeting  the  objection 
taken  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway, 
the  Government  had  gone  a  long  way  to 
mitigate  the  effect  of  the  Amendment. 
He  only  wished  that  the  Government 
had  never  thought  of  the  Amendment, 
and  that  they  would  take  it  back.  It  was 
a  well-known  fact  that  some  Irish  land- 
lords loved  dominion  more  than  money 
— that  they  would  be  satisfied  to  be  out  of 
pocket  in  order  to  clear  off  the  popula- 
tion and  have  the  lands  in  their  own 
hands.  Irish  Members  had  been  charged 
with  not  dissociating  themselves  with 
words  which  had  fallen  from  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Healy).  He  felt  that  in 
times  past  Irish  Members  had  been  too 
fond  of  **  dissociating  "  themselves  from 
one  another,  and,  perhaps,  were  still  so ; 
but,  challenged  as  they  had  been,  he  could 
not  in  candour  refrain  from  saying,  in 
the  presence  of  his  hon.  Friends,  that  he 
heara  with  grief  and,  indeed,  with  in- 
tense pain,  his  hon.  Friend  use  that 
quotation  as  to  the  shooting  of  land- 
lords and  bailiffs.  He  had  the  plea- 
sure of  knowing  personally  Mr.  John 
Mitchell,  and  he  knew,  as  many  others 
knew  who  were  acquainted  with  him, 
that  he  had  a  North  of  Ireland  Pres- 
byterian bittemeBs  of  ezpreaaion  ;  but, 

Mr.  (fKMy 


while  he  should  say  nothing  thai  would 
cast  a  reflection  upon  the  name  of  John 
Mitchell,  he  should,  in  justice  to  his 
own  principles  and  character,  say  that  if 
any  Irishman  in  his  hearing  in  Ireland 
now  uttered  such  exhortations  to  shoot 
landlords,  and  if  they  could  not  shoot 
landlords,  to  shoot  their  agents  or  bailifik, 
he  should  heartily  regret  that  he  voted 
in  the  House  for  the  abolition  of  capital 
punishment. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  the 
Government  had  over  and  over  again 
been  appealed  to  to  limit  the  power 
which  their  Amendment  would  g^ve  to 
Irish  landlords  to  resume  possession  of 
the  holdings  of  tens  of  thousands  of 
leaseholders.  They  had,  however,  re* 
mained  dumb.  The  Premier  had  stated 
long  ago  that  he  would  gladly  listen  to 
suggestions  coming  from  any  part  of  the 
House;  but  on  this  occasion  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  deaf,  not  only  to 
the  suggestion,  but  also  to  the  entreaties 
of  the  Irish  Members.  In  order  to  give 
the  Government  an  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing their  final  decision,  he  begged 
to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate. 

Mb.  BIGKjFAB  said,  he  would  cor- 
dially second  the  proposition.  The  GK>- 
vemment  were  bound  to  give  a  defini- 
tion of  the  term. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adioumed." 
-^{Mr.  O'Donnell.) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  should  have 
thought  that  this  Motion  on  the  eighth 
month  of  the  Session,  and  on  the  llUi 
of  August,  would  have  been  about  the 
last  resort  of  any  hon.  Member.  The 
Government  will  not,  either  directly  or 
indirectly,  be  a  tool  for  furthering  such 
purposes.  We  have,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  fully  explained  everything 
that  we  have  to  say  upon  this  matter, 
and  the  pretended  opportunity  offered 
us  of  explanation  is  an  opportunity 
which  shall  not  be  used  by  us.  We 
have  no  more  to  say  on  the  matter,  and 
I  hope  the  House  will  at  once  pass  judg- 
ment upon  the  Motion. 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
said,  that  Her  Majesty's  GK>vemment 
had  nobody  to  thank  but  themselves  for 
the  present  difficulty.  This  was  the 
third  Amendment  since  this  Bill  came 
from  the  House  of  Lords  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  praotioally  abandoned  in 
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the  face  of  a  oerftain  amoant  of  opposi- 
tion. ["Oh!"]  He  knew  his  remi- 
nifloenoes  were  most  disagreeable  to  hon. 
Hemben  opposite ;  he  was  sure  the  Go- 
Tsmment  would  appreciate  their  im- 
patience and  the  method  of  interruption 
adopted  by  the  Badical  Party  and  the 
friends  of  liberty.  In  the  protracted 
disooasion  on  the  Emigration  Question, 
the  Irish  Party  adopted  an  attitude  of 
firm  opposition;  more  than  once  they 
resoxted  to  the  manceuvre  now  resorted 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan 
(Mr.  O'Donnell),  and  the  result  was  they 
were  eminently  successful  in  their  efforts, 
lor  they  reduced  the  Emigration  Clauses 
to  a  perfect  farce.  To-nieht  the  At- 
toniey.  General  for  Ireland  had  come 
down  with  an  Amendment  which  had 
eridenily  been  carefully  prepared  out 
of  the  House  on  consultation  with  his 
Party;  there  was  every  reason  to  be- 
lieve it  was  the  result  of  mature  delibe- 
ration ;  and  yet  the  Gk)Temment,  on  the 
opposition  of  the  Irish  Party — he  attri- 
buted the  result  to  the  firm  attitude  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Healy)  —  mutilated  and  reduced  their 
Amendment  so  as  to  make  it  a  piece 
of  imposture.  The  Irish  Party  were 
naturally  of  opinion  that  if  they  per- 
sisted in  their  opposition  the  remaining 
traces  of  this  imposture  would  disap- 
pear. He  could  not  be  surprised  at  that, 
considering  also  the  manner  in  which 
the  Prime  Minister  had  thought  proper 
to  reply  to  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion. No  doubt,  the  answer  was  ex- 
ceedingly amusing  to  the  House  at  a 
moment  when  they  were  carried  away 
by  the  eloquence  of  the  Prime  Minister ; 
but  througnout  his  15  years'  experience 
in  the  House  he  had  never  heard  any- 
thing, not  even  in  the  speeches  which 
had  fUlen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford,  or  from  any  of  those  Irish 
Members  who  were  celebrated  for  the 
character  and  violence  of  their  invective, 
to  equal  the  insulting  language  —  the 
languaM  of  studied  insult—which  the 
Prime  Minister  had  thought  it  consistent 
with  his  dig^ty  to  address  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  Because  the  risht  hon. 
Baronet  had  addressed  a  digmfied  re- 
monstrance to  the  Government  on  their 
wavering  conduct,  the  Prime  Minister 
had  drawn  upon  the  whole  vocabulary 
of  abuse  which  belonged  to  him.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  met  the  Amend- 
menti  of  the  House  of  Lords  in  the 


spirit  in  which  he  answered  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,  it  was  clear  that  idl 
debate  in  opposition  to  the  Government 
had  become  worse  than  useless.  Al- 
thoi^h  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dungarvan  was  inopportune  at  this 
period  of  the  Session,  and  could  lead  to 
no  useful  result,  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  the  way  in  which  the  Government 
had  dealt  with  the  Amendments  of  the 
House  of  Lords  showed  that  it  might 
not  be  inadvisable  that  the  Government 
should  have  time  to  retreat  from  the 
position  they  had  taken  up. 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  that  in  asking 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan (Mr.  O'Donnell)  to  withdraw 
his  Motion,  he  desired  to  indicate  the 
course  which  he  and  his  Friends  in- 
tended to  follow.  With  reference  to 
the  Amendments  proposed  by  the  Go- 
vernment on  their  own  Amendment,  as 
these  were  distinctly  of  a  limiting  de- 
scription he  should  vote  for  them.  At 
the  same  time,  he  and  those  with  whom 
he  acted  would  think  it  necessary  to 
divide  the  House  afterwards  on  the 
Amendment  itself. 

Mb.  healy  said,  he  had  expected 
the  Government  would  have  given  some 
explanation  of  the  term  **  home  farm," 
which  they  never  heard  of  until  they 
came  to  the  Definition  Clause.  No  won- 
der they  were  suspicious,  because  it  was 
introduced  at  the  request  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stroud  (Mr.  H.  B.  Brand). 
What  they  were  afraid  of  was  grazing 
or  grass  ;  it  was  not  too  much  to  ask  that 
the  ''home  farm"  should  not  consist 
entirely  of  grazing  land.  He  would  be 
prepared  to  withdraw  the  100  acres' 
limit,  if  the  Government  would  give  an 
assurance  that  there  should  be  so  many 
acres  of  tillage.  He  would  not  com- 
plain if  the  landlord  wanted  the  land 
for  his  own  purposes.  And  now  he 
wished  to  say  a  word  on  another  sub- 
ject. The  hon.  Member  for  the  Eling's 
County  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien)  thought 
fit  to  make  some  comment  upon  a  re- 
mark of  his.  He  remembered  very  well 
reading  in  the  newspapers  two  years 
ago  how  the  hon.  Member  for  the  King's 
County  called  the  hon.  Member  for  Car- 
low,  then  Member  for  Tipperary  (Mr. 
Gray),  something  which  he  could  not 
repeat  because  it  would  be  un-Parlia- 
mentary;  he  would  only  say  that  it 
began  with  a  ''  d "  and  ended  with 
•'fool."      ["Question!"]      The    hon. 
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Alderman  (Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence) 
cried  *'  Question !  "  Well,  he  believed 
Dr.  Johnson  once  said  he  could  supply  a 
man  with  argument,  but  could  not  sup- 
ply him  with  brains.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  King's  County  said  that  the 
words  he  had  applied  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Carlo w  were  only  a  quotation. 
[Sir  Patrick  O'Brien:  Hear,  hear!] 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Meath 
(Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan),  in  the  exercise  of 
his  discretion,  had  thought  fit  to  get 
up  and  denounce  him.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  referred  to  the  quota- 
tion which  he  affected  to  make  from 
Mitchell  so  as  to  throw  doubt  upon  his 
hond  fides.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber was  perfectly  at  liberty  to  do  so ; 
but  it  did  not  become  Irish  Members  to 
come  down  to  that  House  —  ["  Ques- 
tion! "].  He  could  understand  an  hon. 
Member  crying  "  Question !  "  when  he 
knew  how  he  should  finish  the  sentence ; 
but  if  he  did  not  know,  it  was  somewhat 
unusual  even  for  an  Alderman  to  cry 
"Question!" 

Mr.  Alderman  LAWRENCE  rose, 
amid  cries  of  ''Order!"  and  said  that 
he  had  not  uttered  a  word. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that  for  English 
opinion  or  for  the  opinion  of  the  House 
of  Commons  it  was  the  right  and  the 
duty  of  an  Irish  Member  not  to  care  one 
pin.  He  came  there  in  the  exercise  of 
his  functions  as  an  Irish  Bepresentative 
to  express  his  opinions,  and  as  long  as 
he  had  the  approval  of  his  constituency, 
and  he  had  the  right  of  the  House,  he 
should  continue  to  utter  them.  He  be- 
lieved that  everything  he  had  said  or 
done  had  received  the  full  approval  of 
his  constituents,  and  therefore  it  was 
not  for  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Meath  to  get  up  and  pose  as  a  dis- 
claimer. They  knew  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Meath  was  not  a 
man  of  blood.  For  his  own  part,  like 
the  fop  described  by  Hotspur,  he  might 
regret  that  villainous  saltpetre,  which 
had  laid  many  a  tall  fellow  low,  had 
ever  been  digged  out  of  the  bowels  of 
the  innocent  earth;  but  he  had  never 
been  an  advocate  of  the  ''  single  drop  of 
blood  "  theory. 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN,  said,  his 
hon.  Friend  said  that  an  Irish  Member 
in  that  House  should  think  only  of  the 
opinion  of  his  constituency,  and  not  care 
a  pin  for  the  opinion  of  hon.  Members  of 
iSoAi  House  or  for  English  opinion.   But 

Mr.  Healy 


he  (Mr.  Sullivan),  who  held  the  doctrine 
that  a  Member  of  the  Irish  Party  was 
not  an  individual  fighting  for  his  own 
hand,  that  the  Irish  fartv  were  bound  to 
act  together  for  food  or  ill,  and  that  they 
might  by  their  language  hurt  one  an- 
other or  their  country,  must  reoolledt 
that  language  like  that  of  his  hon. 
Friend  might  reflect  upon  and  stain  his 
Party  more  than  an  individual.  He 
would  tell  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Healy) 
that  he  belonged  to  an  org^anization 
called  the  Land  Leafi;ue,  whioh  cared 
a  great  deal  for  the  opinion  of  the  people 
of  England,  for  it  was  now  appeal- 
ing  to  that  opinion,  and  he  (Mr.  A.  Iff. 
Siulivan)  hoped  not  in  vain.  He  would 
tell  his  hon.  Friend,  too,  that  he  was 
bound  to  care  for  the  opinion  of  thai 
House,  the  opinion  of  England,  and  the 
opinion  of  the  world,  fighting,  as  he  be- 
lieved he  was,  for  a  just  cause.  He 
never  reflected  upon  or  denounced  his 
hon.  Friend  or  his  Colleagues  for  what 
they  said  upon  their  own  responsibility; 
but  he  must  be  allowed  to  say  that  whue 
he  belonged  to  a  Party  which  might  be 
affected  by  the  utterances  of  any  one  of 
them,  he  would  not  sit  silent,  even  if  it  « 
cost  him  his  seat,  with  all  the  honours 
that  could  be  conferred  upon  him,  nor 
would  ho  be  held  accountable  for  doc- 
trines which  might  be  ipteroreted  as  an 
encouragement  to  shoot  lanolords.  His 
hon.  Friend  did  not  mean  what  he  had 
said — ^he  could  not  have  meant  it.  He 
had  said  that  he  was  not  an  advocate  of 
one  drop  of  blood ;  but  ho  had  not  told 
the  House  that  what  he  meant  by  that 
was  that  ho  would  like  to  shed  his  own 
blood  in  fighting  for  his  country's  rights, 
but  that  he  was  not  in  favour  of  cowardly 
assassination. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  asked  whether 
he  understood  the  Government  to  assent 
to  the  modification  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  ?  He  under- 
stood the  Prime  Minister  to  assent  to  it. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  could 
not  consider  anything  a  *'  home  farm" 
which  would  be  a  mere  aggregation  of 
land  used  for  grazing  purposes. 

Question  put,  and  negatwed. 

Original  Question,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted  in  the  said  proposed 
Amendment,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  by  adding  at  the  end 
thereof  the  words — 
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**  RroTided  alwayB,  That  if  the  holding  so  re- 
moied  flhall  be  at  any  time  within  fifteen  years 
ate  nch  resumption  relet  to  a  tenant,  the  same 
dull  be  subject,  xrom  and  after  the  time  of  its 
bong  BO  relet,  to  all  the  provisions  of  this  Act 
vhicb  are  applicable  to  present  tenancies." — 
(Jfr.  Attorney  Oemrml  for  Ireland) 

Main  Question,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added/'  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Hb.  HEALY  asked  whether  the  Prime 
IGnister  would  aUow  an  addition  to  the 
Amendment  in  order  to  define  a  home 
fium  as  consisting  partly  of  tillage  and 
partly  of  pasturage  ? 

Ub.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  insert  an  explana- 
tion of  a  phrase  that  he  had  no  doubt  of 
the  meaning  of. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENBY  suggested 
that  in  the  House  of  Lords  the  Uovem- 
ment  might  insert  the  words  *'  for  mixed 
agrionlture." 

Amendment,  as  amended,  put. 
Question  put, 

"That  the  words  '  where  it  shall  appear  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  Court  that  the  landlord  dc- 
■res  to  resume  the  holding  for  the  bonu  fide  pur- 
pose of  occupying  the  same  as  ji  residence  for 
himself  or  as  a  home  farm  in  connection  with 
his  residence,  or  for  the  purpose  of  providing  a 
rssidence  for  some  member  of  his  family,  the 
Court  may  authorise  him  to  resume  the  same 
soocndingly,  in  the  manner  and  on  the  terms 
provided  by  the  fifth  section  of  this  Act  with 
ranect  to  resumption  of  a  holding  by  a  land- 
lora :  Ptovided  always.  That  if  the  holding  so 
rssomed  shall  be  at  any  time  within  fifteen  years 
sftar  sodi  resumption  rdet  to  a  tenant,  the 
ssme  shall  be  subject,  from  and  after  the  time 
of  its  being  so  relet,  to  all  the  provisions  of  this 
Act  which  are  applicable  to  present  tenancies,' 
be  these  inserteo.  — (Jfr.  Oudstone.) 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  285 ;  Noes 
56:  Majori^ 229.— (Div.  List,  No.  377.) 

Amendment  in  page  16,  line  24,  to 
leaTo  out  lines  24  to  36,  the  next  Amend- 
ment, read  a  second  time. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  moved  that  the 
House  disagree  with  the  Amendment. 
The  question  to  which  it  related  had  been 
Terr  largely  considered  in  that  House, 
and  it  was  a  simple  one.  He  would  not 
rspeat  the  axvument,  but  would  only  in- 
dicate what  the  question  was.  The  gene- 
nl  law  was  sumbient  to  deal  with  cases 
of  fraud  in  regard  to  leases.  A  case 
came  before  them,  however,  which  was 
not  a  ease  of  fhiud,  but  a  peculiar  case 
arising  imder  the  Act  of  1870.  By  that 
Aetth^  gave  inducements  to  tenants 


and  landlords  to  enter  into  leases,  on  the 
supposition  entertained  by  the  Legisla- 
ture that  these  powers  would  be  used  in 
the  spirit  in  which  they  were  given. 
It  had,  however,  been  proved  that  in 
certain  cases  they  were  not  so  used ;  and, 
consequently,  the  Government  proposed 
to  extend  that  principle  of  the  law  which 
quashed  a  lease  in  case  of  fraud  to  cases 
where  leases  had  been  made  according 
to  the  terms  of  that  portion  of  the  clause 
which  the  Lords  had  struck  out.  The 
first  of  those  conditions  was  where  a 
lease  had  been  procured  by  the  threat 
of  the  landlord,  or  undue  influence ;  and 
the  second  condition  was  that  the  terms 
of  the  lease  so  procured  were,  at  the 
time  of  such  acceptance,  unreasonable 
or  unfair  to  the  tenant.  These  were  the 
points  which  the  Government  proposed 
to  support,  so  as  to  give  the  Court  in 
such  oases  the  power  of  quashing  the 
lease. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — 
{Mr.  Oladstone.) 

SiE  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  hoped  it  would  not  be  necessary  to 
renew  the  discussion  upon  this  matter ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  it  would  be  neces- 
sary for  him  and  his  hon.  Friends  to 
protest  against  the  re-introduction  of  the 
words  which  the  Lords  had  struck  out, 
and  to  which  they  objected  when  origi- 
nally inserted.  Nobody  could  desire  to 
support  any  case  of  unjust  or  unreason- 
ably pressure  by  a  landlord;  but  if  it  were 
proposed  to  deal  with  such  a  case  by  the 
ordinary  principles  of  equity  the  diflS.- 
culty  would  not  arise.  They  must  ad- 
here to  their  views  as  expressed  in  Com- 
mittee, and  oppose  the  Motion. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :- 
113:  Majority  134.- 
378.) 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorkey  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland,  the  following  Lords' 
Amendment  was  agreed  to.  After  Clause 
22,  insert  Clause  (C)  :— 

(Power  to  limited  owner  to  sell  holding  and 
leave  one-fourth  of  price  of  holding  on 
mortgage.) 

''A  landlord  of  a  holding,  being  a  limited 
owner  as  defined  by  the  twenty-sixth  section  of 
the  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  AH,  1870, 
may  by  agreement,  lubject  to  the  proviiionf  of 
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tiie  lAtidt  CUoBea  ConMlid&tion  Acti  (except  u 
much  of  the  (tune  as  t«lat«*  to  the  pachaae  of 
luidi  otherwue  than  by  Bgreement),  ull  and 
convey  such  holding  to  the  teniLDt,  and  may 
eiarcue  to  the  same  extent  oe  if  he  were  an 
absolute  owner  the  power  of  permittiiig  any 
Bum.  Dot  exceeding  one  fourth  in  amount  of  the 
price  which  the  tenant  may  pay  as  purchase 
money,  to  remain  as  a  chaive  upon  anch  holding 
secured  hj  a  mortg«[e,  and  in  ease  of  an^  ad- 
TSnce  being  made  by  the  Land  Commiaaion 
under  the  provisjong  of  this  Act  to  the  tenant 
for  the  porchiiae  of  Buch  holding,  any  anch 
mortgage  shall  be  subject  to  an;  charge  in 
favour  of  the  laai  Commisaion  for  eecnrina; 
anch  advance  ;  and  any  Bach  mortgage  and 
the  principal  moneys  secured  thereby  shall  be 
deemed  to  he  part  of  the  purchase  money  or 
compensation  payable  in  respect  of  the  punjiase 
ot  Bach  holding,  and  shall  he  dealt  with  acoard- 
iugl;  in  manner  provided  by  the  I^nds  Clausee 
O^isolidatiOD  Acts ;  and  in  the  construction  of 
the  said  Acta  tor  the  punioseB  of  this  section  the 
expression  '  the  Special  Act '  shall  be  construed 
to  mean  this  Act,  and  the  expression  '  the  pro- 
moters of  the  undertaMng  '  shall  be  constmed 
to  mean  the  tenant." 

Page  19,  line  12,  leave  out  from 
("who")  to  ("pay")  inline  H,  the 
next  Amendment,  read  a  second  Ume. 

Mb.  aiiADSTGNE  said,  he  would 
propose  certain  words  which  would  aub- 
Btituts  for  the  remoTal  of  the  condition 
of  three-fourthB  a  relaxation  of  that  con- 
dition. He  would  read  the  words  ahortlf. 
He  could  not  propose  this  Amendment 
withont  stating  uiat  he  regarded  the 
Iiords'  Amendment,  on  a  ground  apart 
from  the  merits  of  the  Amendment,  with 
very  great  jealousy  indeed  as  an  act 
done  by  the  House  of  Lords.  Ho  could 
not  presume  to  blame  them ;  but  be  must 
Bajne  looked  with  great  jealousy  upon 
an  act  done  by  the  House  of  Lords 
which  derogated  very  considerably  &om 
the  exclusive  privilege  of  the  House  of 
Commons  with  regard  to  the  expenditure 
of  public  money.  Still,  as  bo  understood 
the  authorities  of  the  House  were  not 
prepared  to  say  that  the  Amendment 
was  beyond  their  powers,  it  was  tbeir 
duty  to  deal  with  it  equitably  upon  the 
merits.  As  the  House  of  Lords  bad 
struck  out  the  limitation  of  three-fourths, 
the  effect  was  to  leave  the  amount  of 
money  to  be  expended  entirely  at  the 
discretion  of  the  Commissioners.  The 
Oovemment  were  not  prepared  to  pli 
the  strings  of  the  public  purse  in  the 
hands  of  the  Commission  in  that  way. 
A  point  was  raised  which  seemed  to  have 
some  reason  in  it.  It  was  said  that  there 
might  be  oaaes  of  villages  or  estates 
where 'it  was  hardly  to  be  expected  or 


desired  that  many  of  the  villagen  should 
become  porcbasere  of  their  htddingi. 
This  was  a  matter  in  which  the  discfa- 
tion  of  the  responsible  Oovemment 
might  fairly  be  introduced.  He  time- 
fbre  proposed  to  restore  tiie  three- 
fourths    imitation,    and    to     add    the 

"  The  condition  as  to  three-fonrths  of  ths 
number  of  tenants  may  be  relaxed  on  spadal 
grounds  with  the  consent  of  the  Lords  Commi*- 
moners  of  the  Treasury,  but  so  that  in  no  caas 
less  than  half  the  nurobo  of  tenants  shall  bs 
able  and  willing  to  purchase." 

Lords'  Amendment  ii*agr»«d  tt  ; 
Amendment  (Mr.  OladtUnu)  agrttd  U. 

Page  24,  line  25,  after  ("any")  in- 
sert ("state  or  colony  or"),  tiie  next 
Amendment,  agratdto. 

Page  25,  leave  out  subsections  (1) 
and  (2)  of  Clanse  81, — the  next  Amend- 
ment, dtta^Mtd  to. 

The  following  Amendments  wen 
agr*ed  to : — 

Page  26,  line  13,  after  ("Act")  in- 
sert ("  and  subject  to  the  proviuons  of 
this  Act");  line  14,  leave  out  ("Act") 
and  insert  ("Acta.") 

Page  27,  line  26,  after  ("  1870  ")  in- 
sert ("as  if  the  purposes  therein  rft- 
ferred  to  included  the  purposes  of  this 
Act.") 

Page  28,  line  3,  leave  out  ("twaUth 
day  of  February")  and  insert  ("four- 
teenth day  of  August  ")i  line  4,  after 
("any")  insert  ("permanent");  line 
21,  after  ("special")  insert  ("retir- 
ing.") 

Page    80,   line    11,   leave    out  from 
P'\ - 


('■AU  three  commissioners  sitting  togathsr, 
except  in  the  case  of  the  illness  or  nnavoidilils 
absence  o(  any  one  commissioner,  when  ai^ 
■ach  case  may  he  heard  by  two  commiMonMB 
sitting    together  ;    provided    that    neither  at 

before  whom  the  case  was  originally  heanU") 
Line  21,  leave  out  ("  number  of.") 

Transpose  Clauses  44  and  45. 

Page  81,  line  1,  after  ("may  ")  in- 
sert— 

("  In  case  it  thinks  flt,  penuit  any  partj 
aggrieved  by  the  decision  <rf  the  Land  Oommis- 
sion  in  any  proceedings  to  appoal  in  raapect  at 
any  matter  ari«ng  in  snch  prooeodinga  to  Ear 
Uajeaty's  Court  of  Appeal  in  Irdand,  aal 
may,") 


1M9 


ZmiLmp 


(AuousTll,  1881) 


{Trsland)  Bttt.  1590 


^4ihe  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

Thb  ATTOBNET  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  that  the 
Amendment  be  disagreed  to. 

Mb.  GIBSON  expressed  his  surprise 
at  the  Gk>Temment  proposing  to  dis- 
apiree  with  so  reasonable  and  just  a  pro- 
tiaion,  especially  as  he  understood  it 
was  accepted  by  the  RepresentatiTes  of 
the  Gk>Temment  in  the  other  House. 

Lords'  Amendment  disagreed  to. 

Page  31,  line  7,  after  ("  such  ")  insert 
(« matter  or"),  the  next  Amendment, 
Utagreed  to. 

The  following  Amendments  were 
9§re$iio: — 

Page  31,  Une  40,  after  («  final ")  in- 


^  (*'  ^OTided  always,  that  any  order  or  deci- 
■fln  made  by  three  members  of  the  Land  Com- 
BUHiain  shall  not  be  reviewed,  rescinded,  or 
varied,  ttxcept  by  three  members  of  the  Land 
OmmisBion. ') 

Page  32,  line  7,  afl»r  ("  court ")  in- 


('*  An  appeals  to  the  Land  Ck>mmiB8ion  under 
ds  Act  shall  be  heard  by  all  three  commis- 
■oners  sitting  together,  except  in  tiie  case  of 
IDnsM  or  nnavoidable  absence  of  any  one  com- 
missionur,  when  buj  appeal  may  be  heard  by 
two  commissioners  sitting  together,  one  of  whom 
dian  be  the  Judicial  Oonmiissioner.'*) 

Pase  32,  line  12,  leaye  out  (''re- 
peated ")  and  insert  (''  repealed  "),  and 
add— 

("  An  appeals  under  the  said  section  pending 
at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  this  Act  are 
hsnby  transferred  to  the  Land  Commission  ; 
and  all  further  proceedings  thereon  shall  be 
tsken  in  the  prescribed  manner.") 

Fiige  32,  line  16,  aflier  («  purposes  ") 
insert  (''or  for  the  holding  of  courts  of 
petty  sessions");  line  18,  after  the 
second  ("  and  ")  insert  ("  to  ") ;  Hue  21, 
after  ("shall")  insert  ("from  time  to 
time  "^ ;  lines  24  and  25,  leave  out  ("  to 
sooh  aroulation  and.") 

Page  33,  line  10,  after  ("  of  ")  insert 
("theLand  Commission  or  of  ") ;  line  1 2, 
after  ("  on  ")  insert ("  mortgagees  and  ") ; 
fine  S6,  after  ("  Parliament ")  insert — 

("And  if  an  Address  is  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  by  either  House  of  rarliamont  within 
ttMnm  subsequent  one  hundred  days  on  which 
Um  said  House  shall  have  sat  prayixig  that  any 
■Mh  mle  may  be  annulled.  Her  ^jesty  may 
flMraapoa  by  Order  in  Oouncil  annul  the  same, 
nd  toe  mle  so  annulled  shall  thenceforth  be- 
MBt  Toid  and  of  no  affwt,  but  without  pr^ 


judice  to  the  Talidity  of  any  proceedings  which 
may  in  the  meantime  have  been  taken  under 
the  same.'*) 

Page  34,  Transpose  Olause  53  to  fol- 
low Clause  56. 

Page  37,  line  16,  after  ("tenant") 
insert-— 

(*' Where  the  tenant  sublets  part  of  his 
holding  with  the  consent  of  his  landlord,  ho 
shall,  notwithstanding  such  subletting,  be 
deemed,  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  to  bo  still 
in  occupation  of  the  holding  "), 

— the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  that  the 
House  do  agree  with  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ment. 

Ix)rd8'  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Page  37,  line  31,  leave  out  from 
('*Act")  to  C'and")  in  line  34,  the 
next  Amendment,  disagreed  to. 

Page  38,  line  4,  leave  out  from 
C  wMch  " )  to  the  end  of  the  paragraph, 
and  insert — 

("The  Land  Commission  may  by  order  de- 
clare fit  to  be  purchased  as  a  separate  estate  for 
the  purposes  of  this  Act  "), 

— the  next  Amendment,  agreed  to. 

Page  39,  line  5,  leave  out  from 
('*  holding")  to  ('*let ")  in  Hne  6,  the 
next  Amendment,  agreed  to. 

Page  38,  line  9,  after  (*'  tenant  ")  in- 
sert ('*  Provided  that  any  such  letting 
made  after  the  passing  of  this  Act  shaU 
be  in  writing*'),  the  next  Amendment, 
amended,  by  inserting  after  the  word 
"be"  the  words  **by  contract;"  and 
after  the  word  **  writing "  the  words 
"which  shall  express  the  purpose  for 
which  such  letting  is  made." 

At  the  end  of  Clause  56  add  as  a  new 

sub  section — 

(9.)  **  Any  *  glebe  *  as  defined  by  the  Act  of 
thirty-eighth  and  thirty-ninth  Victoria,  chapter 
forty- two,  which  now  is  or  hereafter  shall  be 
held  or  occupied  by  any  '  ecclesiastical  persons ' 
as  by  the  same  Act  denned,  and  no  such  eccle- 
siastical person  shall  in  respect  of  such  *  glebe ' 
be  entitled  to  make  any  claim  for  compensation 
under  any  of  the  provisions  of  '  The  Landlord 
and  Tenant  (lre£uid)  Act,  1870,'  or  of  this 
Act," 

— the  next  Amendment,  agreed  to. 

Amendment  in  page  39,  to  leave  out 
lines  22  to  30,  the  next  Amendment,  read 
a  second  time. 
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The  ATTOBNET  GENEEAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  that  the 
House  disagree  with  the  Amendment. 
He  also  proposed  to  amend  the  original 
provision  of  the  Bill  by  extending  it  to 
all  legal  proceedings  on  the  understand- 
ing that  the  Court  should  only  act  upon 
it  in  cases  in  which  there  would  be  a 

Erobability  that  the  judicial  rent  would 
e  fixed  within  a  reasonable  time — say, 
three  months.  He  proposed  to  disagree 
with  the  Lords'  Amendment,  which  struck 
out  the  clause  altogether,  and  then  he 
would  move  to  amend  the  clause  by  the 
insertion  of  words  which  would  provide 
that  the  Court,  if  satisfied  that  the  judi- 
cial rent  would  be  fixed  in  a  reason- 
able time,  not  exceeding  three  calendar 
months,  sliould  make  an  order  to  stay 
execution  until  the  termination  of  pro- 
ceedings for  fixing  the  judicial  rent.  He 
now,  therefore,  in  the  first  place,  moved 
that  the  House  disagree  with  the  Lords 
in  their  Amendment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*^  That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  proposed  Amend- 
ment."— {Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ire* 
land.) 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  the  history  of  the 
clause  was  rather  peculiar.  The  clause 
itself  was  not  included  in  the  original 
proposals  of  the  Gt)vemment,  nor  was  it 
hinted  at  even  in  the  most  enigmatical 
form  by  the  Prime  Minister  on  the  second 
reading,  nor  was  it  suggested  in  the 
lengthened  discussions  which  took  place 
in  Committee,  or  mentioned  in  any 
stage  of  the  Beport  up  to  the  last  day. 
It  was  then  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  got  up 
and  proposed  it,  and  the  hon.  Member 
certainly  appeared  to  have  some  confi- 
dence that  it  would  be  accepted — be- 
cause, in  a  very  marvellous  way,  and 
with  remarkable  rapidity,  it  was  ac- 
cepted by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
There  was,  however,  this  extraordinary 
incident.  The  Prime  Minister  stated 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
would  later  on,  if  the  matter  were  post- 
poned, make  himself  answerable  for  the 
Amendment  that  would  be  proposed.  But 
when  they  came  to  the  clause  that  was  not 
done ;  but  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  proposed  words  that  were  agree- 
able to  the  Government.  Thus,  in  re- 
ality, it  was  an  Amendment   arranged 


between  the  hon.  Member  for  the  CSty 
of  Cork  and  the  Government.  [Mr. 
Gladstoite  :  In  the  House.]  He  did 
not  think  the  Prime  Minister  would 
question  the  accuracy  of  what  he  was 
now  stating.  This  occurred,  not  at  an 
early  stage  of  the  Eeport,  but  at  the  ver^ 
last  stage.  And  what  was  now  the 
character  of  the  change  proposed  ?  B 
was  a  change  which  affected  eveijr 
creditor  of  every  tenant  in  Ireland,  in- 
troduced into  an  Act  of  Parliament 
which  purported  only  to  deal  with  land- 
lords and  tenants  in  relation  to  land  and 
rent,  and  it  was  done  without  notice  to 
any  one  of  the  parties  whowere  affected 
by  the  transaction.  This  was  a  reiy 
serious  change ;  and  although  the  matter 
had  been  discussed  in  the  other  House, 
he  could  not  say  it  was  argued,  and  cer- 
tainly it  was  not  defended  by  the  Gh>- 
vemment  in  that  House.  The  Go- 
vernment ought,  if  they  then  intended 
to  expand  or  alter  their  Amendment^ 
to  have  given  some  intimation  in  the 
House  of  Lords  of  what  they  were  going 
to  do.  But  now,  at  the  present  stage, 
without  notice,  the  Government  Bou^t 
to  affect  another  class  who  had  by  bank- 
ruptcy taken  proceedings  ag^nat  the 
property  of  the  tenant.  If  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  now  intended  to  interfere  with  the 
action  of  a  creditor  who  had  by  his  ac- 
tivity obtained  a  right  of  proceeding  in 
bankruptcy,  why  did  they  not  give  an 
earlier  intimation  of  their  intention? 
Ho  wished  to  know  what  was  the  justi- 
fication for  the  clause  at  all  in  its  present 
shape,  and  why  it  had  been  introduced  ? 
Was  it  not  a  mere  afterthought  to  en- 
deavour to  pacify  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork?  To  use  a  common 
but  familiar  expression,  was  it  not  an 
endeavour  to  "  square  "  the  Land 
League.  They  all  knew  that  one  of 
the  most  frequent  utterances  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Bill  had  been  that  if  it 
passed  no  rent  need  be  paid  until  a  judi- 
cial rent  was  fixed,  and  this  clause  would 
be  pointed  out  as  the  machinery  by  which 
that  result  would  be  accompliuied.  Was 
it  reasonable  that  in  an  Act  which  pur- 
ported only  to  regulate  the  acts  of  a 
landlord  and  tenant  in  reference  to  land 
to  interfere  with  the  action  of  a  creditor  ? 
In  the  first  instance  it  was  proposed  that 
the  clause  should  apply  to  the  landlord 
only,  other  creditors  being  left  firee.  It 
was  then  extended  to  all  creditors ;  and 
he  ventured  to  think  that  the  fiuthet 
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npviiKm  it  haul  reoeiTod  wm  one  that 
would  not  stand  the  test  of  argument. 
The  laat  proposal  was  to  extend  the 
daose  to  proceedings  in  bankruptcy, 
and  what  would  be  the  result?  If  a 
tenant  became  bankrupt  his  interest  in 
the  farm  passed  to  his  assimees;  but 
the  olanse  in  the  shape  in  which  it  now 
appeared  would  seem  to  regard  only  the 
tenant's  interest.  His  ri^t  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General 
laid  the  first  Amendment  was  an  Amend- 
ment in  the  substance  of  the  clause  and 
an  amplification  of  it,  but  that  the  second 
Amendment  was  more  or  less  of  a  for- 
mal or  verbal  character.  In  other  words, 
in  the  process  of  giving  '*  bit  about/' 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  pro- 
poaed  to  give  the  substance  to  the  hon. 
Member  £r  tiie  City  of  Cork,  and  then 
to  aidd  something  else  which  should  have 
the  appearance  of  not  g^ine  quite  so  far. 
His  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  did  not 
hitnwAif  appear  to  think  that  the  second 
Amendment  amounted  to verymuch.  But 
if  the  Court  did  its  duty  it  was,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  a  substantial  change ;  and 
he  should  be  glad  to  know  if  the  Go- 
Temment  would  oarx^  out  their  propo- 
ntion  as  to  putting  m  plain  terms  on 
the  fSaoe  of  the  Amendment  that  one  of 
the  conditions  should  be  the  payment 
of  or  aeoority  for  the  whole  or  such  part 
of  Hie  debt  as  to  the  Court  mi^ht  seem 
jnat  ?  It  was  only  reasonable,  when  they 
arrested  the  action  of  a  creditor  who  by 
his  diligence  had  obtained  judgment,  and 
when  wey  proposed  to  anticipate  that  dili- 
sence,  that  there  should  be  a  test  of  bond 
juUtg  80  as  to  prevent  any  injustice  being 
done,  and  that  they  should  compel  the 
debtor  to  give  a  guarantee  of  ms  bond 
JU$i  and  to  pay  the  whole  or  such  sub- 
iiantial  part  of  the  debt  as  to  the  Court 
might  appear  to  be  just.  He  believed 
that  the  proposal  of  the  Government 
would  do  more  to  wreck  the  Bill  for 
which  they  were  responsible  than  any- 
thing else.  The  £p:«at  rock  ahead  of  the 
Bin,  as  everybody  knew,  was  the  danger 
of  litigation.  They  were  holding  out  a 
premium  to  litigation,  which  it  would 
oe  nearly  impossible  for  the  tenants  of 
Ireland  to  resist,  because,  whenever  a 
tenant  foand  himself  in  difficulties,  and 
whenever  a  man  had  a  judgment  against 
him,  his  first  step  would  be  to  tie  up  the 
j^aads  of  his  oreoitor,  by  involving  him- 
self and  his  landlord  in  litigation.  In 
gther  wordsi   the^  did  not  allow  the 


clause  to  operate,  except  where  there 
was  litigation ;  and  the  conditions  they 
were  imposing  were  conditions  whicn 
might  wreck,  or  seriously  interfere  with, 
the  entire  operation  of  the  BiU.  He 
could  not  avoid  the  suspicion  that  the 
course  of  the  Government  in  reference 
to  the  clause  had  been  considerably  in- 
fluenced by  the  earlier  proceedings  of 
the  evening.  He  remembered  when  the 
clause  originally  came  on  that  it  was 
scarcely  adopted  or  defended  by  the  Go- 
vernment. The  Prime  Minister  had  no- 
thing to  say  to  it.  He  gave  the  odgis  of 
his  presence  and  the  distinction  of  his 
silence  to  the  transaction  ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Gibson)  thought  he  was  justified  in  say- 
ing that  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentieman  the 
Prime  Minister  left  the  difficult  and  un- 
grateful task  of  defending  the  proposal 
to  the  adroitness  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  because  anything  that  could 
relieve  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of  any 
of  his  difficulties  in  Ireland  it  would  be 
more  than  human  to  expect  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  to  resist.  Accordingly, 
if  any  course  could  be  suggested  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  by  which  pro- 
cesses could  bo  suspended  during  the  re- 
mainder of  the  term  of  his  Chief  Secre  - 
taryship,  he  had  very  littie  doubt  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentieman — he  would  not 
say  as  a  politician  or  as  a  statesman— 
would  listen — he  would  be  more  than 
human  if  he  did  not — with  a  certain 
amount  of  sympathy  to  the  proposal. 
That  being  the  case,  the  Government 
had  an  active,  an  intelligent,  and  a 
silent  majority  to  support  them.  [i/i»i>- 
terial  cheers.^  He  admitted  that  occa- 
sionally the  majority  were  not  silent — 
that  thoy  applauded  with  great  anima- 
tion anything  which  indicated  their  ex- 
treme confidence  in  their  Leaders.  Now, 
a  Liberal,  speaking  of  a  similar  Conser- 
vative majority,  would  call  it  mechani- 
cal. But  he  never  used  hard  names. 
He  preferred  to  say  that  in  the  closing 
days  of  the  Session  the  minority  laboured 
under  a  difficulty  to  bring  up  their  men, 
the  only  effect  of  their  presence  being 
to  enable  them  to  register  a  protest; 
while  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  were  al- 
ways able  to  overwhelm  the  Opposition 
by  bringing  up  a  compact  body  of  enthu- 
siastic supporters,  ready  at  all  times  to 
show  their  allegiance  to  the  Ministers  of 
the  day,  and  who,  though  not  a  me- 
chanical, were  certainly  a  devoted,  ma- 
jority. 
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Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEB  (who  was  in- 
distinctly heard) :  I  must  say  a  word  on 
one  or  two  of  the  remarks  which  have 
fallen  from  ttie  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson).    He  has  thought  fit  to 
make  charges  against  Her    Majesty's 
Government  in  which  he  has  altogether 
misrepresented  their  intentions.  I  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman to  say  that  the  acceptance  by  the 
Government  of  the  Amendment  moved 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.   Pamell)  was    intended  to 
"square"  the  Land  League.    I  state 
again,  as  I  said  before,  that  we  thought 
it  would  be  an  advantage  in  the  case  of 
a  rack-renting  landlord  or  an  unfair 
creditor  that  he  should  not  be  able  to 
prevent  a  tenant  who  was  his  debtor 
from  obtaining  the  fixing  of  a  fair  rent 
before  he  was  deprived  of  his  holding. 
It  was  in  order  to  g^ard  against  that 
danger,  and  to  g^ve  full  efect  to  the 
proceedings  authorized  under  sub-sec- 
tion 3  of  Clause  12,  in  the  case  of  an 
ejectment  directed  by  the  County  Court 
or  one  of  the  Superior  Courts,  that  we 
accepted  the  Amendment.     The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  not  content 
with  making  that  charge,   makes  an- 
other— namely,  that  the    Amendment, 
instead  of  having  received  due  conside- 
ration, was  adopted  suddenly  this  even- 
ing, in  defiance  of  what  had  passed  in 
previous  debates.     Now,  I  really  think 
that  these  charges  are  most  unfair,  and 
that  it  is  hardly  in  accordance  with  the 
common  conduct  of  Business  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  that  that  kind  of 
charge  should  be  made.     We  propose 
to  deal  with  the  question,  because  we 
really  wish  to  enable  the  tenant  to  ob- 
tain a  judicial  rent,  and  we  have  ac- 
cepted the  Amendment  in  order  that  he 
shall  obtain  at  once  a  limit  of  time 
within  which  the  judicial  rent  shall  be 
fixed.    I  trust  that  the  House  will  be 
prepared  now  to  arrive  at  a  decision 
upon  the  question,  as  it  has  now  been 
fully  debated. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  he 
wished  to  point  out  to  the  Gt>vernment 
that  while  he  felt  it  to  be  quite  un- 
reasonable that  the  creditor  snould  be 
obliged  to  wait  for  an  indefinite  time, 
to  tie  down  the  tenant  to  a  period 
if  three  months  and  no  more  would 
on  many  cases  preclude  the  tenant  from 
obtaining  that  fiair  equity  to  which  he 


was  entitled.  He  fhonght  the  Ghyrem- 
ment,  in  order  to  carry  out  their  own 
views,  should  make  the  daiise  ran  in 
these  terms — 

**  The  Ooort  should  stay  .the  procMdedixigt  fcnr 
Bach  reasonable  period  oi  time  as,  in  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Court,  may  enable  the  tenant,  uj 
due  diligence  on  his  part,  to  obtain  from  this 
Ooort  a  degree  fixing  tne  judicial  rent." 

He  would  not  object  to  a  provision  re- 
quiring the  tenant  to  exert  himBelf  in 
order  to  obtain  a  judicial  rent,  so  that 
no  delay  should  be  occasioned  by  hia  in- 
action; but  if  the  tenant  did  use  due 
diligence,  then  he  should  not  be  pre- 
vented from  obtaining  the  ear  of  the 
Court.  Unless  some  such  such  words 
as  those  he  suggested  were  inserted,  and 
if  the  hard-and-fast  line  of  three  months 
were  adopted,  the  acceptance  of  the 
Amendment  would  really  make  it  worth 
very  little  to  the  tenantry  of  Ireland. 
He  quite  agreed  that  the  tenant  should 
not  be  allowed  to  lie  on  his  oars  in 
order  to  defeat  the  creditor,  but  that  he 
should  exert  himself  in  order  to  obtain 
the  fixing  of  ajudidal  rent. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'EENNA  (who  spoke 
amid  considerable  interruption,   wnidh 

Erevented  many  of  his  observations  from 
eing  heard)  was  understood  to  say  that 
the  acceptance  of  a  limit  of  three  months 
would  be  most  unsatisfkotory  to  the  Irisih 
Members  on  that  side  of  the  House. 
The  clause,  as  he  regarded  it,  was  in- 
tended to  guard  the  tenant  who  had  been 
suffering  m>m  rack  rent,  and  who  had 
paid  a  rack  rent  for  a  number  of  years, 
and  had  thereby  become  embarrassed  in 
his  circumstances,  from  being  suddenly 
pounced  upon  by  his  landlord,  and  to 
enable  him  to  set  up  his  interest  in  the 
tenant  right,  in  order  to  g^t  a  judicial 
rent  fixed.  It  was  quite  obvious  that 
the  tenant's  right  should  be  fixed  by  a 
judicial  rent,  with  a  clear  understanding 
as  to  whether  he  had  been  subjected  to 
a  rack  rent  or  not.  The  right  of  the 
tenant  should  not  be  sold  except  under 
such  circumstances  as  would  enable  the 
tenant  to  receive  the  full  value  of  it 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided :— Ayes  225 ;  Noes 
113:    Majority    112.  — (Div.  list,  No. 

379.) 

Thb  ATTOBNEY  general  vom 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  proposed  to 
amend  the  original  dause  b^  tne  insarv 


1597 


ZmulLmQ 


(August  1 J ,  1881  |  ilrsland)  BiU. 


1598 


tio&  of  the  word  '' prooeedingB "  after 
"action  "  in  two  places. 

Amendment  Mgrnd  to. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved,  in  the 
words  so  restored,  in  pase  29,  line  26, 
after  the  word  "  pending,    to  insert  the 


"  If  satisfied  that  each  judicial  rent  will  be 
fixed  witlun  a  reaeonable  time,  not  exceeding 
in  any  caae  three  months." 

Qoestion  proposedi  "That  those  words 

be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  he  was  sorry 
that  the  Gh>Yemment  had  moved  to  fix 
a  limit  which,  in  his  opinion,  in  a  ma- 
jority of  cases,  would  render  the  clause 
practically  useless  and  illusory.  He 
agreed  to  the  fullest  extent  that  if  the 
proceedings  for  fixing  a  judicial  rent 
were  to  be  indefinitely  delayed,  it  would 
be  unreasonable  to  ask  the  landlord  or 
other  creditor  to  wait  for  his  money. 
But  he  would  submit  that,  on  the  other 
hand,  they  should  seek  a  mean  in  the 
matter,  and  instead  of  fixing  a  narrow 
lunit  of  three  months,  which  was  much 
too  smaU  for  the  purpose  in  view,  that 
they  should  leave  tne  limit  to  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Court.  Under  the  clause,  as 
it  now  stood,  the  Court  was  unduly  fet- 
tered in  a  way  that  was  open  to  much 
oritioism,  because  it  was  provided  in  the 
Bill  that  the  Coiurt  might  stay  the  writ 
of  ezeoution  until  the  termination  of  the 
proceedings  to  fix  a  judicial  rent.  That 
miffht  be  for  a  very  long  time,  and  he 

Smte  agreed  ^at  some  incentive  should 
e  held  out  in  the  clause  to  hasten  his 
pooeedings,  and  to  use  all  due  diligence 
m  order  to  obtain  the  fixing  of  the  judi- 
cial rent.  He  might  follow  the  analofi;y 
nresented  by  the  12th  clause — namety, 
uat  there  should  be  no  limit  inserted 
whatever — because  by  the  12th  clause 
thmrgave  power  to  the  Court  to  stay 
actions  for  ejectment  for  non-payment  of 
rent,  whereas  by  the  present  clause 
they  sought  now  to  prescribe  a  narrow 
limit  of  Uiree  months.  What  he  wished 
chiefly  to  provide  in  this  case  was  that 
where  the  tenant,  owing  to  having  got 
into  difficulties,  was  unable  to  pay  his 
rent,  and  applied  to  the  Court  to  fix  a 
judicial  rent,  with  a  view  to  being  en- 
sbled  to  sell  his  interest  in  the  holding, 
iriien  that  judicial  rent  was  fixed  the 
pooeedings  should  be  stayed,  in  order 


to  enable  him  to  realize  his  assets  to  the 
fullest  extent,  because  it  was  manifest 
that  until  a  judicial  rent  was  ascertained 
it  would  be  impossible  for  the  tenant  to 
know  what  to  ask  for  his  interest  in  the 
holding,  or  for  a  future  buyer  to  know 
what  to  give  him.  He  did  not  wish  so 
much  to  protect  the  tenant  who  was  able 
to  pay  his  rent ;  but  his  only  object  was 
to  protect  the  tenant  who  was  unable  to 
pay  his  rent,  and  to  enable  him  to  sell 
his  interest — in  point  of  fact,  to  prevent 
the  sale  of  his  interest  by  the  landlord, 
for  arrears  of  rent,  until  the  nature  of 
the  tenant's  assets  should  have  been 
fixed  by  the  Court.  That  was  all  he 
asked,  and  he  submitted  that  with  re- 
g^d  to  proceedings  of  this  character  it 
was  absurd  to  fix  a  limit  of  three 
months,  which,  in  the  very  nature  of  the 
case,  must  be  wholly  inadequate.  He 
admitted  that  in  some  cases  three  months 
would  be  amply  sufficient ;  but  he  would 
leave  it  open  to  the  Court  to  extend  the 
time  beyond  three  months,  or  even  make  it 
less  than  three  months,  if  necessary.  He 
asked  the  Government,  instead  of  ham- 
pering the  Court  with  a  limit,  to  agree 
to  an  Amendment  which  he  proposed  to 
move  later  down  in  the  clause,  and  which, 
although  of  a  simple  character,  would, 
he  thought,  meet  all  the  circumstances 
of  the  cases.  He  would  propose,  after 
the  word  *'  conditions,"  in  line  27,  to  add 
the  words  **  and  for  such  period."  If 
some  such  Amendment  were  not  adopted, 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  would 
be  worthless. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Farreb  Hebsciiell)  said,  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  was  to  fix  a  limit  of  three  months, 
and  the  conclusion  the  Government  had 
arrived  at  was  that  it  was  only  reason- 
able and  right  that  there  should  be  a 
limit  of  time,  or  otherwise  considerable 
danger  would  be  incurred.  He  would 
point  out  at  once  what  the  danger  was. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  if  they  had 
a  case  in  which  a  tenancy  was  about  to 
be  sold,  it  would  be  for  the  interest  of 
the  tenant,  and  of  the  creditor  also,  that 
a  judicial  rent  should  be  fixed,  and  that 
the  sale  should  be  stayed  for  a  reason- 
able time  until  the  judicial  rent  was 
fixed.  But  if  there  was  ereat  delay  in 
fixing  a  judicial  rent,  the  advantage 
might  be  too  dearly  purchased,  because 
it  would  be  purchased  at  the  risk  of 
sacrificing  the  interests  of  the  creditor.' 
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Tliere  was,  oonsequently,  this  great 
danger,  that  if  they  did  not  fix  a  limited 
period,  they  might  commit  injustice  to 
the  creditor  by  delaying  to  an  indefinite 
time  the  payment  of  the  money  due ;  and 
next,  that  they  would  give  an  induce- 
ment to  the  tenants  to  so  into  Court  to 
have  a  judicial  rent  fixed  merely  for  the 
purpose  of  so  filling  the  Court  with  ap- 
plications that  the  proceedings  of  the 
Court  would  be  necessarily  delayed,  and 
the  creditor  would  be  kept  out  of  his  money 
for  an  indefinite  period.  By  allowing  any 
delay  in  the  sale  until  a  judicial  rent 
was  fixed  there  would  certainly  be  an 
inducement,  by  making  a  number  of 
applications,  to  interpose  an  artificial 
delay  between  a  debtor  and  his  creditor, 
the  real  object  being  not  to  get  a  judicial 
rent  fixed,  but  to  delay  the  payment  of 
debts.  That,  he  thought,  everyone  would 
feel  to  be  an  injustice,  and  it  was  against 
such  a  danger  that  the  Government  were 
anxious  to  guard.  For  that  reason,  they 
had  proposed  a  limit  of  three  months. 

Me.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  confessed  that 
he  was  entirely  taken  by  surprise  to  find 
the  Government  adhering  to  the  hard- 
and-fast  line  of  three  months.  The  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  amounted  to  this — that  if  a  ten- 
ant had  made  an  application  to  the 
Court  for  the  fixing  of  a  fair  rent,  other 
persons  might  perhaps,  without  any 
privity  on  his  part,  crowd  the  Court 
with  similar  applications,  and  he  was  to 
suffer  in  consequence.  He  had  never 
before  heard  such  a  doctine  laid  down. 
What  he  contended  for  was  the  bond  fides 
of  the  application,  and  if  the  tenant  used 
due  dihgence,  he  did  not  see  why  he 
should  be  damnified.  It  was  most  un- 
reasonable that  the  tenant  should  be  in- 
jured for  that  which  was  no  fault  of  his 
own.  If  the  tenant  had  an  equity,  why 
should  the  Legislature  deprive  him  of 
that  equity  for  that  which  was  no  fault 
whatever  on  his  part  ?  In  most  cases  a 
period  of  three  months  would  afford 
abundance  of  time ;  but  he  contended 
that  the  question  of  the  absolute  limit 
was  one  which  ought  to  be  left  to  the 
discretion  of  the  Court,  which  should 
have  full  power  to  take  care  that  the 
tenant  was  not  injured.  The  Irish  Mem- 
bers were  as  anxious  as  anyone  to 
checkmate  and  render  impossible  any 
trickery  on  the  part  of  the  tenant  for  the 
purpose  of  postponing  a  decision ;  but 
that  would  be  effectoa^y  done  by  the 


olause  without  fixing  s  limit  of  ffairee 
months.  The  Court  should  be  allowed 
to  judfi^  whether  the  application  was 
bond  fide  or  not,  and  should  be  able  to 
say  to  a  tenant — ''You  have  not  used 
due  diligence,  and  we  will  not  even  give 
you  three  months."  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  asked  the  Government 
not  to  adhere  to  the  limitof  three  months^ 
which  might  be  made  to  work  a  most 
gprievous  injury  to  the  tenant.  This  was 
the  last  Amendment  that  would  come 
before  the  House  of  Commons,  and  he 
appealed  to  Her  Majesty's  Gk>vemment 
not  to  let  their  last  act  in  connection 
with  the  Bill — which  he  believed  would 
be  one  of  blessing  to  his  countrymen — 
to  be  an  ungracious  one.  He  earnestly 
appealed  to  them  not  to  let  the  last  a^ 
of  a  four  or  five  months'  discussion  be 
one  of  difference  with  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, and  he  strongly  entreated  them  to 
make  the  concession  asked  of  them.  He 
was  not  wedded  to  an  exact  phraseoloffj 
of  the  clause;  but  he  appealed  simpiy 
for  justice  to  the  tenant,  and  he  asked 
the  Prime  Minister  to  meet  the  Irish 
Members  a  little  more  reasonably  in  this 
matter  than  he  had  yet  indicated* 

Mb.  gray  said,  he  thought  the 
Amendment  would  be  quite  useless  if 
the  limit  of  three  months  were  retained 
in  it.  He  failed  to  see  upon  what  prin- 
ciple the  Government  had  arrived  at  the 
period  of  three  months.  He  would  take 
the  instance  referred  to  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land. The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman said  that  a  number  of  applica- 
tions might  be  made  within  a  week  of 
the  passing  of  the  Act  for  the  fixing  of  a 
judicial  rent ;  but  had  they  any  reason 
to  believe  that  the  Commission  would  be 
constituted,  and  in  full  working  order, 
and  capable  of  fixing  judicial  rents 
within  three  months  of  me  passing  of 
the  Act?  If  not,  the  people  who  applied 
within  a  week  of  the  passing  of  the  Act 
would  have  their  interests  swept  away, 
not  on  account  of  any  fault  of  their  own, 
or  any  negligence  on  their  part,  but  be- 
cause the  Commission  had  not  been  able 
to  get  itself  into  working  order  within 
the  time  named  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  hims^.     If   they 

S reposed  any  limitation,  based  on  the 
efault  of  tne  tenant,  in  any  shape  or 
form,  that  would  be  perfectly  right ;  bat 
they  proposed  a  limitation,  and  gave  the 
tenant  no  n^eai^s  whatever  of  esoaniitf 
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fixim  it.  He  might  use  all  dae  dili- 
gence; he  mieht  make  his  application 
on  the  yeiy  day  after  the  Act  passed ; 
bat,  owing  to  some  delay  in  a  Govern- 
mental r^partment,  or  some  other  cir- 
eomstance  over  which  he  had  no  con- 
trol, the  right  which  it  was  professed  to 
nve  him  would  he  taken  away.  The 
Bill,  therefore,  was  only  holding  out 
hopes  which  might  mislead  him.  It 
would  be  more  straightforward  to  cancel 
the  Amendment  altogether  than  propose 
the  clause  in  its  present  shape,  Because 
he  believed  the  Court  would  oe  blocked 
by  the  number  of  Applications  which 
would  be  made  to  it.  It  would  not  be 
the  Land  Court  which  would  have  to 
decide  the  matter,  but  the  Superior 
Courts  of  the  country  ;  and  surely  they 
oould  be  trusted  in  such  a  case.  If  the 
anticipation  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  were  to  come  true,  it  would 
only  show  that  every  man  who  applied 
in  this  wa7  would  apply  under  the  Act, 
and  would  facilitate  the  working  of  the 
Act  by  getting  a  judicial  rent  fixed.  It 
was  scarcely  reasonable  to  assume  that 
men  would  run  the  risk  of  having  a 
higher  than  a  judicial  rent  fixed  for  the 

Surpose  of  escaping  from  a  debt  that 
lev  would  be  ultimately  bound  to  pay. 
Unless  some  modification  of  the  pro- 
posal of  the  GK>vemment  were  made,  it 
would  be  better  to  cancel  the  Amend- 
ment altogether. 

Mb.  DALY  agpreed  with  the  hon. 
If  ember  for  Carlo  w  (Mr.  Ghray)  that  the 
acceptance  of  the  .^jnendment  as  it  at 
pzeeent  stood  would  not  do  good.  To 
his  mind,  they  should  allow  the  Court, 
in  extreme  cases,  where  the  tenant  had 
made  a  band  fide  application  at  the 
earliest  possible  time,  and,  through  no 
fiiult  of  his  own,  had  been  unable  to 
proceed  to  settle  before  three  months,  to 
permit  proceedings  to  be  taken.  lie 
would  propose  tiiat  the  tenant  should 
have  six  months  allowed  him ;  and  they 
must  bear  in  mind  that  by  giving  this 
time  they  would  not  be  holding  out  any 
inducement  to  the  tenants  to  cause  delay, 
because  the  power  of  extending  the  time 
would  be  given  to  the  Court.  He  would 
move  that  the  word  ''six"  be  substi- 
tuted for  the  word  ''  three  "  in  the  pro- 
posed Amendment. 

Mb.    OIYAN  said,   he  thought  the 

Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 

(Sty  of  Cork  (Mr.  ParneU)  sliould  be 

\   accepted.    The  practice  of  the  County 

?      YOL.  OOLXIV.      [tuiud  series.] 


Court  Judffes  was  to  hold  their  sittings 
quarterly,  out  not  at  even  intervals  of 
three  months.  The  terms  were  at  Hilary, 
Easter,  Summer,  and  October,  and  the  in- 
terval between  the  Summer  and  October 
terms  was  always  four  months — namely, 
from  the  1st  of  June  to  the  1st  of  October. 
Therefore,  supposing  the  tenant  had  to 
bring  his  action  in  the  County  Court, 
it  might  be  impossible  for  him  to  have 
his  rent  fixed  within  the  necessary  three 
months.  It  would  thus  be  evident  that 
if  the  Commissioners  adopted  the  same 
procedure  as  the  County  Court  Judges 
with  regard  to  the  holding  of  Sessions, 
an  injustice  must  fall  on  the  tenant. 
He  thought  this  hard-and-fast  rule 
should  not  be  adhered  to  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  he  would  strongly  recommend 
the  Prime  Minister  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  the  Government 
would  relieve  the  minds  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  and  at  the  same  time  get  out 
of  this  difficulty,  if  they  declared  it  to  bo 
their  intention  to  appoint  a  large  num- 
ber of  Assistant  Commissioners  to  facili- 
tate the  progress  of  this  business.  That 
would  satisfy  a  larse  number  of  gentle- 
men out  in  the  Loboy  who  were  anxious 
to  get  the  appointments,  as  well  as  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  and  the  Irish  people 
generally. 

Mr.  DALY  rose  to  a  point  of  Order. 
The  Speaker  did  not  seem  to  have  caught 
tlie  fact  that  he  had  moved  an  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber move  an  Amendment  on  this  Amend- 
ment ? 

Mr.  DALY :  Yes,  if  satisfied  that 
such  judicial  rent  would  bo  fixed  in  a 
reasonable  time  ''not  exceeding  three 
months."  My  Amendment  is  to  leave 
out  the  word  ** three"  and  substitute 
the  word  "six." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  by  leaving  out  the 
word  ''three,"  and  inserting  the  word 
"  six," — {Mr,  Dalf/f) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
"three"  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Amendment." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  cannot  assent 
to  the  Amendment  that  has  been  moved. 
In  this  case  it  is  said  that  it  is  hard  a 
tenant  should  suffer  in  consequence  of 
what  might  be  the  fault  of  others ;  but 
then  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  in 
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certain  quarters  demands  would  be 
made  not  to  pay  the  rent  in  consequence 
of  the  delay  held  out  to  them  by  this 
Amendment  in  regard  to  getting  the 
judicial  rent  fixed.  I  cannot  admit  the 
danger  will  arise,  on  the  other  hand,  in 
the  degree  which  has  been  stated  by 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  The 
tenant  would  not  go  into  Court  were 
he  afraid  the  rent  would  be  raised,  but 
only  if  he  expected  it  would  be  lowered. 
In  a  great  many  cases,  no  doubt,  he  will 
go  into  Court  expecting  it  to  be  lowered, 
when  his  expectations  will  not  be  real- 
ized. He  may  be  tempted  to  go  into 
Court  simply  because  of  the  prospect 
held  out  to  him  by  the  judicial  rent ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  the  judicial  rent 
may  be  something  with  which  to  satisfy 
the  claims  of  his  creditors.  We  agree 
in  principle  with  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  City,  that  hardship  to 
the  landlords  might  result  from  the  mis- 
judgment  of  a  great  many' tenants,  when 
temptation  was  held  out  to  them  to  apply 
for  a  judicial  rent,  in  consequence  of  a 
certain  amount  of  delay  they  may  con- 
ceive they  were  likely  to  obtain.  On 
this  account  we  cannot  agree  to  a  pro- 
longation of  the  term. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  be  seized  with  an 
inexplicable  fear  of  the  operations  of 
his  own  Court.  Suppose  there  was  a 
certain  temptation  held  out  to  some  ten- 
ants, did  not  the  Court  hold  out  the 
temptation  to  the  very  worst  class  of 
lanalords''so  to  delay  the  progress  of  the 
suits  for  fixing  a  just  rent  that  sufficient 
time  and  opportunity  might  not  be  af- 
forded to  the  tenant  to  sell  out  ?  He 
thought  there  was  just  as  much  likeli- 
hood that  injustice  would  be  committed  on 
the  one  side  as  on  the  other ;  and,  in  face 
of  the  certainty  that  great  injustice  would 
be  done  to  many  tenants  if  insufficient 
time  were  allowed  them  to  prosecute 
theirjust  claims,  he  could  not  see  how 
the  House  could  refuse  the  application 
of  the  Irish  Members. 

Mb.  DAWSON  said,  he  did  not  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  had  answered  the  question  put 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Gfivan).  It  might  be  a  legal  point  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not  an- 
swer J  but,  if  that  were  so,  tiie  Attorney 
Gheneral  was  by  his  side,  and  throu^ 
him  he  would  be  able  to  answer.  It 
had  been  pointed  out  that  for  more  than 
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three  months  the  Court  might  be  pre- 
vented from  going  into  a  case.  In  an- 
swer to  the  hon.  Member  for  Monaghan, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  surely  should 
say  that  where  four  months  elapsed 
the  tenant  should  not  lose  all  bene&  of 
the  clause. 

Mb.  EEDMOND  said,  the  words ''  six 
months "  followed  the  words  ''  not  ex- 
ceeding." Therefore,  it  was  a  question 
in  the  discretion  of  the  Court  whether 
proceedings  should  be  stayed  for  more 
than  three  months  or  less.  The  Amend- 
ment would  not  fix«a  hard-and-fast  line. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  223 ' 
Noes  65:  Majority  158. — (Div.  List, 
No.  380.) 

Amendment  again  proposed  to  the 
words  so  restored. 

In  page  89,  line  26,  after  the  word  "  pend- 
ing," to  inaert  **  if  satisfied  that  such  judicial 
rent  will  be  fixed  within  a  reasonable  time,  not 
exceeding  in  any  case  three  months." — {Mr, 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  he  thought 
he  and  his  hon.  Friends  would  not  be 
discharging  their  duty  if  they  allowed 
this  clause,  as  amended,  to  be  put  with- 
out making  a  much  more  strenuous  and 
serious  and  prolonged  struggle.  He 
scarcely  could  believe  that  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  knew  the  meaning  of  their  Amend- 
ment. According  to  sub-section  3  of 
Clause  12,  a  lanmord  who  was  proceed- 
ing by  ejectment  was  bound  to  stay  the 
proceedings  until  the  termination  of  an 
application  for  the  fixing  of  a  judicial 
rent.  There  were  two  (S)urts — that  to 
which  the  tenant  could  ^o  for  a  judicial 
rent,  and  the  Court  to  which  application 
could  be  made  to  stay  proceedings.  How 
could  the  Court  which  was  to  stav  pro- 
ceedings have  official  knowledge  of  what 
had  been  done  by  the  Court  dealing 
with  a  judicial  rent?  He  did  not  wish 
to  offer  any  obstructive  opposition,  and, 
therefore,  he  would  not  move  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate,  though  he 
thought  the  importance  of  the  question 
would  have  justified  that  course.  He 
only  desired  to  mark  his  sense  of  the 
action  of  the  Government,  and  he  hoped 
his  hon.  Friend  would  persist  in  his 
opposition  until  the  Amendment  was  a 
little  more  amended, 
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Kb.  DAWSON  aaid,  he  thonght  the 
Amendment  a  departarefrom  dause  12. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SuLUVAN  complained 
that  he  and  his  hon.  Friends  had  had  no 
assLstance  in  this  matter  from  the  rieht 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gib- 
son), at  whose  instance  the  scope  of  this 
Amendment  was  enlarged  on  a  former 
occasion.  The  Government  proposed  to 
accept  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  0il7  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
as  to  the  landlords,  when  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  pointed  out  that 
it  would  be  only  half  effectual  as  long  as 
other  creditors  were  allowed  to  proceed. 
For  that  service  they  would  never  cease  to 
be  grateful  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
(Gentleman  —  \^Laughter] — though  they 
believed  he  h^  been  taken  to  task  by 
his  own  Friends.  The  credit  was  due  to 
him,  and  not  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork.  The  hon.  Member  for  Galway 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  thought  they  had 
not  fought  the  matter  strenuously  enough. 
He  himself  felt  very  stronglv  upon  it, 
but  he  hoped  at  this  stage  they  would 
not  be  wanting  in  dignity  in  their  oppo- 
sition. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  delighted 
to  get  gratitude  from  any  quarter  of  the 
House,  buthe  must  repudiate  the  smallest 
responsibility  in  this  matter. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  protested  earnestly 
against  the  manner  in  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  yielded  to  pressure  — 
which  could  hardly  be  called  worthy 
pressure— and  had  withdrawn  the  most 
just  concession  which  they  originally 
made.  This  limitation  of  three  months 
would  practically  destroy  the  effect  of 
the  concession,  and  would  render  it 
purely  nominal  and  nugatory ;  and  the 
Government  might  as  well  understand 
from  the  Irish  Party  that  they  recog- 
nized what  the  Government  had  done, 
and  that  notwithstanding  all  the  magni- 
ficent language  of  their  supporters  with 
reg^ard  to  the  rights  of  the  people  they 
had  yielded  on  a  matter  of  the  first 
importance  to  the  Irish  people.  It  would 
he  more  manlv  to  strike  out  the  con- 
cession altogether,  for  it  was  perfectly 
worthless  as  it  stood.  It  was  only 
another  proof  that  the  Government  had 
come  to  their  conclusion  without  regard 
to  tilie  Party  which  represented  the  Irish 
tenantry ;  and  he  was  sorry  that  a  lareer 
number  of  that  Party  did  not  feel  that 
the  first  consideration  on  this  matter  was 


not  exactly  the  dignity  of  the  Govern- 
ment, but  the  necessary  defence  of  the 
Irish  tenantry.  This  was  a  sop  to  the 
noble  incorrigibles  and  irreconcileables 
in  ''  another  place/'  and  to  them  the  in- 
terests of  the  Irish  people  were  being 
sacrificed. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes 210 ;  Noes 
34  :  Majority  176.— (Div.  List,  No.  381.) 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  he  had  another 
Amendment  to  move,  which  would  give 
the  Government  a  last  chance  of  acting 
in  a  straightforward  manner — a  manner 
which  he  begged  to  say  they  had  not 
adopted  in  the  way  in  which  they  had 
met  the  Amendments  of  the  House  of 
Lords.  He  thought  it  would  have  been 
far  more  straightforward  if  the  Govern- 
ment had  adopted  the  Lords'  A.mendments, 
rather  than  have  sought  to  carry  out  the 
objects  of  the  Lords  in  a  disguised 
fashion.  That  was  what  had  happened. 
The  Government  appeared  to  have  been 
afraid  to  adopt  the  Amendments  of  the 
Lords  in  a  straightforward  fashion,  and 
they  had  sought,  in  a  roundabout  way, 
and  in  a  disguised  fashion,  to  carry  out  the 
object  of  the  Lords  in  the  rejection  of 
the  last  part  of  this  clause.  He  thought, 
after  the  strong  expression  of  opinion 
given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
a  different  course  might  have  been  pur- 
sued. The  provisions  of  the  clause,  as 
they  stood,  were  at  present  not  worth 
anything ;  and,  for  his  part,  he  would 
prefer  to  see  them  cut  out  of  the  Bill 
altogether,  than  that  it  should  be  sup- 
posed that  the  Government  had  made 
any  concession  in  the  matter.  The  con- 
cession was  i)erfoctly  worthless,  and  he 
made  the  Government  a  present  of  it. 
He  begged  to  move,  after  the  word 
"  months,"  to  add  the  words — 

**  And  if  satisfied  that,  although  such  judi- 
cial rent  cannot  bo  fixed  within  such  period  of 
three  months,  said  inability  has  arisen  from  no 
collusion  or  default  on  the  part  of  the  tenant, 
and  that  such  rent  can  be  fixed  within  any  fur- 
ther reasonable  period." 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  he 
was  reluctant  to  take  part  in  any  pro- 
longed discussion  of  the  Amendment ; 
but  ho  must  point  out  that  the  advan- 
tages which  the  Government  intended 
to  give  would  be  illusory.     It  was  per- 
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f ectly  clear  that  upon  a  full  oonBideration 
of  the  clause,  as  amended,  it  would  be 
found  that,  in  effect,  it  conferred  no  ad- 
vantages upon  the  tenant  at  all.  In  the 
first  place,  he  would  remind  the  House 
that  this  was  a  question  not  of  the  Court 
absolutely  saying  that  the  proceedings 
should  be  stayed,  but  simply  of  giving 
to  the  Court  a  discretion  as  to  the  period 
during  which  the  proceedings  might  be 
stayed.  It  must  be  recollected  that  al- 
ready the  Court  might  impose  restrictions 
as  to  the  limit  of  time,  and  certain  other 
conditions,  such  as  requiring  security  to 
be  given,  and  so  forth.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  county  of  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Givan),  who  had  himself  had  great  prac- 
tical experience,  having  himself,  been  a 
practising  solicitor  in  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions Courts,  had  pointed  out  that  it  was 
utterly  impossible,  in  the  course  of  three 
months,  to  deal  with  the  question  of 
rent  at  all.  But  the  application  to  stay 
proceedings  was  to  be  made  to  the  Court 
in  which  the  proceedings  were  pending, 
and  that  might  be  the  Court  of  Quarter 
Sessions. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  No,  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  is  mistaken. 

Me.  CHAELES  EUSSELL  :  Why 
not? 

Mb.  GIBSON :  It  must  be  made  in 
one  of  the  Superior  Courts. 

Mb.  CHAELES  EUSSELL  believed 
that  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
was  correct ;  but  what  was  to  be  the 
judgment  of  the  Court  ?  It  would  not 
be  a  question  of  which  the  Court  had  any 
judicial  cognizance.  But,  within  very 
narrow  limits,  it  would  be  called  upon  to 
exercise  a  judicial  discretion  with  refer- 
ence to  what  another  Court,  of  which 
they  knew  nothing,  might  do  as  to  the 
fixing  of  a  judicial  rent.  He  would 
point  out  that  a  close  analogy  prevailed 
between  Section  13  of  the  Bill,  as  it  was 
returned  from  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
Section  12,  as  it  was  sent  up  by  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  the  present  sec- 
tion in  regard  to  the  question  of  stay- 
ing the  proceedings.  For  all  practic^ 
purposes,  there  was  a  true  and  close 
analogy  between  the  two  cases.  Sec- 
tion 13  dealt  with  the  question  of  pro- 
ceedings in  an  ejectment  for  the  re- 
covery of  possession  of  a  holding,  and 
it  provided  that  the  Court  should  have 
power  to^  stay  the  proceedings  in  eject- 
ment at  its  discretion,  and  on  such  terms 
and  conditions  as  it  might  think  right  to 
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impose,  until  tbeiudicnal  rent  should  be 
determined.  What  was  the  subject- 
matter  of  the  present  section  ?  It  was 
a  proceeding,  not  in  a  matter  of  eject- 
ment, but  under  a  fi  fa^  in  compliance 
with  the  judgment  of  a  Superior  Court. 
It  sought  to  realize  the  judgment  by  the 
sale  of  the  tenant's  interest  in  the  hold- 
ing, which  would  be  just  as  effectual,  so 
far  as  the  tenant  was  concerned,  as  an 
ejectment,  or  even  more  so,  because  in 
the  one  case  there  would  be  a  period  of 
six  months  for  redemption,  whereas  in 
the  other  the  period  was  to  be  for  the 
discretion  of  the  Court  to  determine. 
Why  a  hard-and-fast  line  of  three  months 
should  be  now  drawn,  he  was  at  a  loss  to 
imagine.  He  fully  admitted  that  the  Bill, 
as  it  stood,  was  a  valuable  Bill  in  the 
interests  of  the  tenant ;  but  it  also  gave 
full  security  to  the  landlord  whenever  the 
tenant's  interest  was  sold.  By  Clause  1 ,  in 
sub-section  16,  every  charge  and  claim 
the  landlord  had  for  rent,  or  damage,  or 
breach  of  contract,  was  made  a  first 
charge  upon  the  proceeds  of  the  sale. 
He  was  exceedingly  sorry  that  this 
matter  had  not  been  thought  out  more 
carefuUy  by  the  Government  in  order  to 
see  what  the  result  would  be,  and  he 
was  afraid  that  the  clause  very  much 
diminished  the  advantages  which  the 
Bill  professed  to  give. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  fob 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Law)  remarked,  that 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  very 
much  mistaken  in  the  inference  he  had 
drawn  that  the  question  had  not  been 
carefully  considered  by  the  Gt>vemment. 
It  had,  indeed,  been  very  carefully  con- 
sidered. But  it  must  be  recollected  that 
there  mifi;ht  be  a  creditor  who  was  not 
the  landlord,  and  who  had  no  connec- 
tion with  the  landlord — an  ordinary 
creditor  who  simply  wanted  his  money. 
The  debtor  who  owed  the  money  found 
himself  unable  to  discharge  the  debt| 
and  if  the  creditor  obtained  judgment, 
an  execution  might  sweep  away  all 
the  debtor's  chattels  without  affecting 
the  tenancy  at  all.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Givan}  stated 
that  the  Sessions  only  sat  at  particular 
seasons  of  the  year,  with  an  interval  in 
one  season  of  four  months,  and  con- 
tended that  the  limitation  it  was  pro- 
posed to  fix  in  thA  clause  would  render 
it  valueless,  because  three  months  would 
not  bring  them  to  anything  like  the 
the  time  of  the  Court's  sitting.    But  H^ 
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qnmlion  wM  not  one  between  a  July  and 
an  October  BessionB ;  and  the  difRculty 
suggested  did  not,  in  fact,  arise  at  all. 
The  argument  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
C.  Bussell)  pointed  to  an  application 
to  a  Superior  Court  in  which  a  case 
was  pending,  and  his  hon.  and  learned 
FHend  asked — "What  can  the  Court 
know  as  to  what  is  g^ing  on  in  the 
Inferior  Court,  by  which  the  judicial 
rent  is  to  be  fixed?"  He  presumed 
the  Superior  Court  would  act  upon  sworn 
eyidenoe,  and  would  have  full  capacity 
to  form  a  judgment  as  to  what  amount 
of  judicial  rent  would  be  fixed  ;  at  any 
rate,  that  was  a  difficulty  which  must  be 
encountered  in  any  form  of  the  clause. 
Therefore,  he  did  not  see  that  there  was 
much  force  in  the  argument  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  and  they  must  trust 
that  the  Court,  instead  of  Imowin^  no- 
thing of  the  merits  of  the  case,  would  be 
Bopplied  with  full  information.  His  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  however,  in  the  same 
breath,  asked  that  the  Court  above 
should  be  capable  of  extending  the  period 
of  time  as  long  as  it  deemed  reasonable ; 
but,  according  to  the  argument  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  ne  (the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland)  did  not  see  how 
the  Court  could  measure  the  reasonable- 
ness of  the  application  if  it  was  true,  as 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  alleged, 
that  it  could  know  nothing  about  the  I 
merits  of  the  case.  There  was  no  ana- 1 
logy  between  a  case  where  the  tenant 
had  primd  facte  a  right  to  have  a  judicial 
rent  fixed  and  to  claim  a  statutory  term, 
and  in  which  the  landlord,  nevertheless, 
desired  to  take  possession  of  the  hold- 
ing, and  the  case  of  an  outside  creditor 
who  simply  required  to  recover  a  debt 
— a  shopkeeper,  for  instance.  It  would 
be  unfair  to  ask  such  a  creditor  to  post- 
pone his  rights  indefinitely.  The  Go- 
vernment thought  that  three  months 
would  be  a  reasonable  time.  In  the 
first  place,  they  had  made  provision  to 
protect  the  interest  of  the  tenant,  and 
now  they  felt  they  were  bound  also  to 
guard  the  interests  and  rights  of  outside 
oreditors.  Under  these  circumstances, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  unable 
to  accept  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  OALLAN  said,  he  was  sorry  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
(General,  who  appeared  to  have  listened 
attentively  to  tne  speeches  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Givan)  and 


the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dun- 
dalk (Mr.  C.  Russell),  had  not  paid  the 
same  attention  to  the  Amendment  itself, 
which  said  that  it  should  be  through  no 
default  of  the  tenant  that  the  inability 
had  arisen.  It  might  be  through  tho 
default  of  the  Government.  Suppose, 
for  instance,  that  there  was  a  dispute 
between  the  Irish  Office  and  the  Trea- 
sury upon  such  a  question  as  that  of 
salaries,  and  the  Commission  found  itself 
unable  to  get  into  working  order.  The 
House  had  no  assurance  yet  as  to  when 
the  Commissioners  would  be  appointed 
and  be  able  to  proceed  with  the  work. 
All  they  knew  was  that  the  Commis- 
sioners were  to  be  appointed  before  the 
end  of  the  year,  and  long  before  the 
month  of  November  there  might  be  ap- 
plications to  the  Court  to  fix  a  judicial 
rent.  He  considered  the  Bill,  as  a  whole, 
a  grand  measure ;  but  this  Amendment 
of  the  Government  made  the  clause  no- 
thing better  than  a  miserable  sham. 

Mk.  DALY  said,  it  was  in  the  interest 
of  the  creditors,  other  than  the  landlord, 
that  the  Amendment  proposed  by  his 
hon.  Colleague  (Mr.  Pamell)  should  be 
adopted.  If  a  shopkeeper  or  a  trader  of 
any  kind  could  not  get  what  was  due  to 
him  by  the  tenant,  he  could  not  sell  the 
property  of  the  tenant  if  there  was  rent 
due  to  the  landlord.  A  man  had  a  right 
to  claim  a  judicial  rent  for  his  holding; 
but  it  was  proper  that  the  suggestion  of 
his  hon.  Friend  should  be  accepted,  be- 
causeit  enabled,  within  reasonable  limits, 
and  subject  always  to  the  judgment  of 
the  Court,  the  assets  realizable  by  the 
tenant  to  be  appropriated  for  the  benefit 
of  the  whole  of  the  tenant.  The  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  bond  fide 
justice  to  all  parties,  and  the  position 
taken  by  the  Government  in  regard  to  it 
was  untenable  from  beginning  to  end. 
He  trusted  the  small  modicum  of  justice 
contained  in  the  Amendment  would  not 
be  denied  the  Irish  people. 

Mr.  STOKEY  said,  the  aspect  of  the 
two  Front  Benches  did  not  hold  out  to 
them  much  prospect  of  justice  being 
done  in  this  matter.  What  was  meant 
by  the  emptiness  of  the  Opposition 
Front  Bench?  Eight  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  usually  occupied  that  Bench  recog- 
nized that  the  Amendment  which  had 
been  put  into  the  clause  by  the  Members 
of  the  Government  was  an  Amendment 
which,  practically,  carried  out  all  they 
desired.     He  held  some  old-fashioned 


1611 


Zand  Law 


lOOMMONS} 


ilrekmi)  BiU.         1612 


notions  against  interfering  with  the 
bond  fide  collection  of  honest  debts,  and 
therefore  he  did  not  disagree  with  the 
Lords'  Amendment  so  far  as  ordinary 
traders  were  concerned  ;  but  the  section 
of  the  clause  which  was  put  in  at  the  in- 
stance of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  was  not  meant 
by  him  to  have  relation  to  the  ordinary 
creditor,  but  to  deal  with  the  landlord — 
it  was  against  the  landlord  it  was  mainly 
directed,  and  very  properly  so.  The  ordi- 
nary creditors  had  no  object  in  forcing  on 
actions  against  the  tenant  so  as  to  evict 
them ;  their  interest,  on  the  contrary, 
rested  in  waiting  until  the  debt  could  be 
paid.  But  the  object  of  the  landlords, 
or  the  object  of  certain  landlords  at 
any  rate,  was  to  use  the  powers  of  the 
Bill  in  a  way  that  would  rid  them  of 
their  tenants.  The  Government  recog- 
nized this,  and  in  Clause  12  they  pro- 
vided against  it.  Why  did  the  Go- 
vernment do  that?  Because  they  re- 
cognized that  the  object  of  the  land- 
lord, although  ostensibly  to  get  his  rent, 
was  really  to  get  rid  of  the  tenant  and 
get  hold  of  the  farm.  The  right  hon. 
uentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land would  not  deny  that  this  was  the 
case,  because,  when  it  was  pointed  out 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  that  he  had  not  pro- 
vided for  aU  the  methods  the  landlord 
might  adopt  to  get  rid  of  the  tenant,  he 
frankly  admitted  he  thought  they  had 
done  so,  and  said  if  they  had  not 
they  would  immediately  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
order  to  shut  all  the  doors  by  which  a 
landlord  might,  while  ostensibly  seeking 
to  get  his  rent,  clear  his  estate.  What 
was  the  position  now?  Under  Clause 
12,  which  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land had  thought  covered  all  the  possible 
chances  of  the  landlord  clearing  the 
tenants  from  their  holdings,  the  Court 
had  power  to  suspend  the  action  of  the 
landlord  until  the  statutory  term  and 

i'udical  rent  were  fixed.  What  did  the 
Lon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  ask  ? 
Simply  this — that  if  the  landlord,  in- 
stead of  taking  the  front- door,  should 
take  the  back-door,  which  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  forgotten  al- 
together— if  the  landlord  used  the  back- 
way  for  the  purpose  of  efiEecting  his 
object,  the  Government  should  place  the 
same  difficulties  in  his  way.  The  Go- 
vernment ooold  not  defend  the  position 


they  assumed.  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  did  not  defend  it ;  and  if  any 
hon.  Gentleman  was  so  disposed,  he 
(Mr.  Storey)  would  ask  him  what  answer 
could  be  made  to  his  contention  that, 
if  it  was  fair  and  just  to  prevent  a  land- 
lord froni  clearing  his  estate  in  one  way, 
it  was  equally  just  and  right  to  beset 
him  with  obstacles  if  he  adopted  another 
mode  of  securing  the  same  end?  He 
had  been  a  pretty  steady  supporter  of 
the  Government  throughout  all  the  dis- 
cussions of  the  Bill ;  but  while  it  had 
been  his  duty  on  some  occasions  to  vote 
against  the  Government  and  in  favour 
of  widening  the  scope  of  the  mea- 
sure, he  must  recognize  the  general  and 
conspicuous  fairness  with  which  the  ob- 
jections raised  by  the  Members  from 
Ireland  had  been  met  by  the  Oocupanta 
of  the  Treasury  Bench.  He  appealed 
to  them  not  to  commit  a  lasting  injustioe 
to-night.  If  they  did  not  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork,  they  would  allow  the  BiU 
to  pass  with  a  manifest  injustice  upon 
the  face  of  it,  because,  under  one  of  its 
clauses,  Irish  landlords  might  achieve 
an  object  which  the  majority  of  the 
House  did  not  desire  to  see  accomplished 
— namely,  the  clearing  of  estates. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEB  said,  he  would 
not  go  over  the  arguments  advanced  by 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Storey).  Ordinary 
creditors  were  not  in  the  same  posi- 
tion as  the  landlord,  and  the  Government 
had  endeavoured  to  meet  their  case  as 
far  as  they  could. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  shared  the 
opinion  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Storey), 
that  the  satisfaction  of  the  Front  Oppo- 
sition Bench  in  this  matter  was  evident. 
They  had  gone  to  bed,  leaving  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  to  look  after  their  in- 
terests ;  they  had  departed,  leaving  the 
worthy  Alderman  (Mr.  H.  N.  Fowler)  in 
charge.  He  was  sorry  the  Government 
had  made  up  their  minds  not  to  yield  on 
this  occasion,  because  he  felt  that  the 
operation  of  the  clause  would  be  in  many 
cases  to  defeat  the  equities  of  the  Irish 
tenant. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  the  Govern- 
ment affected  very  deep  interest  for  the 
general  creditors  of  the  Iridi  tenant 
Too  much  stress  could  not  be  laid  on  the 
fact  that,  in  placing  in  the  hands  of  the 
landlords  the  power  of  turning  out  the 
tenant  before  the  Court  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  fixing  the  judioial  ren^  tiie 
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Gkyreniinenty  wliile  imajrining  they  were 
snppozitmg  the  rights  of  the  creditors  in 
general,  were  really  sacrificing  those 
rights.  As  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunder- 
land (Mr.  Storey)  had  pointed  out,  it 
was  not  to  the  interest  of  ordinary 
creditors  to  force  the  property  of  tiie 
tenant  into  the  market.  The  moment  a 
judicial  rent  was  fixed  upon  the  over- 
rented holding  the  tenant  right  would 
go  up  immediately,  and  the  assets  with 
which  the  claims  of  the  general  creditors 
would  be  satisfied  would  be  increased. 
It  was  to  the  interest  of  the  general 
creditor  to  g^ve  ample  time  in  which  the 
tenant  oould  meet  nis  debts,  while  it  was 
to  the  interest  of  the  grasping  landlord 
to  sell  out  the  tenant  and  g^t  the  pro- 
perty finally  and  entirely  into  his  own 
hands.  The  Oovemment  had  entirely 
forgotten  that  such  was  the  misery  of 
Iriflli  tenants  that  they  had  had  to  intro- 
duce in  the  Bill  a  clause  facilitating  the 
payment  of  arrears.  Was  it  not  the 
fact  that  there  were  some  250,000  tenants 
in  Ireland  so  hopelessly  in  arrear,  owing 
to  the  recent  bad  seasons,  that  if  the  fuU 
feroe  of  the  law  were  used  against  them 
they  must  completely  fail  to  pay  their 
debts,  and  that  they  would  conseouently 
be  exposed  to  be  turned  out  under  the 
operation  of  the  clause,  as  it  had  now 
lieen  transformed  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yemment  ?  Did  they  not  know  that  the 
landlord  party  regarded  this  Bill  as  the 
commencement  of  a  new  era  of  just 
rents,  and  therefore,  practically,  the 
death  of  landlordism  in  Ireland  ?  Was 
it  not  a  fact  that  from  the  time  this  Bill 
came  into  operation  the  landlords  in 
Ireland  would  be  practically  little  more 
than  rent-chargers  on  their  estates? 
When  the  tenants  had  their  rights,  the 
power  of  the  landlords  over  their  estates, 
as  they  and  their  forefathers  had  under- 
stood it  for  generations,  would  be  gone 
for  ever.  This  was  their  last  chance, 
and  they  had  a  perfect  right  to  do  all 
in  their  power  to  protect  their  interests. 
If  they  did  not  take  advantage  of  this 
opportunity,  it  would  be  their  own  loss, 
for  they  would  never  have  such  another. 
Did  hon.  Members  not  know  that  the  laud- 
lords  had  a  powerful  organization,  and 
that  hundreds  and  thousands  of  pounds 
had  been  subscribed  for  the  purpose  of 
furthering  the  objects  of  the  Emergency 
Oommittee.  And  was  it  not  equally  well 
known  that  this  Oommittee  had  shown 
great  energy  whilst  working  even  in  the 


face  of  that  larger  organization  the  Land 
League  ?  Did  they  not  know  that  more 
money  would  be  subscribed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  obtaining  writs  against  tenants 
m  arrear  who  were  unable  to  pay  their 
debts?  Did  they  not  know  that  from 
one  end  of  Ireland  to  another  tens  of 
thousands  of  the  tenants  of  Ireland 
were  menaced  by  the  substitution  of  this 
clause  for  that  to  which  the  Government 
originally  pledged  themselves  to  com- 
plete and  final  exclusion,  not  only  from 
the  benefits  of  the  Bill,  but  from  the  very 
possession  of  their  holdings  ?  Under  this 
clause,  which  the  weakness  and  foolish- 
ness and  reversal  of  good  faith  of  the 
Gt)vemment  were  now  forcing  on  the 
Irish  Members  and  the  Irish  people,  all 
the  good  which  would  be  effected  by  the 
rest  of  the  Bill  would  be  undone.  As 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr. 
Storey)  had  said,  what  was  the  use  of 
shutting  up  the  front  door  by  which  the 
landlord  could  get  into  possession  of  the 
tenant's  property,  if  they  left  open  the 
side-door  and  the  back-door  through 
which  he  could  just  as  easily  enter  ?  It 
was  true  that  until  recently  the  land- 
lords were  not  disposed  to  make  use  of 
the  writ  of  ^  fa  against  the  tenants,  and 
had  preferred  to  act  on  writs  of  eject- 
ment. The  Courts,  however,  were  of 
opinion  that  actions  for  ejectment  should 
be  stayed  until  the  Bill  had  had  a  fair 
opportunity  of  working ;  but  that  only 
threw  back  the  whole  landlord  body  on 
the  other  alternative — one  which  was 
still  more  efficient  than  action  for  eject- 
ment would  be  under  ordinary  circum- 
stances. Of  course,  applications  for  writs 
of/  fa  would  be  carried  into  the  Superior 
Oourts.  Of  course,  the  landlords  would 
not  allow  themselves  to  be  robbed,  as 
they,  from  their  point  of  view,  believed 
they  were  being  robbed,  under  the  re- 
medial Bill  of  the  Government.  They 
would  use  every  legal  means  in  their 
power  to  protect  themselves ;  and  why 
should  they  not?  They  would  use 
writs  oi  Jl  fa  to  clear  the  tenants  off  the 
land  before  there  had  been  a  legal  rent 
fixed,  and  before  the  assets  of  the 
tenant  had  risen  in  value — before  it 
would  be  incumbent  on  the  landlord, 
before  he  could  clear  out  the  tenant,  to 
pay  a  very  heavy  price  indeed  for  the 
goodwill  of  his  farm.  It  would  be  the 
worst  landlords  who  would  be  benefitted 
by  the  opportunity  the  Government 
I  offered  them.     The  bad  landlords,  whp 
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liad  reduced  the  tenant  right  on  their 
estates  to  a  merely  nominal  value — who 
had  reduced  the  tenant's  right  to  zero — 
would  be  the  persons  who  would  enter 
without  any  trouble  under  a  writ  of 
fi  fa  on  the  tenant's  property.  The 
tenant's  assets  would  be  so  small  that 
they  would  be  all  swallowed  up  ;  but  it 
would  be  quite  different  if  they  gave 
the  tenant  time  to  acquire  a  sound  and 
solid  position  under  the  Bill.  They 
must  take  all  these  circumstances  into 
consideration — that  this  was  the  last 
chance  of  the  landlords ;  that  many  of 
them  were,  from  their  point  of  view, 
justly  irritated,  believing  that  they  re- 
cognized in  the  measure  the  final  extinc- 
tion of  proprietorial  rights,  as  they 
had  enjoyed  them  for  generations,  and 
that  the  landlords  considered  that  they 
owed  less  than  nothing  to  the  existing 
tenants,  and  that  they  had  been  most 
unjustly  treated  by  the  tenants  and  the 
tenants'  organization.  He  did  not  enter 
into  the  landlord's  point  of  view  ;  but  it 
was  notorious  in  the  House  that  the 
proprietorial  classes  did  entertain  this 
view  as  to  the  tenants  and  the  tenants' 
organization.  It  would  be  seen,  then, 
that  the  landlords  must  use  the  opportu- 
nity afforded  by  the  Government  in  lieu 
of  all  the  other  opportunities  taken  away 
from  them.  It  was,  he  maintained, 
simply  useless  and  futile  to  close  against 
the  landlords  two  or  three  doors  when 
they  left  open  others  through  which  the 
whole  party  could  advance  with  perfect 
security. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  point  out 
that  the  hon.  Member  is  using  precisely 
the  same  arguments  over  and  over  again, 
and  that  he  is,  therefore,  trifling  with 
the  House. 

Mr.  O'pONNELL  said,  he  had  no 
wish  to  trifle  with  the  House,  but  only 
desired  to  make  good  the  charge  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  trifling 
with  the  Irish  tenantry.  He  was  de- 
fending the  interests  of  his  own  people, 
which  were  threatened  with  serious  in- 
jury through  the  feebleness  and  weak- 
ness and  breaking  of  faith  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qt)vernment  had  been  guilty  of. 
He  and  his  Friends  had  been  sent  there 
to  defend  the  interests  of  the  Irish 
people.  Only  a  few  days  ago  they  left 
these  interests,  with  confidence,  in  the 
hands  of  Her  Majesty's  Government; 
but  that  oonfidence  had  been  betrayed, 
and  the  Ghyvermnent  had  handed  over 

Mr.  ffDmnett 


the  Irish  people,  under  ooveir  of  a  mo8t 
illusory  and  worthless  Amendment,  to 
their  greatest  enemy.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve— he  did  not  wish  to  believe — Hhikt 
the  Prime  Minister  had  fully  realiMd 
the  importance  of  his  action.  The  riKht 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  seen  the  im- 
portance of  the  point — he  had  never  dis- 
covered it  himself— and  it  required  the 
Irish  Party — the  Leader  of  the  Irish 
Party — to  point  out  this  vast  gap  in  the 
Bill.  He  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  believed  that 
at  the  time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
left  the  House  he  did  not  see  this  g^p. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  gone 
away,  and,  seemingly,  had  left  no  power 
of  altering  or  accepting  any  proposal. 
It  would,  therefore,  be  advisable,  under 
the  circumstances,  for  them  to  adjourn 
the  debate  to  give  the  Cabinet  an  op- 
portunity of  meeting  to  consider  the 
question.  The  Cabinet  would  find  itself 
race  to  face  with  a  question  the  magni- 
tude of  which  they  did  not  yet  realize ; 
and  it  seemed  to  him  that  it  would  be 
much  better,  instead  of  taking  part  in  a 
discussion  without  having  any  power  to 
accept  Amendments  or  alter  the  policy  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  to  adjourn  the  de- 
bate in  order  to  have  an  opportunity  of 
considering  this  grave  issue  which  uiey 
provoked,  and  in  the  face  of  which  they 
— the  Irish  Members— dared  not  refdse 
to  do  their  duty.  No  Irish  Member 
would  falter  on  this  point.  None  of 
them  would  be  able  to  face  their  oonsti- 
tuents  unless  they  made  the  most  stre- 
nuous opposition  to  the  treacherous  con- 
duct of  the  Government. 

Mb.  DAWSON  said,  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law)  had  tried 
to  trace  an  analogy  where  none  existed, 
and  had  denied  another  analoCT  which 
was  patent  to  all.  The  value  of  chattels 
might  be  easily  ascertained,  and  the 
goods  sold ;  but  this  was  not  the  case 
with  a  tenancy.  There  was  no  analogy 
between  the  two  kinds  of  property ;  but 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  denied  an  analogy  between  the 
clause  and  the  provision  it  was  now 
sought  to  pass,  which  analogy  was  pal- 
pable. They  prevented  during  the  trial 
of  the  value  of  a  tenancy  the  landlord, 
or  anyone  else,  from  ooming  in  to  de- 
termine that  tenancy.  They  made  them 
wait  for  the  decision  of  the  Court ;  but 
in  this  provision  they  opened  a  retreat — 
they  put  into  the  cup— as  they  always 
did  when  they  gave  anything  to  IrelaBd 
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— tomeihiiig  which  poiflobed  all.  They 
alwajB  left  Bomethmg  to  poison  the 
meesage  of  peace  they  sent  to  Ireland. 
The  prinoipie  of  give  and  take  which 
was  now  being  pnurfiised  was  not  credit- 
able to  this  great  Gk)Temment.  First 
they  gaTe  a  thing  to  Ireland  and  then 
ihey  took  it  back.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Dnohy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  John 
Bright)  had  on  one  occasion  condemned 
this  practice,  declaring  that  there  was  no- 
ihinff  which  so  much  offended  the  people 
as  taking  back  with  one  hand  what  they 
had  given  with  the  other.  Did  the  Qo- 
yeiUment  think  they  had  a  right  to  prao- 
tioe  this  upon  Ireland  when  they  knew, 
on  the  authority  of  the  Ohancellor  of 
the  Dachy  of  Lancaster,  that  it  would 
not  be  submitted  to  in  England  ?  They 
had  expected  from  the  other  House  a 
meddling  with  the  Bill,  a  deterioration 
of  its  principles,  and  a  want  of  appro- 
datton  of  its  effeots ;  but  they  had  not 
eipected  it  from  the  Prime  Minister  and 
tibe  Occnpants  of  the  front  Ministerial 
Bench.  The  Bill  as  originally  framed 
vould  have  brought  about  a  great  revo- 
lution, and  after  it  had  been  amended 
b  the  House  of  Commons  it  would  have 
brought  about  a  still  gpreater  and  more 
beneficial  revolution ;  and  he  was  very 
mnj  that  at  the  last  hour  they  should 
idvise  the  opening  of  a  door  through 
which  the  landlords  would  escape  in 
crowds. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  this  was 
another  specimen  of  that  which  had 
been  callea  putting  down  the  foot  on 
Ae  part  of  the  (Government.  Let  it  be 
known,  therefore,  that  they  were  put- 
ting the  foot  down  upon  Irish  opinion — 
upon  the  Irish  people.  Let  it  be  con- 
sidered how  Irish  opinion  had  been  de- 
clared on  this  subject  to-night — how  the 
Irish  Members  had  acted  and  voted. 
It  would  be  found  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
ben  were  almost  unanimously  opposed 
to  the  clause  brought  forward  by  the 
Prime  Minister.  He  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan) 
was  vexy  sony  that  such  a  large  measure 
as  this  diould  have  such  a  nasty  ending. 
The  head  and  body  of  this  Bill  might 
be  the  head  and  body  of  a  lion,  but 
the  Gfovemment  were  now  attaching 
to  the  carcase  a  very  ridiculous  caudal 
aTOendi^.  He  should  call  it  the 
ttu  of  a  little  cur,  only  that  there 
was  a  sting  in  it  which  was  a  thing 
not  to  be  found  in  the  tail  of  a 
poppy.    This  clause  went  flar  towards 


marring  the  efficacy  of  the  whole  mea' 
sure.  It  struck  down  the  hopes  of  the 
Irish  people,  and  it  would  go  a  great 
way  in  the  future  towards  creating,  not 
peace  and  contentment,  but  disappoint- 
ment and  strife.  It  was  for  Ihese  strong 
and  sufficient  reasons  that  they  (the 
Irish  Members)  at  this  late  hour  of  the 
night,  and  at  the  very  end  of  this  im- 
portant measure,  took  the  stand  they 
were  now  taking.  It  was  for  no  light 
consideration  that  the  Irish  Members 
were  adopting  their  present  course.  It 
was  from  no  wish  to  delay  other  Busi- 
ness— [**  Oh !  "]  No  ;  it  was  nothing  of 
the  kind.  It  was  no  pleasure  to  the 
Irish  Members  to  prolong  these  discus- 
sions. It  was  no  pleasure  to  them  to  sit 
up  until  a  late  hour  putting  forward  opi- 
nions which  they  know  were  not  agree- 
able to  Members  of  the  House.  But  they 
were  acting  here  under  a  strong  sense 
of  duty  and  of  the  obligations  imposed 
on  them,  and  with  the  knowledge  that 
behind  them  was  Ireland,  who  was 
watching  the  fate  of  this  measure  with 
great  anxiety,  and  who  would  murmer 
very  loudly  if  this  mischievous  addendum 
were  allowed  to  be  put  at  the  end  of  the 
Bill.  And  if  this  measure  was  intended 
to  be,  as  it  no  doubt  was  intended  to  be, 
a  message  of  peace  to  Ireland,  what  a 
pity  it  was  that,  at  the  very  last  mo- 
ment, this  declaration  of  war  should  be 
put  into  the  very  last  words  of  the  mea- 
sure. He  believed  that  if  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  heard  the  arguments  against 
the  Amendment  he  would  have  given 
way,  or  made  some  concession.  On 
many  occasions  during  the  discussion 
of  this  Bill  the  Prime  Minister  had 
weighed  and  considered  arguments 
which  were  put  before  him,  and  he  did 
not  think  it  unreasonable  to  suppose 
that  he  would  have  impartially  given 
his  mind  to  the  arguments  against 
this  Amendment.  He  thought  it  would 
bo  only  fair  to  the  Prime  Minister,  fair 
to  the  measure, '  and  fair  to  the  Irish 
nation,  that  the  Prime  Minister  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  hearing  the 
arguments ;  and  for  that  reason  he 
would  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (Jfr  T.  D.  Sullivan.) 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  :  I  cannot  for 
a  moment  assent  to  the  Motion.    The 
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hon.  Member  wishes  to  give  the  Prime 
Minister  an  opportunity  again  to  con- 
sider this  matter.  The  Prime  Minister 
has  considered  it.  The  arguments  have 
been  already  stated,  and  he  answered 
them  in  one  of  the  speeches  he  made. 
But  I  must  bring  before  the  House  that 
the  question  of  adjournment  to-night  is 
not  a  mere  question  of  the  convenience 
of  this  House  or  of  Members  at  this 
late  period  of  the  Session.  It  is  a  mat- 
ter of  critical  importance  to  the  fate 
of  this  Bill.  If  we  adjourn  now,  I 
am  not  going  beyond  the  truth  in  say- 
ing that  the  Bill  will  be  endangered, 
and  I  must  call  upon  hon.  Members 
who  wish  to  make  the  Bill  secure  to 
support  us  in  getting  through  the  Bill 
to-night. 

Mr.  storey  said,  bethought  that  if 
the  Government  were  now  in  a  little  diffi- 
culty they  had  themselves  to  blame.  He 
was  so  new  a  Member  that  he  did  not 
expect  that  the  Ohief  Secretary  would 
answer  his  arguments ;  but  he  did  ex- 
pect that  he  or  someone  else  would  have 
answered  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  0. 
Bussell)  and  others.  He  was  not  so 
foolish  as  to  think  that  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary had  attempted  to  answer  what  he 
had  said;  but  he  thought  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  shown  more 
courtesy,  and  had  taken  the  trouble  to 
answer  him,  the  House  would  have  been 
nearer  the  end  of  the  matter  than  they 
now  were.  What  had  the  Government 
done?  They  had  not  attempted  to  answer 
the  arguments ;  they  had  simply  said — 
**We  cannot  agree."  Well,  that  was 
not  the  way  to  get  anything  settled  in 
this  House,  or  anywhere  else.  He  would 
not  address  the  Chief  Secretary  again ; 
but  he  would  put  to  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland,  whose  courtesy  he  was 
willing  to  admit,  a  consideration  which 
weighed  with  him  at  present  sufficiently 
to  induce  him  to  vote  against  the  Go- 
vernment. Was  it  not  his  purpose  in 
Clause  12  to  prevent  the  landlord  from 
taking  advantage  of  the  Bill  in  order 
to  resume  possession  of  his  holding 
during  the  six  months?  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen might  complain  of  his  read- 
ing that  clause,  but  they  had  probably 
never  read  it  themselves  ;  and,  as  a 
Badical  Member,  he  would  take  the 
liberty  of  saying  that  some  hon.  Gentle- 
men had  told  mm  they  had  never  read 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  W.  E.  For%Ur 


Mb.  speaker  :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  adjournment  is 
the  Question  before  the  House. 

Mb.  storey  said,  he  was  about  to 
read  that  portion  of  the  clause  to  which 
he  was  referring.    It  read  thus — 

**  Where  any  prooeedings  for  oompeUing  the 
tenant  of  a  present  tenancy  to  quit  his  holding 
shall  have  taken  place  before  or  after  an  appli- 
cation to  fix  a  judicial  rent  and  shall  be  penamg 
before  such  application  is  disposed  of,  the  Court 
before  which  such  proceedings  are  pending 
shaU  have  power,  on  such  terms  and  conditions 
as  the  Court  may  direct,  to  postpone  or  Bun)end 
such  proceedings  until  the  termination  oi  the 
proceedings  on  the  application  for  such  judicdal 
rent." 

He  would  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  whether  the  purpose  of  thai 
was  not  to  prevent  the  landlord  from 
taking  advantage  of  the  Bill  to  get 
possession  of  his  holding  and  clear  Sie 
tenant  off?  FThe  Attobney  Genebai.  for 
Ibejand  (Mr.  Law):  Yes.]  Well,  it 
was  now  simply  a^ed  that  the  Court 
should  have  the  same  power  if  the  land- 
lord proceeded  by  action  to  recover  his 
rent.  At  the  present  moment,  if  three 
months  and  a  day  had  elapsed  the  land- 
lord could  proceed  with  his  action  and 
get  a  judgment,  clear  the  tenant  off  the 
land  and  resume  possession — the  very 
thing  that  hon.  Mem  oers  from  Ireland  ana 
he  himself  did  not  want  to  see.  Why, 
if  the  Court  had  power  in  the  one  case, 
under  Clause  \2,  to  suspend  the  action 
of  the  landlord,  should  the  Court  not 
have  the  same  power  in  a  precisely  simi- 
lar case  under  the  last  clause?  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said 
there  were  other  people  to  consider  be- 
sides the  landlords — there  were  the  other 
creditors.  He  was  willing  to  admit  that; 
but  he  was  now  dealing  with  the  land- 
lords. Did  not  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  agree  that  the  credi- 
tors had  no  interest  to  press  the  tenant ; 
but  the  landlord  had?  If  a  landlord 
wanted  to  get  possession  of  his  holding, 
he  had  an  interest  to  press  the  tenant, 
and  to  take  advantage  of  the  law.  That 
being  so,  so  far  as  the  landlord  was 
concerned,  why,  if  the  Court  was  to  have 
power  to  suspend  the  action  of  the  land- 
lord in  the  one  case,  should  it  not  have 
power  to  suspend  his  action  in  the  other 
case  under  the  last  clause  ?  If  he  could 
get  a  satisfactory  answer  to  that,  he 
should  be  content. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  would 
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endeaTonr  to  answer  thequestion,  thougli 
he  thonglit  that  he  had  already  done  so. 
In  this  particular  clause  it  was  proposed 
to  stay  the  proceedings  of  any  creditor 
— not  the  landlord  merely,  but  every 
creditor — but  the  rights  of  an  ordinary 
creditor  could  not  be  interfered  with 
beyond  a  certain  point  without  gross  in- 
jurace.  The  landlord  could  not  oe  dealt 
with  alone,  because  then  the  other  cre- 
ditors would  come  in  and  sweep  every- 
thing away.  Therefore,  in  this  matter 
of  restrictinff  the  execution  of  a  writ 
under  the  order  of  the  Court,  it  was  ne- 
cessary to  make  provision  for  the  pro- 
tection of  all  parties  who  might  be  con- 
cerned It  by  no  means  followed  that 
the  execution  creditor,  be  he  landlord 
or  merchant,  derived  any  advantage, 
beyond  getting  perhaps  the  amount  of 
his  debt.  The  landlord,  like  any  other 
execution  creditor,  might  no  doubt  buy 
the  farm,  and  if  he  did  the  tenancy 
would  be  at  an  end.  But  if  any  ordi- 
nary creditor  or  other  person  than  the 
lanolord  bought  the  holding,  such  per- 
son would  be  a  present  tenant. 

Mb.  STOBEY  said,  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  not  answered  one 
point. 

MB.8PEAKEB  :  The  Question  before 
the  House  is  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate.  The  hon.  Gentleman  cannot 
enlarge  upon  the  Main  Question;  and 
he  is  certainly  not  entitled  to  make  a 
second  sneech. 

Mb.  F^NELL  said,  he  thought  the 
excuse  which  the  Government  now  made 
&r  not  making  this  provision  as  large 
as  the  provision  in  the  12th  clause  was 
really  no  excuse  at  all.  He  did  not  ask 
that  the  other  creditors  should  be  given 
the  advantage  of  this  clause ;  that  was  a 
proposal  which  was  interpolated  at  the 
suggestion  of  the  FrontOpposition  Bench, 
ana  not  by  the  Irish  Members.  They 
did  not  think  there  was  any  necessity 
for  protecting  the  tenant  against  the 
other  creditors,  because  the  other  cre- 
ditors were  not  pressing  the  tenant.  It 
was  the  landloid  who  pressed  the  ten- 
ant ;  but  other  creditors  were  not  doing 
that  in  any  excessive  manner,  and  there 
was  no  reason  why  the  clause  should 
apply  to  other  creditors.  He  should 
have  been  glad  if  a  provision  could  have 
been  introduced  exempting  the  tenant 
from  other  ereditors,  and  only  referring 
to  the  landlord ;  and  it  was  certainly 
nfher  hard  and  unfedr  on  the  part  of 


the  Government,  who  had  themselves 
introduced  this  modification  in  the  clause, 
to  treat  that  as  a  reason  for  limiting  it 
so  injuriously  and  unjustly  as  to  deprive 
it  of  all  beneficial  effect.  He  did  think 
the  reouest  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  T. 
D.  Sullivan)  that  the  debate  should  be 
adjourned  to  see  whether  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister would  not  consent  to  a  modification 
in  this  respect  was  reasonable ;  and  he  did 
think  the  Chief  Secretary  had  adopted  a 
very  exaggerated  estimate  of  the  matter 
when  he  said  the  Bill  would  be  lost  by 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate.  None  of 
them  desired  that  the  Bill  should  be  lost ; 
that  would  be  a  great  calamity.  But  he 
was  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
exaggerated  the  danger.  If  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  agree  to  what  was 
asked,  the  landlords,  undoubtedly,  could 
if  they  pleased — he  did  not  say  they 
would,  but  a  good  many  of  them  were 
pleasing  at  the  present  moment — in 
many  cases,  probably  in  thousands  of 
cases,  where  the  tenants  were  bond  fids 
unable  to  pay  their  rent,  ride  a  coach- 
and-four  through  this  Bill,  against  the 
tenant  whose  interest  was  designedly  so 
guarded  by  the  12th  clause.  Under  these 
circumstances,  were  the  Irish  Members 
not  justified,  where  an  Amendment  was 
introduced  at  the  last  moment  into  this 
saving  clause  upon  which  the  interests 
of  thousands  of  tenants  were  imperilled, 
and  thousands  might  fail  to  get  the 
benefit  of  the  Bill — were  they  not  justi- 
fied in  all  fairness  in  asking  that  some 
further  time  should  be  given  for  the 
Prime  Minister  to  consider  the  Amend- 
ment? 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  confessed  that 
he  would  not  proceed  any  further  in 
hostility  to  this  Bill,  if  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary's statement  that  it  would  be  im- 
perilled by  another  day's  delay  was  well- 
founded  ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  given  any  reasons  for  the  state- 
ment. He  believed  *'  another  place  " 
was  supposed  to  be  still  sitting ;  but  it 
was  now  20  minutes  to  3,  and  he  thought 
it  would  be  better  to  send  the  Members 
of  **  another  place  "  home 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  I  must  call  upon 
the  hon.  Member  to  address  himself  to 
the  House  and  to  the  Question. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  he  was 
endeavouring  to  show  the  relation  be- 
tween the  present  stage  of  this  Bill  and 
<<  another  place,"  upon  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  founded  his  argument 
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It  was  a  very  small  question  in  propor- 
tion to  the  size  of  the  Bill ;  but  it  could 
not  be  called  a  small  question,  though  it 
might  appear  so  to  persons  ignorant  of 
Ireland,  that  a  provision  should  be  passed 
which  injuriously  affected  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  people.  To  those  people 
this  was  a  question  of  life  and  death, 
and  the  Irish  Members,  as  their  Ee- 
presentatives,  were  bound  to  defend  their 
interests  persistently  as  long  as  they 
could.  The  point  at  issue  between  the 
Government  and  the  Irish  Members  was 
this — the  Irish  Members  wanted  to  have 
another  day  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Bill,  but  the  Government  refused  to  give 
a  day,  on  the  ground  that  it  might  im- 
peril the  passing  of  the  measure.  Why 
did  they  refuse  to  allow  one  day  more 
for  the  discussion  of  a  Bill  which 
seriously  affected  the  fate  of  100,000 
tenants?  He  had  certainly  failed  to 
hear  a  single  argument  from  the 
ri^ht  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Gene- 
ral which  was  an  effective  reply  to 
the  speech  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Storey).  The 
Government  admitted  that  the  tenant 
right  might  be  destroyed  by  rack-rent- 
ing, and  they  gave  power  to  the  tenant 
to  go  into  Court  in  order  to  get  rid  of 
such  rack  rents.  It  was  admitted  that 
the  tenant  right  in  many  districts,  owing 
to  the  pressure  of  the  times,  had  been 
brought  down  to  zero.  But  in  the  face 
of  the  fact  that  the  tenant  right  had 
been  nearly  destroyed  by  the  existing 
distress,  and  that  the  farms  were  rack- 
rented,  it  was  desired  to  force  the  ten- 
ant into  the  market  with  a  tenant  right 
that  was  unsaleable.  When  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  first  heard  of  this 
Amendment,  nothing  could  exceec^  the 
euloffium  he  passed  upon  it.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  declared  that  if 
some  such  provision  were  not  passed  the 
tenants  would  not  start  fair.  That  was 
the  real  question — whether  the  tenant 
was  to  start  fair,  or  whether  the  land- 
lords were  to  have  an  opportunity  of 
making  a  clearance  of  a  large  number 
of  them  ?  He  had  sat  up  in  that  House 
all  night  for  the  sole  purpose  of  obtain- 
ing from  the  Government  another  day 
for  the  discussion  of  a  question  which 
was  really  not  of  first-rate  importance, 
and  he  had  seen  the  Business  of  the 
country  obstructed  hour  after  hour  on 
account  of  some  petty  dispute  between 
the  Treasury  Bench  and  the  Front  Op- 

IBr.  T.  P.  ffOimnor 


position  Bench.  Yet  the  Irish  Members 
were  blamed  because  they  proposed  to 
do  the  same  thins  in  the  interests  of 
100,000  tenants  of  Ireland  who  were 
demanding  this  concession.  If  they 
wished  to  discredit  their  Government 
and  to  increase  the  suspicion  with  which 
it  was  regarded  by  a  large  section  of  the 
people  in  Ireland,  they  could  not  acoom- 
plish  that  object  better  than  by  the 
stubborn,  surly,  and  impassioned  oppo- 
sition they  were  giving  to  this  proposal. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
was  not  one  of  those  who  wanted  to  de- 
lay the  progress  of  the  Bill.  He  thought 
he  had  given  a  proof  of  his  sincerity  in 
that  respect  in  having  refrained  nom 
taking  part  in  these  discussions  except 
on  a  very  few  occasions,  and  then  in  the 
briefest  manner.  His  wish  and  deeire 
were  that  the  Bill  should  pass,  and  in 
the  speediest  manner  possible.  He 
should  feel  inclined  to  renrain  from  say- 
ing anything  now,  if  it  were  not  that  he 
wanted  to  have  it  explained  to  the  Hoose 
by  some  other  Member  than  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  how  the  delay  of 
another  day  in  the  consideration  of  the 
Bill  must  endanger  its  passing.  Let 
them  draw  the  reason  from  its  myste* 
rious  darkness,  and  know  what  it  was  in 
clear  and  explicit  terms.  Was  it  sap- 
posed  that  some  other  body  of  persons 
— a  body  co- equal  in  every  respect  in 
the  Legislature  with  the  House  of  Com- 
mons— was  it  supposed  that  they  would 
not  remain  one  day  longer  in  order  to 
pass  this  great  measure,  and  that  if  it 
were  delayed  for  another  12  hours,  out 
of  petulance,  they  would  say — "You 
have  kept  us  so  long,  and  we  are  so 
weary,  that  we  will  not  pass  your  Bill 
at  all."  If  the  threat  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  mean  this,  what  did 
it  mean  ?  What  was  the  mysterious 
and  fatal  influence  which  was  to  be 
brought  to  bear  in  throwing  out  the  Bill 
if  the  discussion  of  it  were  delayed  for 
12  hours  longer?  He  doubted  whether 
there  could  be  any  real  danger  of  the 
kind  ;  but,  if  there  were,  he  would  say — 
"  Let  the  Bill  go  back  to  the  Lords,  even 
with  the  remarkable  defects  which  have 
been  so  lately  and  so  suddenly  intro- 
duced into  it." 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  that  in  the  inte- 
rest of  the  Government  themselves  he 
would  support  the  Motion  for  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate.  They  must 
Know  that  the  practiced  effect  of  the 
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aon-concideratiim  of  this  Amendment 
would  be  tliat  the  Bill  would  pass  with 
this  limit  of  three  months  in  it,  and  it 
would  give  full  power  to  the  grasping 
ttid  tyrannical  landlords  of  Ireland  to 
enfiirce  ejectments,  to  sell  the  interests 
of  tbeir  tenants,  and  to  raise  a  fresh 
erop  of  disorder  in  Ireland.  Moreover, 
the  Bill,  when  it  became  law,  would  be 
thoroughly  discredited  at  the  very  com- 
mencement. He  was  convinced  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  did  not  wish 
the  BiU  to  be  considered  a  failure 
within  aix  months  of  its  having  been 
paased  into  law.  They  would  probably 
deore  that  the  Bill  at  least  should  have 
the  appearance  of  success.  They  would 
hardly  wish  that  a  new  Act  should  be 
lequired  next  year  to  amend  the  Land 
Law  of  Irdand ;  but  their  hope  was  that 
the  present  measure  would  last,  at  any 
nte,duringthe  lifetime  of  the  present  Par- 
liment.  The  practical  efiPect  of  passing 
the  Bill  in  its  present  shape,  without  the 
FHme  Minister  having  an  opportunity 
of  considering  this  Amendment,  must 
be  that  in  the  nature  of  things  it  would 
be  a  total  failure.  It  was  beyond  the 
boonda  of  possibility  that  a  revision  of 
a  hrge  portion  of  the  rents  in  Ireland 
oonla  talke  place  within  three  months. 
It  oonld  not  DO  done,  and  the  inevitable 
vmaM  would  be  the  total  failure  of  the 
meaaure.  All  that  the  Irish  Members 
aiked  was  that  the  Prime  Minister,  who 
was  unfortunately  absent,  should  have 
laopportonityof  considering  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
die  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).  They 
did  not  blame  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  for  refusing  to 
aeoept  an  Amendment  which  the  Prime 
Ifimatftf  had  not  seen.  They  were  prob- 
ably justified  in  refusing  to  alter  the 
dause  in  accordance  with  the  wish  of 
the  Iriah  Members,  because  it  might 
tarn  out  that  the  Prime  Minister  would 
pfiiBr  opposition  to  the  Amendment;  but 
as  yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  had 
no  opportunity  of  seeing  the  Amendment, 
and  if  the  Ixish  Members  were  able  to  lay 
reasons  in  favour  of  the  proposal  before 
die  right  hon.  Gentleman,  there  was  no 

KmoL  for  assuming  that  the  right  hon. 
tleman  might  not  to-morrow  accept 
die  Amendment  which  the  hon.  Member 
ta  the  Citj  of  Cork  had  proposed.  He 
oould  saj  this  in  behalf  of  his  hon. 
Friends,  that  they  would  not  to-morrow 
discuss  the  Amendment  at  any  consider- 


able length.  What  they  were  anxious 
to  say  in  support  of  the  proposal  would, 
in  point  of  fact,  be  stated  by  one  or  two 
hon.  Members  only,  and  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister would  then  be  left  to  form  his  own 
opinion  of  the  Amendment  from  tho 
facts  laid  before  him.  It  was  arbitrary 
and  unreasonable  on  the  part  of  the 
Friends  of  the  Prime  Minister  to  attempt 
to  deprive  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of 
tlie  opportunity  of  hearing  the  views  of 
the  iurish  Members,  and  thus  run  the 
risk  of  marring  the  Bill.  Although  he 
(Mr.  Biggar)  entertained  only  a  mode- 
rate opinion  as  to  the  importance  and 
value  of  the  Bill  as  a  whole  he  should 
like  to  see  it  made  as  perfect  as  pos- 
sible. He  believed  that  tlie  clause  as 
it  stood  was  of  so  mischievous  a  charac- 
ter that  it  was  for  the  interest  and  credit 
of  the  Government,  and  also  for  the  in- 
terest of  the  Irish  farmers,  that  all  par- 
ties should  now  agree  to  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate,  and  give  the  Prime 
Minister  an  opportunity  of  coming  to  a 
decision  upon  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Farbeb  HEKScnELL)  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  stated  that 
the  Prime  Minister  had  not  duly  con- 
sidered the  Amendment.  Now,  the  sug- 
gestion embodied  in  the  Amendment  was 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Paruell)  some  time  ago, 
and  it  was  duly  considered  by  the  Prime 
Minister  and  discussed  by  those  about 
him.  The  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  had, 
therefore,  fully  considered  the  subject, 
and  had  made  up  his  mind  upon  it. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  would  remem- 
ber that  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  had 
devoted  an  enormous  amount  of  time 
and  attention  to  this  Bill.  He  was  sure, 
however,  that  nothing  could  be  more 
trying  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  than 
to  find  that  the  effect  of  his  going  away 
at  the  time  he  did — namely,  2  o'clock  in 
the  morning — to  take  necessary  repose, 
had  been  to  bring  about  an  adjournment 
of  the  debate,  and  to  delay  the  progress 
of  the  Bill  for  another  day.  He  would, 
therefore,  appeal  to  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site not  to  persist  in  the  Motion  for  ad- 
journment. The  facts  all  lay  in  a  small 
compass,  and  were  already  fully  before 
the  House.  Nothing  new  could  be  added, 
and  he  would  appeal  to  hon.  Members 
to  allow  the  consideration  of  the  mea- 
sure to  be  brought  to  a  close. 
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Me.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  it  might 
be  likely  enough  that  the  decision  of  the 
Government  was  irrevocably  made ;  but 
he  had  foreseen  what  the  sagacious  and 
far-seeing  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  was  at.  The  ob- 
ject of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber had  been  in  the  most  '^  Jesuitical " 
manner — he  used  the  phrase,  notwith- 
standing that  it  was  one  which  was 
directed  against  the  religion  he  pro- 
fessed— to  cut  down  the  gift  and  conces- 
sion which  the  Gt)vemment  had  given 
in  the  clause.  He  failed  to  see  why  the 
same  course  should  not  have  been  fol- 
lowed in  regard  to  this  clause  as  had 
been  followed  in  reference  to  Clause  12. 
The  simple  result  of  the  Bill,  as  it  now 
stood,  was  if  the  landlord  proceeded 
against  his  tenant  by  way  of  ejectment 
he  was  unable  to  complete  his  designs 
within  any  specified  time,  whereas  if  he 
proceeded  by  way  of  fi  fa  he  could  do 
so  in  three  months.  The  Government 
admitted  that  that  was  so,  and  because 
there  might  be  other  creditors  the  land- 
lord was  allowed  under  this  clause  to 
do  what  the  Bill  attempted  to  prevent 
under  Clause  12.  For  his  own  part,  he 
would  be  exceedingly  pained  indeed  if 
it  were  thought  possible  that  he  desired 
to  cast  any  reflection  upon  the  Prime 
Minister  for  having  left  the  House  in 
order  to  obtain  the  repose  of  which  he 
stood  in  need.  He  would  not  use  the 
phrase  employed  by  another  hon.  Mem- 
ber, that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
**  gone  to  his  rest."  He  hoped  that 
long  and  distant  might  be  the  day  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  *'go 
to  his  rest ;  "  and,  disassociating  himself 
from  anything  that  might  have  the  ap- 
pearance of  obstructing  the  progress  of 
the  Bill,  he  (Mr.  Sullivan)  did  hope  that 
the  Government  would  consent  to  ad- 
journ the  debate  in  order  that  there 
might  be  an  opportunity  of  obtaining 
the  views  of  the  Prime  Minister  upon 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  REDMOND  said,  he  was  quite 
sure  that  no  Member  on  those  Benches 
would  deny  the  truth  of  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
(Sir  Farrar  Herschell)  with  regard  to 
the  Prime  Minister.    Everyone  was  pre- 

§ared  to  admit  that  in  the  prolonged 
iscussion  which  the  Bill  had  undergone 
the  Prime  Minister  had  devoted  immense 
ability  and  untiring  industry  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  BUly  which  entitled  him 


to  the  respect  of  every  Member  of  the 
House.  Having  said  so  much,  he  oould 
only  express  his  regret  that  any  oooTBe 
of  action  the  Irish  Members  could  pos- 
sibly take  up  was  likely  to  be  the  means 
of  creating  annoyance  or  a  feeling  of  re- 
gret in  the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  Qenr 
deman.  But  they  were  not  to  be 
governed  in  their  action  by  any  fear 
that  the  Prime  Minister  might  to-mor- 
row reffret  to  find  that  the  debate  had 
been  adjourned.  They  had  seen  reason 
to  enter  a  strong  protest  against  an 
Amendment  which  they  believed  would, 
to  a  large  extent,  destroy  the  value  of 
the  Bill,  and  accordingly  they  moved  an 
Amendment  of  their  own.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Seoretaiy  for 
Ireland  told  them  that  the  passing  of 
this  Amendment  miffht  imperil  the 
passing  of  the  Bill,  ^ow,  he  believed 
that  the  real  fate  of  the  BiU  depended 
on  the  reception  it  would  meet  with  in 
Ireland,  and  in  that  sense  he  believed 
that  its  fate,  if  endangered  at  all,  would 
be  endangered  by  the  Amendments 
which  at  the  last  moment  had  been  in- 
serted in  the  measure.  It  was  a  matter 
of  g^ave  and  serious  importance,  be- 
cause it  was  a  matter  that  afiEeoted  ereiT 
tenant  in  Ireland  who  owed  rent  to  his 
landlord.  In  point  of  fact,  it  placed 
hundreds  and  thousands  of  men  at  the 
disposal  of  their  landlords,  and  the  Irish 
Members  would  be  failing  in  their  duty 
to  those  who  sent  them  as  their  Bepre- 
sentatives  in  Parliament  if  they  did  not 
enter  the  strongest  protest  ag^nst  such 
a  course.  He  thought  they  would  not 
only  be  justified  in  protesting  against 
the  proposal,  but  that  they  womd  be 
amply  justified  in  using  all  the  Forms  of 
the  House  in  order  to  insist  on  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate,  or,  failing  them, 
to  insist  on  the  debate  going  on  until 
the  Prime  Minister  could  come  back  to 
take  part  in  the  discussion.  He  was  not 
making  these  observations  in  the  sense  of 
a  menace;  and,  whether  that  course  were 
adopted  or  not,  the  Irish  Members  would 
be  justified  in  protesting  in  the  most 
emphatic  terms  against  the  treachery 
with  which  they  had  been  treated  by 
the  Government.  This  course  was  ab- 
solutely necessary  in  order  to  show  those 
whose  interests  they  represented  that 
they  had  not  been  unmindful  of  their 
duty.  It  would  also  show  to  the  Irish 
people  that  Irish  Members  who  sat  on 
the  Benches  opposite,  and  who  professed 
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■0  mnoh  ngard  fiir  the  interests  of  the 
bish  people  when  Iidsh  votes  were  re- 
qniied  at  the  last  Election  had,  never- 
uelesB,  deserted  the  Irish  people  and 
■apported  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
a  oonrse  which  he  TMr.  Bedmond)  be- 
lieved to  be  not  only  unjust  but  trea- 
eherona.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Gity  of  Cork  would  go  to  a 
fivision,  and  if  it  was  deemed  desirable 
Ij  his  CoUeaffues  to  emphasise  their 
protest  by  taking  any  other  course  they 
wonld  receive  his  hearty  support. 

Mb.  DAWSON  strongly  supported  the 
Motion  for  adjourning  the  debate.  He 
denied  that  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  would  impair  the  effect  of 
the  olaiue.  On  the  contrary,  it  would 
amply  restore  that  which,  as  the  clause 
stood  at  present,  was  taken  away  from 
the  tenants.  They  had  asked  that  the 
debate  should  be  adjourned ;  but,  in 
answer,  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  used  arguments  which  were  only  fit 
for  children,  and  not  for  a  deliberate 
Assembly.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
told  them  that  liie  Bill  could  not  pass  if 
it  were  delayed,  and  a  terrible  calamity 
vonld  happen  if  it  were  not  passed.  He 
vaa  as  anxious  that  the  Bill  should  pass 
M  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself ; 
Imt  ihey  considered  they  were  only  dis- 
diuging  their  dul^  in  the  course  they 
irere  pursuing,  ana  they  would  not  de- 
■st  unless  it  was  shown  that  by  their 
course  of  action  they  were  endangering 
OaBill. 

Mb.  O'EELLY  considered  it  would 
he  well  to  adjourn  until  the  Head  of  the 
Government  could  return  to  his  place. 
Ko  satisfactory  answer  had  been  made 
to  Ike  objections  which  had  been  ad- 
vanced m>m  the  Irish  Benches.  The 
groond  on  which  the  Government  had 
tiken  their  stand  was  the  benefit  of  or- 
dinary creditors,  as  distinguished  from 
the  landlord ;  but  it  had  been  pointed 
out  by  many  hon.  Gentleman  that  ordi- 
naij  creditors  had  no  interest  in  fixing 
a  sale  of  the  tenant's  interest,  because 
if  th^  did  that  they  would  lose  their 
own  property.  If  they  sold  the  interest 
of  Hie  tenant  before  the  judicial  rent 
was  fibced,  they  must  sell  the  property 
out  of  which  they  hoped  to  get  what  was 
doe  to  them.  The  creditors  other  than 
flie  landlord  oould  have  no  possible  inte- 
rest in  selling^  the  tenant's  interest ;  but 
the  GovOTiunent  were  trying  to  supply  the 


landlord  with  a  cheap  method  of  getting 
possession  of  the  tenant's  property,  under 
the  impression  that,  in  so  doing,  they 
were  tsdcing  care  of  the  interests  of  the 
general  creditors. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  24  ;  Noes 
168  :  Majority  144.— (Div.  List,  No. 
382.) 

Original  Question  proposed,  "That 
those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  his  hon.  Friends 
felt  so  keenly  on  this  question  that  a 
large  number  of  them  considered  they 
ought  to  insist  upon  an  adjournment. 
He  had  not  addressed  the  House  on  this 
subject  up  to  the  present,  and  he  was 
bound  to  express  the  opinion  that  the 
Government  were  behaving  exceedingly 
badly,  and  that  their  Bill  would  be 
damaged  very  considerably  by  the  ac- 
ceptance of  their  proposed  Amendment. 
Irish  Members  had  an  undoubted  right 
to  complain  when  they  found  the  Go- 
vernment nroposing  an  Amendment 
which  they  knew  must  be  vicious  in  its 
operation.  Bather  than  see  the  Amend- 
ment accepted  he  would  like  the  clause 
to  be  struck  out  of  the  Bill.  That 
would  please  their  Lordships,  and  it 
would  please  him  and  his  hon.  Friends. 
The  tenant  would  have  a  better  chance 
without  the  Amendment  than  with  it; 
and  if  their  Lordships  disagreed  with 
the  Amendment  as  amended,  he  should 
certainly  not  grieve.  The  clause  had 
lost  all  its  salt ;  but,  strongly  as  they 
felt  in  the  matter,  he  did  not  see  what 
they  could  hope  to  get  by  continu- 
ing the  discussion,  considering  that  the 
Government  had  broken  the  spirit  of  the 
promise  which  was  conveyed  in  the  ori- 
ginal Amendment,  and  that  the  Prime 
Minister  had  left  for  his  necessary  rest. 
It  was  a  very  melancholy  thing  to  walk 
in  the  Lobby,  and  see  the  House  of 
Lords  in  full  blow,  and  nobody  in  it.  It 
was  a  spectacle  which  might  oven  bo  of 
some  interest  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor),  who,  last 
year,  gave  Notice  of  a  Motion  to  abolish 
the  Upper  House  altogether.  He  would 
really  appeal  to  the  Government  whether 
the  clause  was  worth  retaining  at  all  ? 
They  had  far  better  have  the  thing  struck 
out  altogether ;  but  do  not  let  the  Lords 
do  it.  They  had  done  enough  already. 
It  would  be  far  more  honest  on  the  part 
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of  the  Gbvemment  to  strike  the  clause 
out  altogether ;  let  them  tell  the  House 
that  they  would  do  it. 

Mr.  macartney  said,  he  had 
been  surprised  to  see  the  course  his 
countrymen  had  taken  on  this  occasion. 
For  four  months  they  had  been  discuss- 
ing this  Bill.  It  was  a  measure  of  the 
first  magnitude,  and  he  believed  if  it 
passed  it  would  be  the  wonder  of  the 
world.  It  had  been  asserted — and  it 
had  been  said  here  to-niffht — that  the 
landlords  of  Ireland  resembled  beasts  of 
prey,  prowling  about  to  find  victims  for 
their  oppression  and  cruelty.  The  Irish 
tenants,  if  the  Bill  passea,  would  have 
four  courses  before  them.  They  would, 
first  of  all,  be  able  to  abide  by  the  old 
system  of  entering  into  an  agreement 
with  the  landlord ;  if  they  did  not  like 
that  they  could  avail  themselves  of  the 
Act  of  1870;  if  that  did  not  please  them 
they  could  avail  themselves  of  the  ad- 
vantages of  the  provisions  of  this  Bill ; 
and  lastly,  if  they  were  dissatisfied  with 
the  other  three  courses,  they  could  take 
the  hint  given  them  to-night,  and  shoot 
either  the  landlord,  the  agent,  or  the 
bailiff.  It  these  were  not  a  sufficient 
choice  of  methods  of  carrying  out  their 
views,  AC  did  not  know  what  could  be 
said  for  them,  p'  Question!"]  The 
question  was  whether  this  Bill  was  not 
enough  to  satisfy  any  reasonable  man  ? 
He  contended  that  it  was  ;  and  now,  at 
the  last  moment,  those  who  professed  to 
be  the  most  anxious  to  see  the  Bill 
carried  out,  opposed  it  in  the  most 
strenuous  manner. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  that  if 
his  hon.  Friends  did  not  persist  in  this 
opposition  some  hours  yet  it  was  con- 
trary to  his  expectation.  He  should 
have  done  so  had  he  not  been  positively 
forbidden  by  the  Loader  of  the  Party  to 
which  he  belonged.  He  trusted  that  it 
would  go  forth  that  at  least  a  few  of  the 
Irish  Members  were  determined  to  mark 
their  sense  of  the  treacherous  action  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  in  this  pro- 
posal. He  saw  in  his  place  the  right 
non.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
(Sir  William  Harcourt).  It  was  not 
many  weeks  ago  since  he  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor),  at  about  the  same  hour  as 
the  present,  had  endeavoured  to  help 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  against  the 
opposition  of  a  small  party  of  11  or  12 
Scotch  and  English  M^embers,  who  were 
engaged  in  opposing  the  passing  of  a 
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Bill  relating  to  Poor  Bemovals,  or  aome- 
thing  of  that  kind.  He  really  did  not 
know  the  name  of  the  Bill,  thoueh  he 
had  voted  on  it.  These  II  or  12  Mem- 
bers did  not  hesitate  to  divide,  and 
divide  a^ain  and  again,  lest  the  Bill, 
the  principle  of  which  thev  accepted,  but 
the  amendment  of  which  they  demanded, 
should  be  pushed  through  the  House  at 
an  unreasonable  hour  in  the  morning. 
And  yet,  here  was  an  Amendment  whi3i 
placed  at  the  mercy  of  the  meal-man, 
and  the  retail  grocer,  and  the  landlord, 
thousands  of  the  tenants  of  Ireland,  and 
the  Irish  Members  had  not  g^t  enooeh 
to  stay'  in  the  House  any  longer  for  tne 
sake  of  protesting^ainst  the  conduct  of 
the  Government.  He  wished  the  protest 
to  continue,  not  because  he  hoped  to 
succeed,  but  because  he  wanted  to  im- 

Erove  his  position — ["  Hear,  hear !  "]— 
e  meant  his  moral  position — [LaiugJ^ 
Ur.'\ — he  was  very  delighted  to  find  that 
he  was  possessed  of  such  a  fond  of 
humour  as  to  be  able  to  set  the  House 
in  a  roar  at  half  past  3  o'clock  in  the 
morning.  He  wished  to  improve  his 
moral  position.  Why,  when  the  Bill 
came  into  operation,  and  the  Amend- 
ment was  put  in  force,  and  was  attended 
with  the  bad  results  that  his  Friends  and 
he  prophecied  for  it,  how  maoh  better 
would  be  their  position  with  the  Oovezn- 
ment  if  they  were  able  to  say  that  fliey 
(the  Government)  had  carried  this 
Amendment  in  spite  of  the  vigorous  and 
prolonged  protest  against  it  of  the  Irish 
Members  ?  As  to  the  Amendment  itself, 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  l^e 
Prime  Minister  was  last  year  bringing 
in  his  Disturbance  Bill,  one  of  the  aptest 
and  most  convincing  illustrations  he 
brought  forward  in  favour  of  the  mea- 
sure was  taken  from  a  letter  of  his  friend 
Mr.  Tuke.  That  gentleman  had  stated 
that  in  the  North- West,  West,  uid 
South  of  Ireland,  where  he  had  tra- 
velled amongst  the  people,  he  had  found 
them  in  such  a  position  that  the  tenant 
right  for  which  they  had  gpiven  in  some 
cases  £40,  and  £50,  aud  £60,  a  few  years 
ago,  was  not  worth  a  penny,  owing  to 
the  depression  of  the  times.  There  was 
not  a  cabin  in  Donegal — ["  Question !  "1 
—well,  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O^Coanor)  pitied 
the  intelligences,  and  he  pitied  the  infor- 
mation of  hon.  Gentlemen  who  did  not  see 
the  relevancy  of  what  he  waa  saying  to 
the  Amendment  before  the  House,  lb. 
Tuke  visited  several  pf  the  pa]i4n|i  19 
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DcmMal,  and  there  he  fennd  poor  men 
who  mid  hftd  a  oonriderable  amonnt  of 
Btobk  two  or  three  years  ago— ahorse  or 
two,  two  or  three  cows,  some  pigs,  and 
a  jaid  well  stocked  wiUi  fowl 

Mb.  BPEAEEB:  I  must  caU  on  the 
hon.  Member  to  address  himself  to  the 
Amendment  before  the  House.  The 
Amendment  before  the  House  is  that 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Oork ;  and  the  hon.  Member  is  not 
speaking  to  that. 

Mb-JT.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  was 
watrj  he  had  not  been  able  to  make  the 
oonneotion  between  his  remarks  and  the 
Amendment  dear  to  the  House  and  to 
Mr.  Speaker.  The  object  of  tiie  Amend- 
ment, as  he  understood  it,  was  to  give 
the  Court  the  right  of  conferring  on  the 
tenant  a  larger  amount  of  time  than 
three  months  against  the  sale  of  his  ten- 
ant right ;  and  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
was  endeayouring  to  show  the  justice  of 
that  proposal  by  pointing  out  that  the 
tenant  tight,  if  sold  now,  in  many  cases 
would  be  utterly  worthless,  and  that, 
therefore,  it  was  necessary,  in  the  inte- 
rsst  of  the  tenant,  that  some  time  should 
be  allowed  him  before  the  sale  of  his 
tenant  xi^t.  In  the  case  of  many 
people  in  l>onegal,  (Jalway,  and  Mayo, 
thiSj  would  fajBiyij  be  nving  them  Dead 
Bea  fruit  in  givmg  t£is  permission  to 
idl  iheir  tenant  rinit.  When  they  were 
discnsiiiTig  the  6m  clause  of  the  Bill, 
which  dealt  with  compensation  for  dis- 
turbanoe,  the  noble  Lord  tiie  Member 
inr  Galne  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice) 
sot  up  in  his  place  and  proposed  an 
Amendment,  and  someone  defended  the 
{KopoBal  of  the  Qovemment  on  the 
nonnd  that  it  was  based  on  the  fact 
mat  in  many  parts  of  Ireland  the  value 
of  the  tenant  right  had  been  reduced  to 
nro.  The  Prime  Minister  declared  that 
flus  Tiew  was  in  consonance  with  his 
own ;  therefore,  according  to  the  admis- 
sion of  the  Gkyvemment,  the  tenant  right 
had  been  reduced  to  zero.  And  yet 
fhej  would  not  allow  the  tenant  time  to 

eytafairyalueforhis  tenant  right.  The 
nder  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies said  something  which  he  could  not 
eatch.  Did  the  hon.  Member  pretend 
to  aav  that  this  was  not  so  ?  The  hon. 
Member  and  his  Friends  should  stand 
m  in  their  places  and  say  what  they 
tbouffhty  and  not  indulge  in  unintel- 
Hgibto  muttering.  Let  them  take  up 
fb  Eridenoe  of  the  Bessborough  Com- 
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mission.  They  would  find  witnesses  all 
over  the  country  going  up  and  saying — 
"I  am  owed  £8,000  or  £10,000."  In 
some  cases  the  mealmonger  went  up 
with  that  statement,  declaring  that  he 
was  owed  £10,000  for  meal — that  was 
to  say,  for  the  first  necessary  of  life. 
The  people  were  obliged  to  have  the 
meal  or  starve.  This  mealmonger,  un- 
less this  Amendment  were  accepted, 
would  be  put  in  the  position  of  being 
compelled  to  drive  the  tenants  to  sell  an 
unsaleable  tenant  right  to  get  his  money 
for  his  meal.  Unless  the  Amendment 
were  accepted,  it  would  not  be  a  mes- 
sage of  peace,  but  a  message  of  war 
they  would  be  sending  to  the  Irish 
people — it  would  be  a  message  to  tell 
them  that  they  would  be  turned  out 
of  their  homes,  and  that  the  only 
refuge  upon  which  they  could  rely  was 
their  own  organization,  which  was  in- 
dependent of  the  Land  Bill,  the  Go- 
vernment, or  the  English  Parliament. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  rose  to  address  the 
House. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
has  already  spoken. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  :  I  only  spoke  on 
the  question  of  adjournment. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  is  mistaken. 

Original  Question  put,  ''That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  38 ;  Noes 
143  :  Majority  105.— (Div.  List,  No. 
383.) 

Other  Amendments  made  to  the  words 
so  restored. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'<  That  a  Committoe  bo  appointed  '  to  draw  np 
Reasons  to  bo  assignod  to  Tho  Lords  fordis- 
ag^reeing  to  the  Amondmcnts  made  by  The  Lords 
to  the  BOl :  * — Mr.  Gladstone,  Mr.  Williah 
Edward  Fohster,  Mr,  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  Mr.  Dodson,  Mr.  Lefeyre,  Mr. 
Solicitor  General,  and  Mr.  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  : — Three  to  be  the  quorum." 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'OONNOE  wished,  if  he 
was  in  Order,  to  move  an  addition  to 
the  proposed  names;  or,  if  he  could 
not  do  that,  to  move  to  omit  one  Mem- 
ber in  order  to  insert  the  name  of  Mr. 
Pamell.  

Mb.  SPEAKEE:  The  proceeding  is 
altogether  formaL  At  the  same  time, 
the  hon.  Member  is  not  in  Order  in  pro- 

gosing  to  add  to  the  names,  because  I 
ave  already  passed  beyond  that,  hav- 
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ing  fmt  the  Question  that  three  be  a 
quorum. 

Mr.  PABNELL:   In  any  case,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  should  refuse  to  serve. 

Motion  agreed  to;  Oommittee  appointed: 
To  withdraw  immediately. 

BBASONS  FOB  DISAOBHEINO  TO  GEETADT 
OF  THE  AMENDMENTS  MADE  BT  THE 
LOBDS  TO  THE  LAND  LAW  (IBELAND) 
BILL. 

The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendments 
n  page  1,  lines  26  and  28,  for  the  following 
Beason: 

Because  the  failure  to  ^ve  the  xiotioe  as 
prescribed  may  be  accidental,  and  in  no 
"way  prejudice  the  landlord,  and  it  would 
be  unjust  to  enable  the  landlord  in  such 
a  case  to  require  the  court  to  declare  the 
sale  void. 

The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment 
in  page  2,  line  16 : 

Because  the  insertion  of  these  words  is 
unnecessary. 

The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendments 
mpage  2,  lines  2S  and  84,  for  the  following 
Beasons: 

(1.)  Because  the  landlord  has  got  value  for 
his  purchase  in  the  increased  rent  whidi 
he  must  be  assumed  to  have  chaiged  for 
the  holding,  or  which  in  any  case  he  may 
fairly  charge  in  respect  of  the  improve- 
ments, &c.  thus  acquired  by  him. 
(2.)  Because  the  tenant,  out  of  whose  pur- 
chase monev  the  landlord  would  be  re- 
imbursed what  he  is  supposed  to  have 
paid  the  previous  tenant,  received  no 
benefit  for  and  was  in  no  way  party  to 
the  transaction,  and  is  as  much  entitled 
to  retain  his  purchase  money  (which  may 
represent  little  more  than  the  value  of 
improvements  made  bv  himself)  as  any 
other  tenant  who  sells  his  tenancy. 

The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment 
in  page  4,  line  25,  for  the  following  Beason : 
Because  it  is  unnecessary,  the  object  being 
already  provided  for  in  the  first  clause  (3 
theBiU. 

The  Conmions  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 
page  6,  line  10,  for  the  following  Beasons : 

(1.)  Because  it  is  desirable  to  define  with 
precision  the  "  persistent  waste '*  which 
IS  to  be  a  breach  of  the  statutory  condi- 
tion. 

(2.)  Because  it  would  be  unjust  to  allow  a 
Lmdlordwho,  whilst  the  tenant  is  com- 
mitting "waste,"  knowinglv  stands  by 
without  objecting  to  it,  ailterwards  to 
insist  on  it  as  a  oreach  of  the  statutory 
conditions,  and  proceed  to  compel  the 
tenant  to  quit  his  holding  accordingly. 

(8.)  Because  the  landlord  will  still  retain 
all  his  other  remedies  for  preventing  any 
act  of  waste,  and  for  recovering  damages 
for  it,  if  coEomitted. 

The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 
page  6,  Une  88,  for  the  following  Beason : 

Beoftuse  as  saoh  a  tsoant  cannot  register^ 

Hr.BfHier 


and  therelore  oamiot  IawMIt  eot  of 
remove  any  timber,  thongh  planted  by 
himself  or  his  predecessors,  the  addition 
of  the  Amendment  nullifies  tiie  ezcep- 
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The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 
page  5,  line  84,  for  the  following  Beason : 

Because  the  lan^^nage  of  the  Bill  better 
describes  the  right  to  which  the  tenant 
is  entitled  bv  Statute  (in  afiBrmance  of 
the  common  law  in  that  respect] . 

The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 
page  5,  lines  88  and  41,  lor  the  following 
Beasons: 

(1.)  Because  the  definition  in  the  Statate 
referred  to  is  objectionable,  as  ineluding 
some  and  excluding  other  subjects  ^ 
sport  which  ought  not  to  be  so  included 
and  excluded  respectively. 
(2.)  Because  it  is  desirable  that  the  Statat* 
should  state  expressly,  and  not  by  rdsr- 
ence  to  another  Statute,  what  subjects  of 
sport  are  exclusively  reserved  to  the 
landlord. 

The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 
page  6,  line  1,  for  the  following  Beason  : 

Because  it  would  be  unreasonable  to  make 
a  trifiing  act  of  obstruction  the  breach  of 
a  statutory  condition. 

The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Am<m<lfn^t 
in  page  6,  lines  8  and  4,  for  the  following 
Beasons: 

(1.)  Beeanse  it  is  entirehr  saperflnoos ;  tiia 
landlord's  property  in  the  mines  and  other 
things  there  specified  being  wholly  un- 
affected by  the  BilL 

(2.)  Because  the  Amendment,  in  senrenl 
respects,  contradicts  the  previous  part  of 
the  clause,  and  would  prejudice  the  ri^g^ti 
thereby  secured  to  or  recognised  as  vested 
in  the  tenant. 

(3.)  Because  the  Amendment,  by  providing 
wat  mines,  fto.  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
reserved  to  the  landlord  *' during  the 
continuance  of  a  statutory  term,"  would 
suggest  doubts  as  to  the  landlord's  pro- 
p^tyin  them  in  cases  where  there  was 
no  such  term. 

Hie  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 
page  6,  line  8,  for  the  following  Beason : 

Because  the  words  are  necessary  lor  ex- 
plaining the  reference  thereto  in  Clause  7. 
The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendments 
in  page  6,  lines  27  and  87,  for  the  following 
Beason: 

Because  the  existing  provisions  as  to  oom> 
pensation  for  disturbance  have  been  found 
to  be  insufficient. 

Hie  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 
page  8,  line  15,  for  the  following  Beason : 

Because  the  landlord  can  enioroe  an  increase 
of  rent  without  going  to  the  court,  and 
it  is  desirable  that  the  tenant  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  accepting  the 
proposed  increase,  and  thus  gettmg  a 
statutory  term  without  the  interventiaa 
of  the  court. 

Hie  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 
page  8,  line  20,  for  the  following  Beaaon : 
Because  the  words  omitted  reoognise  alfts 
the  rights  ol  both  landlord  end  tHuati 
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■ad  It  ii  axpediant  to  retain  fhem  ai 
■Milling  the  liridi  tenant  that  hit  jnat 
intereata  will  be  reneoted. 
Thb  Commona  diaagree  to  the  Amendment  in 

page  8,  line  28,  for  the  following  BeaaonB : 
(1.)  Becanae  ita  object  is  fn&j  provided  by 

GUuiae  8  (Eqnitiea  dauae). 
(S.)  Becanae  it  wonld  be  mamfeetlv  nnjuat 
that  the  tenant's  application  to  fix  a  fsdi 
rent  for  his  holding  ahonld  be  refnaed 
beoaoae  one  of  his  predeceesois  had  com- 
mitted aome  act  of  waste  long  since  re- 
paired. 
Hie  Oommona  diaagree  to  tiie  Amendment  in 

page  8,  line  85,  for  t£  following  Reason : 

Becanae  it  ia  deaizaUe  that  tiie  tenant 
ahoidd  feel  aaaored  that  during  the  first 
atatntoET  term  obtained  throogh  the 
oonrt  after  the  paasing  of  the  Act,  he 
cannot  be  di^oeeassed  except  for  breach 
of  dnty  or  for  some  public  purpose ;  bat  the 
Commona  propoae  to  insert  words  ex- 
elnding  from  this  jnrovision  the  case  of 
present  tenanciea  arising  at  the  expira- 
tion of  Judicial  leaaoa  and  current  leases 
reapectiTely. 
Thb  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 

page  9,  line  14,  for  tl^  following  Aeason : 

Beoauae  it  ia  e^iedient  to  leave  Uie  matter 
to  the  judgment  of  the  court,  as  there 
maj  be  aome  oaaea  in  whicli  the  conduct 
of  the  landlord  may  have  been  such  as  to 
make  it  inequitable  to  refuae  the  tenant's 
application  for  a  judicial  rent. 
The  Onmnona  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 

page  9,  lino  89,  for  the  following  Beaaon : 
Becanae  by  making  the  provision  prospec- 
tive,  ana  only  appUcaole  to  the  second 
and  anbaequent  revinons  of  rent,  it  sug- 
geata  doubta  aa  to  whether  the  tenants 
n^irovementa  may  not  be  charged  for  in 
the  firat  detemunatioa  of  lair  rent ;  but 
the  Commons  propose  to  amend  the  words 
ao  reinatated,  and  aa  a  consequential 
Amendment  to  add  words  to  subsection  8 
whldi  will  have  the  effect  of  securing 
tbe  landlord  against  having  his  rent  re- 
daoad  in  te^peet  of  improvements  for 
virtdoh  the  tenant  ia  no  longer  entitled  to 
eredit. 
Tlie  Commona  diaagree  to  the  Amendment  in 

page  9,  line  48,  fbr  the  following  Beaaon : 

Because  there  are  many  cases  in  which  the 
money  ao  paid  b^p^  the  incoming  tenant 
enght  to  M  oooaidared  in  determining 
what  ia  a  fair  rent;  for  example  in 
Ulster,  where  such  payments  may  re- 
preaent  the  real  value  of  the  tonant- 
ii|^  or  in  other  parta  of  Ireland  where 
it  may  to  a  great  extent,  if  not  oxclu- 
aively,  ropreaont  the  value  of  improvo- 
mente  tiina  pnrohaaed  from  his  prede- 
oaeHT,  and  to  credit  for  which  the  tenant 
ia  fairly  entitled  in  any  such  inquiry. 
Hia  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 

page  11,  line  12,  for  the  Reason  given  for  dis- 

fTtiTTTg  to  the  Amendment  in  page  8,  lines  20 

and  SI. 
Tbib  Ctmmioiia  diaagree  to  the  Amendments  in 

mgp  18|  linea  81,  82,  and  84,  respectively,  for 

tta  loDowing  Reason : 

Baaamae  it  would  ezdude  from  the  benefit 
of  the  Act  the  occupying  tenants  of  a 
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meane  landlord  holding  by  a  terminable 
lease,  which,  being  znade  without  any 
restriction  on  the  eommon  law  right  of 
sub-letting,  must  be  regarded  as  autho- 
rising the  creation  of  the  sub  tenancies 
in  question. 

The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 
page  14,  line  13,  for  the  following  Reason  : 

Because  it  would  prevent  the  building  of 
any  labourers'  cottages,  even  with  the 
sanction  of  the  court,  unless  the  tenant's 
holding  contained  the  full  extent  of 
tillage  land  specified,  and  it  is  expedient 
to  leave  some  discretion  to  the  court  in 
this  matter. 

The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 
page  16,  line  16,  subsection  8,  for  the  following 
Reason: 

Because  it  is  expedient  to  provide  that  for 
some  time  after  the  passing  of  the  Act 
the  right  of  pre-emption  shall  not  be 
used  to  defeat  the  object  of  the  Act  by 
extinguishing  present  tenancies  with  the 
view  of  creating  future  tenancieB  in  their 
stead. 

The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 
page  16,  lines  9  to  14,  for  ttie  following  Reason : 
Because  leases  in  Ireland  are  regarded  by 
both  landlord  and  tenant  as  Uttle  more 
than  a  fixing  of  the  rent  for  the  specified 
period,  and  restoration  of  the  holding  to 
the  landlord  at  their  expiration  is  not 
originally  contemplated  by  either  party ; 
but  the  Commons  propose  to  amend  the 
words  BO  reinstated  in  the  Bill  by  insert- 
ing words  excluding  coses  where  rever- 
sionary leases  have  been  already  granted, 
and  also  proWding  for  **  resumption  *'  as 
under  the  fifth  clause  of  the  Bill,  if  the 
landlord  requires  the  holding  for  his  own 
occupation. 

The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 
page  16,  lines  24  to  36,  for  the  following 
Reason: 

Because  it  is  alleged  that  since  the  passing 
of  the  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland) 
Act,  1870,  leases  containing  unfair  terms 
and  provisions  contrary  to  the  meaning 
and  spirit  of  that  Act  have  been  unfairly 
forced  upon  the  tenants,  and  it  is  expedient 
that  provision  should  bo  made  to  enable 
the  court  to  set  aside  leases  executed 
under  such  circumstances. 

The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 
page  19,  line  12,  for  me  following  Reason  : 
Because  there  may  bo  on  an  estate  a  great 
number  of  small  tenants  who  would  be 
unable  to  purchase  their  holdings,  which 
would  t^us  bo  left  on  the  hands  of  the 
Commissioners,  whilst  two-thirds  of  the 
whole  rent  might  be  payable  by  a  few 
large  tenants ;  but  the  Commons  propose 
by  a  consequential  Am^idment  to  the 
Bill  to  provide  that,  under  certain  special 
circumstances,  the  rule  requiring  that 
three-fourths  of  the  whole  number  of 
tenants  shall  be  able  and  willing  to  pur- 
chase may  be  relaxed. 

The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 
page  26,  line  14,  for  the  following  Reason : 
Because  those  subsections  are  required  to 
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ensure  the  proper  administration  of  the 
public  moneys  placed  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Commission. 

The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendments  in 
page  31,  lines  1  and  7,  for  the  following  Reason : 
Because  an  appeal  on  any  question  of  law 
is  already  provided  £>r;   and  it  is  not 
expedient  to  permit  an  appeal  on  other 
questions,  such  as  the  amount  of  fair 
rent,  the  value  of  a  holding,  or  the  amount 
of  damages  awarded  for  breach  of  a  sta- 
tutory condition,  or  any  matter  left  in 
the  discretion  of  the  court. 
The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 
page  37)  line  31,  for  the  following  Reason : 
Because  it  is  expedient  to  postpone  for  a 
diort  time  tiie  creation  of  future  ten- 
ancies. 

The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 
page  39,  lines  22  to  30,  for  the  following 
&Ason: 

Because  it  is  expedient  to  provide  that 
where  a  tenant  is  seeking  to  obtain  a 
reduction  of  rent  and  stetutory  term 
through  the  intervention  of  the  court, 
the  ssde  of  his  tenancy  at  the  suit  of  a 
creditor  may,  under  special  droumstances, 
be  stayed  for  a  short  time,  so  that  the 
true  value  of  his  tenancy  may  be  realized ; 
but  the  Commons  propcwe  to  amend  the 
words  BO  reinstatea  by  limiting  the  time 
for  whidi  the  oourt  can  stay  the  process. 

Eeasons  for  disagreement  to  The 
Lords  Amendments  reported^  and  agreed 
to: — ^To  be  oommunioated  to  The  Lords. 

SOLENT  NAVIGATION  [EXPENSES]. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'OONNOB  com- 
^^ained  of  the  arrangement  of  the  Order 
^aper,  pointing  out  Hiat  the  Highways 
and  LocomotiYes  Act  AmendmentSill  and 
the  Presumption  of  Life  (Scotland)  Bill 
had  been  omitted  from  the  Order  Paper 
yesterday.  On  some  occasions  this  sort 
of  thing  might  be  very  important,  and 
he  thought  the  Standing  Order  should 
be  carefully  observed  in  this  respect.  It 
might  be  a  serious  matter  to  a  Member 
to  have  his  Bill  misplaced. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  quite  mistaken.  Bills  have  not  been 
misplaced. 

Beiolvedy  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
payment,  out  of  moneys  to  he  provided  hy  Far- 
uament,  of  Expenses  which  may  hecome  pay- 
ahle  hy  the  Admiralty  under  the  provisions  of 
any  Act  of  the  present  Session  to  make  provi- 
sion with  respect  to  the  Navigation  of  the 
Solent  hetween  the  Isle  of  mght  and  the 
Mainland,  in  the  county  of  Hants. 

Itesdution  to  be  reported  ^b-morrou^. 


Prieomre  BiU, 
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NAVT  Ain>  ABMT  EZFEBmiTUBB,  1879-80. 

Committee  to  consider  the  Savings  and  Defi- 
ciencies upon  the  Grants  for  Navy  and  Army 
Scorvices  in  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of 
March  1880,  and  the  tempoiary  sanction  oh- 
tained  horn  the  Treasury  hy  the  Navy  and 
Army  Departments  to  Expenditure  not  pro- 
vided for  in  the  Grants  for  that  year,  upon 
Sattirday, 

Appropriation  Accounts  for  the  Navy  and 
Army  Departments,  which  were  preeented  npon 
the  7th  oay  of  February  last  raerred  to  the 
Committee. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 
Four  o'clock  in  the  morning. 


HOUSE    OF    LOBDS. 
-  Friday,  I2th  Jugwi,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Sbliot  Cokmittbb — J2«Mr<  — 
Irish  Jury'Laws  *. 

Public  Bills— -iVr^t  BHtding—lmd^Ji  Loan  of 
1879  •(212). 

J2i|M>rt— Erne  Lough  and  Biver  •  (306). 

R^rt— Third  Rtading  —  Ecdesiastioal  Conxts 
Regulation  (198),  now  Discharge  of  Gon- 
tumadous  Prisoners*  (198),  andj^oMMf. 

Third  JSmm/iii^— Metropolitan  Board  of  Worki 
(Money)*  (186);  Superannuation  (Post  Office 
and  works)*  (208) ;  Central  (Mminal  Court 
(Prisons)*  (162);  Leases  for  SchoolB  (Ire- 
land)* (188) ;  (Joirupt  Practices  (Suspenaion 
of  Elections)  *  (208),  9ji6,paued, 

BXTBINBSB  OF  THB  HOXTSB. 

Ordered,  That  for  the  remainder  of  the  Ses- 
sion the  Bills  which  are  entered  for  considera- 
tion on  the  Minutes  of  the  day  shall  have  the 
same  precedence  which  Bills  have  on  Tues- 
days and  Thursdays.--(  The  Earl  of  Itedetdtde.) 

DISCHARGE  OF  CONTUMACIOUS  PRI- 
SONERS BILL.— (No.  198.)— JbfWMr^ 
ECCLESIASTICAL   COURTS   REGULA- 
TION  BILL. 
{The  Earl  Beauehan^.) 
GONSIDERATIOir.      THIBD    BBADINO. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
order)  ;  further  amendments  nuide. 
Then  Standing  Order  No.  XXXV.  mh- 
eidered  (aooor£ng  to  order),  and  die* 
pensed  with. 

Moved, "  That  the  Bill  be  nowread  8*." 
— (  The  Earl  Eeauehamp.) 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  said,  he 
would  t^e  that  opportunity  of  oongrata- 
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kting  the  noUe  Earl  (Earl  Beauohamp) 
npon  having  carried  the  measure  to  a 
Baooeesfiil  inae.  He  trusted  that  during 
the  Beoeas  the  noble  Earl  would  con- 
lidar  the  deairabilitj  of  extending  the 
application  of  the  principles  of  the 
measure,  so  as  to  prevent  tne  necessitj 
of  sending  dergymen  to  prison  for 
offbnoes  similar  to  those  committed  by 
Kr.  Green. 

Motion  agr$ed  to. 

Bill  read  8'  accordingly,  and  poited, 
and  sent  to  the  Oommons. 


CONVEYANCING   AND    LAW   OF  PRO- 
PEETY  BILL. 

COHSmSBATIOir     OF     OOXMOirS     AMEND- 


Commons  Amendments  considered  (ac- 
cording to  order). 

Eabl  CAIBNS  said,  that  a  great  nimi- 
ber  of  Amendments  had  been  made  in  the 
other  House ;  and,  so  far  as  the  verbal 
Amendments  were  concerned,  he  readily 
sssented  to  them.  But  there  were  cer- 
tain Amendments  to  the  Bill  which  pro- 
posed to  leave  out  certain  important 
olaiises,  from  the  operation  of  which  he 
and  others  expected  the  flreatest  possible 
benefit,  and  which  would  have  reduced 
▼eiy  much  the  eiroense  of  conveyancing, 
to  the  saving  of  money  which,  as  it 
seemed  to  him,  was  needlessly  thrown 
away.  Ab  matters  stood,  the  House  was 
axhibited  as  advocating  changes  that 
would  lead  to  economy,  and  the  House  of 
Oonmions  had  retained  the  sources  of  ex- 
pense. At  any  other  period  of  the  Ses- 
licm  he  should  have  asked  their  Lord- 
ships to  consider  the  matter  more  fully 
ana  to  disagree  with  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  those  Amendments;  but,  at 
*  present,  looking  at  the  time,  and  that 
mere  was  other  important  legislation 
before  the  House,  that  course  would 
imperil  the  Bill,  and,  as  it  appeared  to 
bim  in  other  respects  to  be  exceedingly 
valuable,  he  should  be  sorry  that  any 
aoddent  should  befaU  it.  With  this 
protest^  he  asked  their  Lordships  to 
agree  to  the  Commons'  Amendments. 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  doth  agree 
with  The  Oommons  in  their  Amend- 
menti  to  the  said  Bill."— (7^  £arl 
Otirm.) 

yMaa  agreed  to. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
OOirSIDEaATION  OF  OOMMONS  AM£2n)MSirTS 
TO   LOBDS  AM£Zn)M£NTS. 

Commons  Amendments  to  Lords 
Amendments,  and  Commons  consequen- 
tial Amendments,  and  Beasons  for  dis- 
agreeing to  certain  of  the  Lords  Amend- 
ments eonsidered  (according  to  order). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lobd  Pbivt 
Seal,  the  following  Amendments  dit' 
agreed  to  by  the  Commons : — ^In  page  1, 
Ime  26,  leave  out  from  ("court")  to 
("declare")  in  line  28,  and  insert 
(« shall ") ;  and  in  line  28,  after 
("  void  ")  insert  ("  if  the  landlord  shall 
so  require  ") — not  insisted  an. 

On  the  Lords  Amendment  in  page  2, 
line  5,  amended  by  the  Commons  as  fol- 
lows:— ^In  line  5,  leave  out  ("be  com- 
pensated "  )  and  insert  (  "  compensa- 
tion"); in  line  8,  insert  ("and  sub- 
stantially maintained, " )  and  after  ( *  *  land- 
lord") leave  out  the  word  ("or")  and 
insert  ("and");  and  in  line  9,  insert 
("  made  or  acquured.") 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  doth  agree 
to  the  Amendments  made  by  the  Com- 
mons in  the  said  Amendment." — {The 
Lord  Privy  Seal.) 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUEY  said, 
he  did  not  know  whether  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  wished  to 
assume  the  paternity  of  his  own  child ; 
but,  if  not,  he  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) would  do  so.  The  Amendment 
which  the  Commons  had  proposed  to 
this  Proviso,  and  which  might  be  shortly 
described  as  an  English-managed  estate 
Amendment,  was  to  some  extent  based 
on  a  reasonable  principle — that  was  to 
say,  they  had  no  desire  that  estates 
which  had  been  once  equipped  by  the 
landlord,  and  from  that  time  had  been 
entirely  abandoned  to  the  tenant,  should 
be  treated  as  English-managed  estates, 
because  that  would  not  be  a  just  repre- 
sentation of  the  system  of  managomont 
that  prevailed  in  this  country.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  words  "substantially 
maintained  "  went  a  good  deal  too  far, 
and  would  tend  to  exclude  from  the 
benefit  of  the  provision  estates  which 
really  had  been  managed  on  the  English 
system,  but  in  which  the  tenant  might 
have  done  certain  incidental  repairs,  or 
in  which  he  might  have  repaired  some 
particularimprovements.  Atenantmight 
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have  constantly  cleared  out  the  end  of  a 
ditch — that  was  a  permanent  improve- 
ment ;  he  had  substantially  attended  to 
it,  and  not  the  landlord ;  and,  therefore, 
that  was  no  longer  an  English-managed 
estate  and  no  longer  to  be  excluded.  If 
the  Amendment  of  the  Commons  were 
adopted  simply  as  it  stood,  the  result 
woidd  be  that  the  provision  to  which 
their  Lordships  assented  would  become 
almost  nugatory,  and  would,  practically, 
not  apply  to  the  estates  at  wnich  it  was 
originally  directed.  He  had  therefore 
to  move  an  Amendment  which,  at  first 
sight,  might  not  seem  to  be  a  large  one, 
but  which  would,  he  thought,  cover  the 
distance  between  the  view  sustained 
by  the  Conmions  and  that  held  by 
their  Lordships.  Instead  of  the  words 
**  substantially  maintained  "  he  proposed 
to  insert ''  have  been  in  the  main  up- 
held." The  difference  between  these 
two  formulee  was  this — "  substantially 
maintained  "  would  apply  to  each  indi* 
vidual  improvement.  If  one  ditch  was 
habitually  maintained  by  the  tenant 
under  the  words  ''substantially  main- 
tained," the  holding  would  no  longer  be 
an  English-managed  estate ;  but  u  they 
said  that  the  generality  of  the  improve- 
ments were  to  be  maintained  by  the 
landlord,  or,  in  other  words,  were  to  be 
"  in  the  main  upheld,"  they  established 
this  principle — that  where  the  majority 
of  the  improvements  were  sustained  by 
the  landlord  it  would  be  an  English- 
managed  estate,  and  excluded  from  the 
provisions  of  the  clause.  That  corre- 
sponded exactly  with  the  practical  state 
of  things  on  these  English-managed 
estates.  He  moved  that  the  Commons' 
Amendment  be  amended  by  omitting 
the  words  **  and  substantially  main- 
tained," and  substituting  "have  in  the 
main  been  upheld." 

Moved f  To  leave  out  the  words  {**  and 
substantially  maintained,"  )  and  insert 
the  words  (''  have  in  the  main  been  up- 
held.")— {27ie  Marquess  of  Salishury.) 

On  question,  "  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill?" 

The  Duke  of  ABQYLL  said,  that 
as  he  was  responsible  for  the  original 
proposal— indeed,  he  had  no  difficulty  in 
assuming  its  paternity — ^he  wished  to  sav 
that  the  action  of  the  other  House  with 
respect  to  it  had  convinced  him  that  that 
House  and  the  Govemmeat  were  pre- 

Tk$  Mar^uesi  of  BoUehwry 


pared  to  consider  the  question  fairljr  aad 
candidly.  Though  he  believed  the  oii* 
j^inal  Amendment  to  be  consistent  with 
justice  and  common  sense,  he  was  bound 
to  own  that  there  were  many  persoBS 
who  had  a  strong  objection  to  it— on 
what  ground  he  did  not  know,  imleea 
it  were  that  they  positivelv  disliked  to 
see  landlords  undertake  tne  duty  of 
managing  their  estates  and  the  duty  of 
making  improvements.  All  except  those 
who  held  that  view  aoknowlecbed  the 
Amendment  to  be  a  reasonable  one. 
With  respect  to  the  words  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar^ 
quess  of  Salisbury),  he  was  bound  to  segr 
he  could  not  see  the  distinction  between 
the  words  "substantially  maintained" 
and  "  in  the  main  upheld."  He  did  not 
know  what  might  be  the  judicial  inter- 
pretation of  the  words  "  substantially 
maintained ;  "  but  he  apprehended,  on 
the  other  hand,  that  nobody  could  anti- 
cipate what  might  be  the  judicial  inter- 
pretation of  the  words  "  in  the  main  up- 
held." When  he  asked  his  noble  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Oolonies 
whether  the  words  ''substantially main- 
tained" were  intended  to  make  &e 
Amendment  more  strict  or  more  loose, 
his  noble  Friend  told  him  plainly  that 
they  were  intended  to  make  it  less  strict. 
He  did  not  think,  however,  that  tilie 
noble  Marquess  had  given  a  fair  example 
of  a  permanent  improvement  when  ne 
mentioned  the  clearing  out  of  a  ditch, 
because  a  ditch  was  a  temporary  and 
not  a  permanent  improvement.  What 
he  (the  Duke  of  Ar^ll)  meant  by  per- 
manent improvements  were  buildings, 
fences,  and  the  main  drainage  of  hxmB 
— that  was  what  was  called  permanent 
improvements  in  England  and  Scotland. 
In  nis  observations  me  noble  Marquess 
referred  to  English-managed  estates. 
But  to  that  expression  he  fthe  Duke  of 
Argyll)  vehemently  objectea,  because  the 
Amendment  referred,  not  to  ''  estates," 
but  to  ''holdings"  upon  which  the 
landlord  had  mi^e  all  the  permanent 
improvements.  He  had  always  main- 
tained that  it  would  be  unfair  to  deprive 
a  tenant  of  the  benefit  of  his  own  im- 

grovements,  because  other  tenants  misht 
ave  the  improvements  on  their  hid- 
ings made  by  the  landlord.  He  earnestly 
trusted  that  the  House  would  imderstand 
what  he  believed  to  be  the  immAnaA 
difficulties  surrounding  this  Amend- 
ment.   Although  the  words  **  ■ribsten* 
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tjdhr  ipaiiitrffi^/*  Btrieily  interpreted, 
ezdraded  ceFtain  holdings  which,  in  his 
view,  onglit  te  be  induded,  yet  this 
gfWt  oQoa^aeoee  would  follow — tiiat 
efoiT  landlm  in  Ireland  would  know 
ta  the  ftitnre  by  the  decision  of  the 
Oonii  how  he  was  to  ixnpioye  his  hold- 
ing, so  as  to  take  advantage  of  this 
elaase.  He  plaeed  the  greatest  yalue 
on  the  oonoession  made  by  the  Qoyem- 
ment  and  the  House  of  Oommons,  and 
he  was  prenared  to  accept  the  words 
"sabstaTitjally  inaintained^*  as  inserted 
by  the  Oommons. 

Thb  Mabqubss  of  SAUSBUBY  said, 
that,  instead  of  his  former  Amendment, 
he  would  moye  that  the  words  ''  sub- 
stantially maintained"  be  left  out  in 
adjar  to  inaart  after  "  made,"  "  or  ac- 
quired, and  haye  in  the  main  been  up- 
held." 

Motion  (by  leaye  of  the  House)  mth- 


Manif  To  leaye  out  the  words  {**  and 
sobetantially  maintained")  and  insert 
flie  words  (*'  or  acquired.")— (25^  Mar- 
pm$  of  Saluiurjf.) 

On  question,  ''That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

fear" 

IiOBD  CABIilNaFOED  said,  that  the 
liMe  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Balis- 
boxy)  had  altered  the  words  of  his 
Amendment,  and,  in  doing  so,  seemed 
to  haye  receiyed  a  new  light  from  some 
quarter  with  respect  to  the  Bill.  He 
did  not  know  what  the  noble  Marquess 
meant  by  ''  acquired." 

Thx  Mabqitess  of  SALISBUEY  said, 
that  the  words  ''  or  acquired  "  were  in- 
serted by  the  House  of  Oommons  a  few 
lines  further  on  in  the  same  dause.  The 
addition  of  the  words  in  question  would 
meet  the  case  of  a  man  who  had  bought 
his  land  and  paid  too  much  for  it,  and 
where  the  improyements  had  been  ac- 


LoBD  OAHLINOFOBD  said,  that  the 
intention  of  the  Ooyemment  in  insert- 
ing the  words  "substantially  main- 
tamed  "  was  that  where  a  landlord  had, 
or  should  haye  fbr  the  future,  really 
and  bond  ftd$  equipped  and  maintained  a 
&nn  under  the  Enfflish  system,  the 
nower  of  sale  should  be  taken  away 
nom  the  tenant.  But,  haying  made  that 
oonoession,  the  Ooyemment  desired  to 
make  it  a  genuifie  ease,  such  m»  lufA 


been  contemplated  throughout  by  his 
noble  Friend  the  noble  Dii^e  (the  Duke 
of  Argyll).  He  was  not,  at  a  moment's 
notice,  prepared  to  accept  the  words 
"  or  acquired ; "  in  fact,  he  could  not 
see  their  simificance  in  that  connection. 
He  belieyed  that  the  first  words  the  noble 
Marquess  had  proposed — **  in  the  maiQ 
upheld" — had  the  same  scope  as  the 
words  now  in  the  clause,  and  he  was 
willing  to  accept  them. 

BMohed  in  the  negat%v$. 

On  question,  "That  the  words  ("or 
acquired  ")  be  there  inserted  ?  " 

Their  Lordships    divided  : — Oontenta 
144 ;  Not-Oontents  69  :  Majority  75. 
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Shaftesbury,  E. 
Spencer,  E. 
Suffolk  and  Berkshire, 

E. 
Sydney,  E. 

Falmonth,  V. 
Gordon,  Y.    CB.Abtr" 
"     .) 


Exeter,  L.  Bp. 

Ampthill,  L. 

Bolper,  L. 

Boyle,  L.  {E.  Cork 
and  Orrery.)  ITeller.] 

Braye,  L. 

Breadalbane,  L.  {E. 
Breadalbane.) 

Carlingford,  L. 

Carrington,  L. 

ChurcMll,  L. 

Glermont,  L. 

Glifford  of  Ghudleigh, 
li. 

Emly,  L. 

Ettnck,L.  {L.  Napier.) 

Fingall,  E.  {E.  Fin- 
gall.) 

Foley,  L. 

Granflffd,  L.  {B,  Gra- 
nard.) 

Greville,  L. 

Hatherton,  L. 

Kenmarei  L.  {S.  Em- 
mars,) 


Eenry,  L.  (E.  Jhrn- 
raven  and  Mount' 
Earl.) 

Leigh,  L. 

Lvttelton,  L. 

Methuen,  L. 

Monck,  L.  (F.  Monck.) 

Monson,  L.    [leUer,'] 

Monteagle  of  Bran- 
don, Jb. 

Mount  Temple,  L. 

O'Hagan,  L. 

Ponsonby,  L.  {E.  BeeS' 
borougnA 

Bamaay,  It,  {E.  Dal- 
hAutie.) 

Bibblesdale,  L. 


fiobaztei^  L. 
Bosebeiy,  L.  (E.  JtoM- 

Sandhnist,  L. 
S(nnerton,  la,  {E.IfoT' 

manton,) 
Strafford,  L.    (r.  JB»- 

Jteld.) 
Sudeley,  L. 
Suffield,  L. 
Thurlow,  L. 
Truro,  L. 
Vemon,  L. 
Vivian,  L. 
Waveney,  L. 
Wolverton,  L. 
Wrottealey,  U 


Besohed  in  the  ajfirmaiive. 

Further  Amendment  made  by  insert- 
ing after  the  word  ("  ao^nired")  the 
words  ("and  have  been  in  tiie  main 
upheld.^') 

On  Oommons  Amendment  to  Lords 
Amendment,  in  line  9,  to  leave  oat  "or" 
and  insert  **  and." 

The  Masquess  of  SALISBUBY  in- 
vited the  Qovemment  to  give  an  expla- 
nation of  it,  as  he  could  not  understand 
how  the  landlord  and  his  predecessor  in 
title— say  his  grandfather— could  have 
made  an  improvement  conjointly,  as 
the  words  required.  He  did  not  wish 
to  quarrel  with  the  grammar  of  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment;  but  he  must 
formally  move  the  restoration  of  the 
word  "  or." 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  doth  dis- 
agree with  the  Oommons  in  tiie  said 
jbnendment." — {Th$  MarquuM  of  SalU' 
burjf,) 

LoBD  OABLINQFOBD  explained 
that  the  objection  to  the  wordl  "  or " 
was  that,  if  it  were  used,  then  if  one  of 
the  predecessors  of  the  landlord  had 
made  and  maintained  any  improvements 
— ^no  matter  how  long  back — the  tenancy 
would  be  excluded  icom  the  full  benefit 
of  the  Bill,  althouffh  the  improvements 
might  never  since  have  been  maintained 
by  the  landlord.  The  whole  idea  of  the 
Government  was  to  preserve  the  conti- 
nuity of  the  improvements.    

The  Mabqttess  of  SALISBUBY  said, 
the  logical  and  grammatical  blunder  of 
the  Government  was  not  one  into  whidi 
it  was  likely  the  Oourt  would  fiall; 
and,  therefore,  he  must  press  the  Mo- 
tion. 

On  question?  diiognsd  to. 


1649 


-fjjWif -E^if 


(AuoxrsTlS,  1881] 


^Ireland)  BiU.  1650 


Lords  Amendment,  in  page  2,  line 
16,  to  insert  ("  or  p^d  for  "),  to  which 
the  Commons  have  disagreed. 

Mov0df  **  That  this  Honse  doth  not  in- 
Bist  on  the  said  Amendment  to  which  the 
Oonmions  have  disagreed."— (I^  Lord 
Seal.) 


The  1£abqui»s  of  SALISBUEY 
asked  for  some  intelligible  reason  for 
omitting  the  words.  What  was  to  hap- 
pen in  a  case  where  the  landlord  had 
paid  the  tenant  for  the  improvements  he 
had  made— was  the  landlord  to  have  no 
value  for  improvements  so  made  and 
paid  for?  If  objection  were  taken  to 
the  insertion  of  the  words  at  the  place 
in  question,  he  should  insert  them  at 
some  other  place.      

ThbLOBD  OHANCELLOB  explained 
that  the  word  "made"  met  the  case 
completely,  because  it  comprehended  all 
improvements  effected  by  persons  em- 
ptied by  the  landlord,  and  who,  of 
eonrse,  received  payment  for  their  la- 
bour. 

On  question  ?  resohed  in  ihe' affirmative. 

Moved,  In  page  2,  line  18,  after 
("  title  ")  to  insert  ("  or  have  been  paid 
m  by  the  landlord  or  his  predecessor  in 
titte.^'— (2%^  Marqueae  of  SaUehury.) 

On  question  ? 

Ths  LOBD  OHANCELLOB  objected 
to  the  Amendment,  as  it  was  pezfectly 
dear  that  the  landlord  had  made  the 
improvements,  if  he  had  paid  for  them. 

LoBD  LECONiTELD  stated  that 
the  Amendment  would  g^ve  more  secu- 
xity  to  the  improving  landlords,  and 
maintained  that  it  womd  affect  his  own 
improvements. 

The  Mabqusss  of  SALISBUBY  ad- 
mitted that ;  but  he  considered  the  clause 
would  be  unsafe  without  the  Amend- 
ment* 

Lobd  CABUNQFOBD  refused  to 
give  way. 

On  the  House  being  cleared  for  the 
division, 

Eabi.  OBANYILLE  said,  the  Qovem- 
ment  would  not  g^ve  their  Lordships  the 
trouble  of  dividing. 

Buohed  in  the  affirmative. 

Lords  Amendment  in  page  2,  line  28, 
to  which  the  Commons  have  disagreed. 

Movedf  *'  That  this  House  doth  not  in- 
rist  on  the  said  Amendment  to  which 


the  Commons  have  disagreed." — {I%e 
Lord  Privy  Seal.) 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  that, 
having  moved  it  originally,  he  wished 
to  say  a  few  words  on  that  Amendment, 
and  he  hoped  he  might  be  allowed  to 
make  a  proposal  with  regard  to  it.  He 
regretted  it  had  not  been  agreed  to,  at 
least  in  a  modified  form,  because  he 
thought  that  the  Bill  as  it  stood  did  a 
wrong  and  an  injustice  for  which  this 
House  ought  to  provide  a  remedy.  He 
would  simply  res^  the  clause  of  the  Act 
of  1870  which  provided  for  the  purchase 
of  the  tenant  right.  It  ran  as  follows : — 

''Whtre  a  landlord  has  purchased  or  ac- 
quired, or  shall  hereafter  purchase  or  acquire, 
the  Ulster  tenant  right  custom,  such  holding 
shall  henceforth  cease  to  be  subject  to  the 
Ulster  tenant  right  custom.'' 

Many  landlords  might  have  been  in- 
duced by  that  distinct  guarantee  on  the 
Eart  of  the  Legislature  to  free  their 
oldings  from  the  Ulster  tenant  rieht 
custom,  and  to  expend  considerable 
sums  with  that  object.  It  might  be  said 
that  the  Bill  did  not  subject  tiiese  hold- 
ings to  the  Ulster  Custom.  This  was 
literally  and  technically  true;  but  it 
subjected  them  to  the  power  of  sale, 
which  was  the  heart  and  soul  of  the 
Ulster  Custom ;  and  unless  some  provi- 
sion were  made  to  meet  the  case,  there 
would  be  almost  a  breach  of  faith  on  the 

Eart  of  Parliament,  for  that  money  would 
e  confiscated  under  the  present  Bill  as 
it  stood.  The  Amendment  he  had  pro- 
posed, and  which  their  Lordships 
adopted,  was  intended  to  obviate  that 
hardship.  The  precise  form  of  his 
Amendment  was  another  matter.  It 
was  most  desirable  that  that  House 
should  exhibit  the  virtue  of  promptitude 
in  the  transaction  of  Public  Business; 
but  he  had  some  reason  to  complain  of 
the  haste  with  which  the  Bill  had  been 
passed  through  the  Committee  stage. 
Their  LordsMps  had  only  had  a  few 
hours  to  consider  the  details  of  a  most 
complicated  measure,  which  underwent 
alteration,  having  been  hacked  about, 
and  amended  in  every  sort  of  way  pos- 
sible up  to  the  last  moment  in  the  other 
House.  Consequently,  they  had  had 
little  time  to  consider  what  would  be  the 
effect  of  particular  words  with  regard  to 
provisions  of  this  kind.  He  was  bound 
to  admit  that  the  House  of  Conunons,  in 
the  Seasons  they  had  given  for  disagree- 
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lies 


iog  vjth  hia  Amendmest— namely,  on 
the  ground  tliat  cases  of  hardalup  might 
arise  in  which  the  occnpying  tenant, 
who  was  quite  uuconnacted  with  the 
transaction  between  the  former  tenant 
and  the  landlord,  might  suffer — had  hit 
a  blot  in  the  particular  words  he  pro- 
posed to  insert,  for  under  them  there 
would  have  been  no  possibility  of  the 
tenant  selling  the  remainder  of  the  ten- 
ant right,  which  might  have  been  left  to 
him  after  an  increment  of  rent.  It  was 
also  pointed  out  that  by  other  parts  of 
the  sill  the  object  he  had  in  yiew  was 
proyided  for ;  but  he  still  believed  the 
Amendment  to  be  necessary,  though  he 
was  willing  to  put  it  in  a  modi&ed  form. 
The  landlord,  after  buying  the  tenant 
right,  might,  no  doubt,  recoup  himself 
by  increment  of  rent ;  and,  in  that  case, 
m  course,  there  could  be  no  question  of 
rnmying  him  for  his  outlay  on  the  sale 
of  the  tenancy.  He  was  not  prepared, 
therefore,  to  innst  on  the  particular 
words  of  his  Amendment.  If,  however, 
the  Government  had  wished  to  meet  the 
case,  they  might  easily  have  suegeBted, 
in  "  anomer  place,"  words  which  would 
have  avoided  the  injustice  that  he  de- 
aired  to  prevent.  Aa  they  had  not  done 
BO,  he  BOW  moved  to  add,  after  the  1st 
paragraph  of  this  9th  sab-seotion,  these 
words — 


n  to  tho  Court  to  ba  just  under  til  the 
cnimtanee*  of  Uie  cose ;  and  the  Court  may  bo 
apportion  such  put  accordingly." 

He  could  not  help  thinking  that  his 
Amendment  was  really  in  accordance 
with  the  intentions  of  ttie  Qovemment. 
The  words  which  he  had  suggested 
would  give  direction  to  Uie  Oourt  to 
consider  the  particular  circumstanoea  in 
reference  to  each  case;  and  he  could  not 
help  sajdng  that  unless  Qovemment 
adopted  some  such  words  there  would 
be  a  positive  breach  of  faith  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  those  individuals 
who  had  purchased  the  tenant  right. 

Moved,  To  insert,  in  lieu  of  the  Amend- 
ment made  by  the  Lords  to  which  the 
Commons  have  disagreed,  the  following 

C' ^hfiw,  heforo  the  puiing  of  this  Act,  the 

MndloTd,  or  Any  of  hii  predeoeuon  in  title,  hat 

pmoIiMed  or  acquired  the  trUtw  tenant  tight 

enatem,  or  tka  banaflt  ol  a  mage  ootn^ondiof 

nt  DuIm  ofArgya 


.  _  the  Ulstar  taiant  rijM  iNiitaai  to  iHiielt  any 
holding  waa  nibjoct,  and  luoh  ^'^fljng  baa,  ia 

Cmance  of  aectioa  ooe  or  Mctiou  two  ot  tlM 
dlord  and  Tenant  prdaod)  Act,  1S70, 
cea«ed  to  be  aubjeot  to  nidi  enitom  at  naass; 
aod,  where  the  holding  is  aold  for  the  flnt  bna 
under  the  provisaona  of  thia  Act,  the  landlord 
may  apply  to  the  conrt  to  apportion  to  him 
anch  part,  if  any,  of  the  porchaae  money  aa  maj 
aeem  to  the  court  to  be  joat  nndei  all  the  sir- 
cumatoncea  of  the  caae :  and  the  oonrt  m^  ■> 
apportion  each  part  accordingly ,"] — {Tht  DuJM 
ofArgytt.) 

LoBD  WAVBNET,  in  supporting  th» 
Amendment,  qaot«d  ttmn.  the  letter  of  % 
Kentleman  of  great  ex|>erienoe  the  f<d- 
lowing  account  of  the  difficulties  of  land- 
lords in  the  matter  of  tenant  right : — 

"  I  purchased  sevenl  fan 

froin£i0to£16per  atatntea.__. ,_,_ 

threw  down  the  houaet  and  added  tho  land  to 


tbe  adioiiung  t 


In  c 


nvaryiw 


6  of  Uio  anlaived 


idjoiiung  fa  _      ,^_, 

l>h^^■TT|ppg>lflT^di^,  whioh  lift*  taken  plaooia 

more  than  ooe  inatanee,  I  protect  myadf  by 
allowing  only  tbe  tenaot'a  right  ot  the  on- 
Kioal  portioD  to  ba  aold,  the  new  tanast 
becoming  my  tenant  (or  the  land  porchaaed  by 
me  on  the  aame  tenai  aa  the  man  mxn  whom  tw 
pni^ihaaM  the  original  portioD — that  ia,  he  bal 
tenant  right  onlv  in  the  farm  originally  ownad 
by  tbe  aeller  and  none  in  that  pnrehaaed  by  ne. 
Nor  can  I  see  how  he  oao  joatly  acquira  uUt 
right,  unless  by  paying  me  Uie  money  I  paid, 


nant  ligut  by  a  tooant 
le  tmuiS  liriit  of  which 
hs  landlora  and  aftw 


placed  on  the  land  in  oonaeqnenoe  of  that  par- 
chase.  This  latter,  however,  ia  small,  aa  in  HI 
case  can  a  landlord  get  a  rent  equal  to  hia  not 
proper  and  interest  on  hia  purchaae  of  tenant 
right.  Under  the  lAnd  Bui  my  tenant  could 
sell  both  portiona,  my  purchaae  would  merge  in 
the  sale,  and  I  should  loae  all  not  coverra.  by 
higher  rent.  Now,  I  have  the  right  to  leaome 
poaanarion  if  not  aatiafied  with  any  propoaad 
new  airauMment,  and  oould  racoap  myadf  br 
reatoringtue  original  oonditiona  lu  two  imiw 
(arms.   The  landlord'a< 

in  case  of  a  aale  of  a  tc 

who  had  taken  a  farm,  the  te 
had  been  purchaaed  by  the  h 
warda  sold,  would  come  out  of  the  wrong  per- 
Bon  if  then  claimed.  Thia  ia  wnmg.  Hie  sdlor 
would  be  Belling  that  for  which  he  never  pud, 
and  would  Buffer  no  injury  by  bong  obliged  to 
hand  over  the  procoeda  of  the  a^e,  leaa  bis 
claim  for  improvemanta,  if  any,  to  Uie  landlord 
to  whom  the  property  belongs,  and  Uie  bnyac 
would  Buffer  no  injury  by  paying  the  rightful 
owner  inatead  of  the  tenant,  who,  by  a  Incky 
chance  ot  law,  was  sellitig  what  did  not  belong 
to  him.  A  great  injustioe  will  be  done  to  thoae 
who  have  freely  spent  money  in  Uie  lu>pe  ol 
raising  tlie  comution  and  ttattu  at  the  smalltf 
tenantry.  Had  1  taken  advantage  of  Uia  law  aa 
it  stood,  I  might  have  enlaned  the  holdinga  by 
ejecting  those  too  small  to  lira  by  fanning,  and 
paid  nothing  by  way  of  ctHupoisatios  Mm 
1B70." 

He  trusted  that  the  injtutice  pointed  out 
by  the  noble  I>uke  (the  Daks  of  A:^ll} 
would  be  provided  ft>r  by  th»  Ooycm* 
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mant  accepting  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment. If  some  saoh  pioviBion  were  not 
made,  a  great  i^juelioe  would  be  done  to 
a  large  number  of  landlords. 

LosD  OASUNQFOBD  hoped  their 
Lordflhips  would  not  insist  upon  this 
Amendment,  He  should  like  to  remind 
file  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Ar^ll)  of 
what  was  done  in  this  matter  by  the  Act 
of  1870.  No  doubt,  the  Aot  said  that 
in  Ulster  fiurm,  onoe  fiwe  of  the  Ulster 
Oofltom,  should  remain  free  from  it.  But 
what  more  did  it  do  ?  Side  by  side  with 
Aat  provision,  it  subjected  the  holding 
to  all  the  other  g^eral  provisions  of  the 
Act.  And  whatwere  they?  They  included 
compensation  for  disturbance,  and  in  his 
(Lord  Oariingford's)  view,  as  a  matter  of 
principle,  that  comi>ensation  for  disturb- 
ance was  a  harder  measure  to  the  land- 
lords than  anything  the  Oovemment 
were  doing  under  the  provisions  of  this 
Ast  In  the  case  of  tenant  right  he 
leoeived  some  tangible  value ;  but  the 
payment  of  compensation  for  disturb- 
anoe  was  not  a  payment  which  repre- 
sented any  value  whatever.  It  was 
partly  a  payment  in  the  nature  of  a  pen- 
si^,  ana  partly  in  the  nature  of  a  com- 
pnlsorypoor  law  to  relieve  the  tenant. 
in  point  of  principle,  indeed,  he  main- 
tained that  it  was  a  very  strong  measure 
to  require  every  landlord  in  Ireland,  in- 
dnding  those  who  had  bought  up  the 
Ulster  Oustom,  to  submit  to  fiie  general 
provision  of  compensation  for  Ssturb- 
SDoe.  He  only  mentioned  that  to  re- 
mind tiliem  of  what  had  been  done  by  the 
Ast  of  1870.  As  to  the  question  now 
before  them,  the  Oovemment's  view 
with  reference  to  the  noble  Duke's  pro- 
posal that  a  lump  sum  should  be  given 
D^  a  tenant  in  the  case  of  the  tenant 
nght  having  been  purchased  was  that  it 
would  be  a  practical  injustice.  They 
were  oonvinoea  that,  in  practice,  the  only 
mode  in  anv  case,  supposing  there  had 
been  no  legislation  at  all  on  the  subject, 
in  which  a  landlord  could  have  recouped 
himself,  would  be  in  the  way  of  increased 
rent,  representing  the  full  interest  of  the 
expenditure  whi(£ — in  his  (Lord  Carling- 
fora's)  opinion  foolishly — he  had  made. 
If  he  had  not  so  increased  the  rent  upon 
the  tenant  right  payment  which  he  had 
himself  made,  including,  of  course,  valu- 
able improvements  on  me  holding — ^if  he 
had  not  done  so,  it  was  a  case  of  great 
indulgenoe;  and  he  would  be  onlv  in  the 
Bsme  poiitioii  as  any  other  indulgent 


landlord  in  Ireland.  If,  on  the  other 
hand,  he  had  fixed  his  rent  according  to 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and  cahsu- 
lated  it  upon  the  tenant  right  payment, 
he  would  nave  lost  nothing  by  the  trans- 
action. That  was  how  the  question  stood. 
There  o^ht  be  cases  of  hardship  of  that 
kind.  They  could  not  be  helped  as  re- 
garded the  past;  but  in  future  they 
could  not  arise,  as  the  Bill  would  in  sjl 
cases,  either  by  agreement  or  the  inter- 
vention of  the  Oourt,  insure  to  the  land- 
lord a  fair  rent.  What,  then,  would 
be  the  position  of  the  tenant  ?  There 
would  be  an  increase  of  rent  equivalent 
to  the  capital  sum  expended  by  the  land- 
lord, and  that  increase  of  rent  would 
continue  after  a  new  tenant  entered  upon 
the  holding.  Therefore,  if  the  landlord 
had  fixed  his  rent  according  to  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  would  it  be  rea- 
sonable to  ask  the  tenant  in  occupation, 
who  might  have  been  paving  the  full 
value  of  the  farm,  to  pay  the  landlord  a 
lump  sum  in  respect  to  tenant  right,  as 
suggested  ?  The  effect  would  be,  if  the 
tenant  had  to  sell  his  tenant  nffht  on 
that  increased  rent,  the  value  of  ms  in- 
terest would  be  largely  decreased,  and  it 
was  quite  evident  that  it  would  be  pre- 
posterous and  impossible  to  require  that 
he  should  not  only  pay  the  capital  sum 
to  his  landlord,  but  also  that  the  in- 
creased rent  calculated  upon  that  capital 
sum  should  continue  upon  the  holding, 
and  that  he  should  be  required  to  sell  on 
the  diminished  value.  If  that  were  to 
be  done,  it  would  be  essential  that  the 
Court  should  reduce  the  rent  before  the 
man  sold.  If  the  landlord's  tenant 
right  payment,  which  might  have  been 
paid — God  knows  when — were  to  be  re- 
paid by  the  actual  tenant,  then  the  rent 
of  that  farm  must  be  reduced  accord- 
ingly. It  must  be  reduced  to  the  figure 
at  which  it  would  have  stood  if  the 
landlord  had  not  so  bought  the  tenant 
riffht,  and  the  tenant  must  be  able  to 
sell  it  at  that  reduced  figure  of  rent.  It 
was  impossible  that  the  landlord  should 
receive  that  sum  from  the  tenant,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  go  on  obtaining  to  the  end 
of  time  a  hien  rent  calculated  upon 
another  condition  of  things.  These 
were  some  of  the  difficulties  which  they 
would  have  to  meet  if  they  attempted  to 
make  any  provision  such  as  his  noble 
Friend  (itie  Duke  of  Argyll)  had  pro- 
posed. The  suggestion  now  made  by  no 
means  differed  in  effect  from  the  words 
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already  standing^  in  the  ori^al  Amend- 
ment. The  Goyemment  were  convinced 
that,  although  the  Bill  was  a  strong  and 
severe  interference  with  the  action  of  the 
landlord,  it  did  not,  in  the  matter  at 
issue,  subject  him  to  any  money  loss. 
The  Government  admitted,  to  the  fullest 
extent,  that  the  Bill  would  defeat  and 
overrule  the  policy  and  the  system 
adopted  by  the  few  landlords  now  in 
question ;  but  beyond  that  they  did  not 
go.  They  were  convinced  that,  in  these 
cases,  the  landlord  would  have  just  the 
same  means,  as  a  matter  of  money,  of 
recouping  hunself  for  his  expenditure  as 
he  would  have  had  if  there  had  been  no 
new  leg^islation  whatever,  that  means 
being  the  obtaining  of  a  rent  calculated 
upon  the  circumstuices  of  the  holding. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUEY  said, 
that,  while  believing  that  the  original 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll)  was  not  properly  open 
to  objection,  he  believed  that  this,  as 
now  improved,  would  be  the  most  elastic 
and  natural  method  of  removing  any 
misapprehension  as  to  the  effect  of 
honouring  the  promise  made  by  Parlia- 
ment in  1870.  The  arguments  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  were  of 
two  kinds.  In  the  first  place,  he  pointed 
out  the  ffreat  enormity  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  1870,  and  said  that  the 
Government  had  done  nothing  in  this 
Bill  at  all  so  bad  as  that.  But  he  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  could  not  admit 
that  the  noble  Lord's  appeal  to  his  own 
wrong  constituted  any  justification  for 
any  wrongs  which  he  might  in  the  fu- 
ture attempt  to  commit.  But  then  the 
noble  Lord  went  on  to  say  that  if  the 
landlord  suffered  by  reason  of  having 
bought  the  tenant  right,  and  never  get- 
ting value  for  it,  at  least  he  was  paid  by 
the  increase  of  rent  which  was  the  result 
of  the  absence  of  the  tenant  right.  But 
if  there  was  one  thing  more  than  an- 
other which  the  noble  Lord  had  laboured 
to  impress  upon  the  House,  it  was  that 
there  was  no  connection  between  the 
growth  of  tenant  right  and  the  amount 
of  rent  paid.  He  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  would,  if  he  might  make  use 
of  a  trivial  simile,  say  that  he  could  not 
understand  imder  wluch  thimble  the  pea 
now  was.  He  could  not  understand 
whether  the  noble  Lord  had  pinned  his 
faith  to  the  doctrine  that  the  money  pay- 
able by  an  incoming  tenant  and  the  rent 
to  be  exacted  were  to  be  twin  sisters, 
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growing  up  side  by  side,  but  indepen- 
dently, or  whether  Uiey  were  to  be  de- 
pendent upon  each  other,  the  one  rising 
as  the  other  fell.  Li  some  of  the  debates 
that  had  taken  place  the  noble  Lord  had 
taken  the  first  view ;  but  now  his  ^QT^- 
ment  was  based  upon  the  second.  What 
was  the  position  of  the  tenant  who  would 
be  affected  by  the  Amendment,  and  who 
was  the  subject  of  so  much  commisera- 
tion, out  of  the  result  of  whose  free  sale 
it  was  proposed  that  the  first  compensa- 
tion of  the  landlord  would  come  ?  He 
had  come  into  the  farm  entirely  without 
the  payment  of  any  purchase  money 
whatever.  He  was  in  the  ooontnr  of 
Ulster  tenant  right,  and  surrounded  by 
farms  every  one  of  whose  occupants  had 
paid  a  heavy  sum  before  occupation  of 
the  farm,  and  he  had  enjoyea  all  the 
benefits  of  the  tenant  right,  all  the  bene- 
fits conferred  on  the  farm  by  the  perma- 
nent buildings  erected  by  his  predeces- 
sors in  title,  and  enjoyea  them  without 
paying  the  price  for  them ;  and  before 
he  could  exercise  the  right  of  sale  whioh 
the  surrounding  tenants  possessed,  he 
was  bound  to  come  on  a  level  with  tfiem 
in  respect  of  the  sacrifices  whioh  thej 
had  made  in  the  purchase  of  the  tenant 
right.  He  must  purchase  that  which  he 
desired  to  sell  as  the  others  had.  The 
difference  between  the  Ulster  Custom 
and  the  tenant  right  of  the  rest  of  Lre- 
land  no  doubt  caused  considerable  diffi- 
cultv  in  dealing  with  the  matter.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  had  re- 
peatedly spoken  of  the  man  who  had 
purchased  his  tenant  right  as  a  foolish 
man.  But  he  was  induced  to  do  so  by 
an  Act  of  Parliament  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  been  instrumental  in  passing. 
In  Ulster  a  landlord  had  bought  up  the 
tenant  right.  He  did  so  under  the  Act 
of  1870,  and  now  it  was  proposed  by 
Parliament  that  it  should  be  taljien  from 
him,  and  given  to  the  tenant.  His  (Uie 
Marquess  of  Salisbuxy's)  view  of  the 
matter  was  that  the  Government  had, 
by  their  Bill,  been  guilty,  vrith  respect 
to  the  whole  of  the  landlords  of  Ireland, 
of  something  which  was  very  like  nK>lia- 
tion  as  re^aras  their  Common  Law  rights; 
and  in  this  particular  case,  in  addition  to 
spoliation  as  reg^ards  their  Common  Law 
right,  they  were  committing  a  special 
spoliation  as  against  the  guarantee  of  an 
Act  of  Parliament. 

The  Eabl  op  DUNBAVEN  &iled  to 
see  any  valid  objection  on  the  part  of 
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{he  Goremmeiit  to  the  proposal  to  give 
fhe  Oonrt  TK)wer  to  apportion  a  certain 
•mount  of  the  pnrohase  money  to  the 
landlord,  if  it  snould  be  satisfied  that 
lie  had  not  been  repaid  for  his  expendi- 
ture in  anj  other  way.  As  he  under- 
stood the  noble  Duke's  ^the  Duke  of 
Argyll's)  Amendment,  eacn  case  would 
be  sabmitted  to  the  Oourt,  and  the  Court 
would  apportion  what  belonged  to  the 
landlord  and  what  belonged  to  the  ten- 
ant, if  he  was  entitled  to  tenant  right. 
He  could  not,  therefore,  understand  the 
difficulty  of  the  Government.  Why 
dumld  not  a  landlord  who  had  bought 
up  the  tenant  right  be  recouped  out  of 
the  money  obtained  on  the  first  sale  of 
flie  tenant  under  this  Bill  ?  The  land- 
lord who  had  purchased  the  tenant  riffht 
would  be  compelled  either  to  lose  his 
money  or  to  charge  a  sufficient  incre- 
ment of  rent  to  pay  him  interest  on  it. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Lord  Privy  Seal 
said  that  that  was  what  he  ought  to  do ; 
but  in  many  cases  it  would  be  practically 
impossible  for  him  to  do  so.  He  had 
given  such  a  larse  sum  for  tenant  right 
Siat  he  would  oe  most  unwilling  to 
charge  sufficient  interest  in  the  way  of 
rent.  So  far  as  he  knew,  the  reason 
why  many  landlords  had  bought  up  the 
tenant  right  was  for  the  express  purpose 
of  insuring  that  men  should  not  be  over- 
burdened by'rent  and  interest  on  tenant 
xighf ;  and  if  they  charged  interest  on 
themselves,  they  would  be  defeating  the 
very  end  for  which  they  had  bought  it. 
It  would  be  compelling  the  landlords  to 
raise  their  rents  in  order  to  pay  them- 
selves. That  would  be  a  most  injudi- 
cioua  thing  to  do';  and  he  confessed  he 
could  not  understand  why  they  should 
not  be  allowed  to  go  to  Oourt  if  they 
oould  show  to  its  satisfaction  that  they 
had  not  been  repaid  by  increased  rent 
or  in  any  other  way.  He,  therefore, 
supported  the  Amen^nent  of  his  noble 
Enend  (the  Duke  of  Argyll). 

ThsEablof  KIMBEBLEYcontended 
that  the  methods  of  repaying  the  land- 
lord which  seemed  to  be  popular  with 
somenoble  Lords  could  not  be  considered 
just.  What  his  noble  Friend  (l^e  Earl 
of  Dunraven)  had  just  said  showed  the 
extraordinary  positions  into  which  the 
Question  woula  be  brought  if  they  per- 
sisted in  the  Amendment.  The  noble 
Earl  had  said  truly  that  if  the  landlords 
bought  the  tenant  riffht  they  never  ex- 
pected to  get  it  bac^  in  rent.    If  they 


could  not  get  it  back  in  rent,  then  it  ap- 

E eared  to  him  that  they  would  be  repaid 
y  the  tenant  who  happened  to  occupy 
the  farm.  Though  his  noble  Friend 
never  expected  to  get  recouped,  and 
merely  had  the  pleasure  of  knowing  he 
was  freed  from  the  shackles  which  the 
Ulster  tenant  right  imposed  as  to  the 
selection  of  the  tenant,  yet  his  noble 
Friend   supported  an  Amendment    for 

Sayment  by  the  tenant,  who  had  not 
erived  any  advantage  from  the  outlay. 
He  should  like  to  know  how,  if  the  land- 
lord could  not  expect  to  get  an  equivalent 
in  rent  for  his  capital,  he  could  expect  to 
get  the  capital  itself  ? 

The  Duke  of  ABGYLL  explained 
that  his  present  Amendment  was  not  the 
same — as  it  was  said  to  be  by  his  noble 
Friend  the  Lord  Privy  Seal — as  that 
formerly  under  consideration.  The  words 
of  his  former  Amendment  were  a  specific 
and  direct  order  to  the  Oourt  to  do  some- 
thing ;  they  ordered  that  monev  paid  by 
the  landlord  for  the  tenant  right  should 
be  repaid  to  him  ;  the  present  Amend- 
ment merely  said  there  were  circum- 
stances under  which  they  were  to  con- 
sider— that  was,  it  would  leave  the  Court 
free  to  judge  of  the  whole  circumstances 
of  the  case.  Why  should  the  Govern- 
ment not  accept  the  suggestion  if  they 
had  entire  confidence  in  their  own  Oourt? 
It  was  a  very  fair  one,  and  one  that 
should  be  accepted  by  them. 

The  LOBD  OHANOELLOR  said,  he 
could  not  understand  what  was  supposed 
to  be  the  difference  between  the  position 
of  those  who  had  bought  up  the  Ulster 
tenant  right,  under  the  Act  of  1870,  and 
the  position  of  those  who  would  exercise 
the  right  of  pre-emption  under  the  1st 
clause  of  the  Bill.  What  those  who 
exercised  that  right  would  pay  would  be 
exactly  what  those  would  pay  who  had 
bought  up  the  tenant  right  under  the 
Act  of  1870.  The  tenant  would  only 
get  the  value  of  his  own  improvements 
and  his  own  goodwill  in  a  sale,  and 
every  person  that  made  such  a  purchase 
under  this  Bill  would  be  able  to  sell  it 
again.  The  Bill  placed  that  particular 
class  of  persons  in  a  position  in  no  way 
different  from  that  of  those  who  exer- 
cised the  right  of  pre-emption.  The 
landlord  had  got  the  improvements,  and 
they  could  no  longer  be  charged  against 
him  for  rent  or  other  purposes ;  and  if 
he  did  not  choose  to  recoup  himself  by 
adding  to  the  rent,  or  having  the  rent 
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asseMed  b  j  the  Oourty  tliat  was  simply 
because,  for  some  reason  or  other,  he 
did  not  think  fit  to  exercise  his  right  in 
the  way  that  he  could.  He  could  not 
for  the  life  of  him  see  any  injustice  in 
it,  and  it  was  no  reason  that  the  tenant 
should  therefore  be  depriyed  of  the  ad- 
vantages of  the  Bill.  It  would  be  better 
to  leave  the  landlord  at  liberty  to  recoup 
himself  by  charging  a  hieher  rent.  The 
matter  should  be  left  to  me  Court.  The 
Oovemmentcould  not  agree  to  the  former 
or  present  Amendment. 

Eabl  OAntNS  said,  they  knew,  prac- 
tically, that  purchases  of  tenant  right 
had  not  been  made  by  the  landlords  ^mth 
a  view  to  increase  the  rents,  but  with 
the  object  of  getting  rid  of  the  incon- 
veniences the  system  mflicted,  and  giving 
the  landlord  the  right  to  choose  his  ten- 
ants. The  question  their  Lordships  had 
to  deal  with  was  a  short  and  simple  one, 
and  the  landlord's  riffht  of  pre-emption 
under  the  1st  clause  had  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  it.  The  landlord  had 
bought  up  the  tenant  right  under  the 
Act  of  1870,  for,  say,  £1,000,  thatbeinp^ 
its  selling  value  in  the  market.  If  it 
again  brought  £1,000  aftor  this  Bill 
passed,  it  would  have  to  be  decided  to 
whom  this  £1,000  belonged.  It  did  not 
belong  to  the  tenant,  because  he  paid 
nothing  whatever  for  it.  It  was  tiie 
landlord  who  had  paid  the  money.  He 
did  not  mean  to  say  that  there  might  not 
be  circumstances  with  regard  to  subse- 
quent improvements  ;  but  it  should  be 
K)r  the  Court  to  say  how  much  of  that 
£1,000  should  be  contributed  to  the 
landlord  with  reference  to  the  purchase 
he  had  made,  and  how  much  to  the  ten- 
ant in  consequence  of  subsequent  im- 
provements or  any  other  item.  If  the 
Court  was  considered  competent  to  settle 
the  rents  that  should  be  paid  all  over 
Ireland,  surely  it  mieht  be  trusted  with 
the  decision  of  this  simple  matter. 

The  Eabl  of  OAMPERDOWN  said, 
it  would  be  a  great  advantage  if  their 
Lordships  distinctly  knew  what  the  effect 
of  the  Amendment  was.  The  version 
given  by  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll)  and  that  given  by  the  noble 
Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  (the  Earl  of  Kimberley)  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  differed.  He 
(the  Earl  of  Camperdown)  was  in  fa- 
vour of  the  decision  of  all  land  ques- 
tions, whether  raised  by  the  landlord  or 
the  tenant  being  left  to  the  Courts  and 
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should,  therefore,  vote  for  tbe  Amend* 
ment. 

The  Mabqttxss  ov  LANSDOWNB 
said,  he  rose  merely  for  the  porpoae  of 
noticing  an  observation  made  dv  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  the  Lo^  Obaa* 
cellor,  who  stated  that  the  case  of  the 
landlord  who  had  bought  up  the  tenant 
right  under  the  Act  of  1870  was  on 
very  much  the  same  footing  as  that 
of  the  landlord  who  might  hereafter 
exercise  the  right  of  pre-emption.  But 
was  there  not  this  very  great  dia« 
tinction?  The  landlord  who  after  the 
passing  of  the  Bill  exercised  the  ziaiht 
of  pre-emption  would  do  so  with  nk 
eyes  open,  and  would  make  sueh  aa  ad- 
justment of  rent  to  the  cironmstanoea  of 
the  holding  as  he  might  think  neeee- 
sazy .  But  the  landlord  who  had  boii|^ 
up  the  tenant  right  relying  on  the  en- 
gagement enter^  into  by  Parliament  in 
1870  did  not  do  so  with  his  eyee  open. 
He  was  hoodwinked  by  the  Aot  of  1870. 
He  contended,  in  answer  to  the  arga- 
ment  of  his  noble  Friend  (the  Eazl  of 
Eimberley),  that,  in  these  oaaes  where 
the  tenant  right  had  been  bought  vp, 
the  landlords  had,  as  a  rule,  not  been 
recouped  by  increase  of  rent ;  they  had 
bought  up  the  tenant  ri^t  in  order  te 
relieve  the  tenancy  of  an  inoubos,  and 
the  tenants  who  had  occupied  their  hold- 
ings without  having  to  pay  a  large  sum 
for  ''goodwill,"  in  addition  to  a  yearly 
rent,  had  clearly  gained  by  the  arrange- 
ment. It  was  perfectly  reasonable,  in 
his  opinion,  that  the  Court  shooLdbe 
allowed  the  discretion  of  awarding  to 
the  landlord  what  sum  he  oonld  fairly 
show  he  was  entitled  to. 

On  question  ?  Their  Lordships  dmtUi: 
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Leconneld,  L. 
Massy,  L. 
Monteagle,    L.     (if. 

Slifo,) 
Moore,  L.    (if.  Droff' 

heda,) 
Mowbray,  L. 
Napier,  JU 
N(»thwiok,  li. 
Norton,  L. 
O'Neill.  L. 
Ormonde,  L.    ( JT.  Or- 

monde.) 
Pltinket,L. 
Poltimore,  L. 
Raglan,  L. 
Banfurly,  L.  {B.  J2a»- 

furly.) 
Rayleigh,  L. 
Bowton,  L. 
Saokville,  L. 
Saltersford,    L.       (J?. 

Courtown.) 
Baltonn,  L. 
Shttte,  L.  ( r.  Barring" 

ton.) 


fiilohestar,  L.  {JS,  Long^ 

ford,) 
Somerlull,  L.  (JT.  Cflan^ 

ricarde,) 
Somerton,  L.  (E,  Norm 

manton,) 
Stanley  of  Alderley,  L. 
Stewart  of  Gk^Ues,  L. 

[E,  Galloway.) 
Stratheden  and  Camp- 

beU,L. 
Strathspey,  L.  {E,  Sea- 

JSeld.) 
Sundridge,  L.  (2>.  Ar- 

gylL) 
Talbot  de  Malahide,  L. 
Tonplemore,  L. 


T(dllama6hea  li* 

Tredegar^  L. 

Trevor,  t. 

Truro,  L. 

T>'Tone,  L.  {M,  Watir- 

ford.) 
Ventry,  L. 
Yemon,  L. 
Yivian,  L. 
Walsingham,  L. 
Waveney,  L. 
Wentworth,  L. 
Willoughby  de  Broke, 

L. 
WimbomOp  L. 
Windsor,  L. 
Wynf  ord,  L. 


N0T-00NTENT8. 

Selbome,  L.  (£.  CAofi-    De  Mauley,  L. 

FingalLL.(j;.i^«».) 
Foley,  li. 


e$Uor,) 
AHesbury,  M. 


GranyiUe,  E. 
Kimberley,  E. 
Morlev,  E. 
Northbrook,  E. 
Shaftesbiury,  E. 
Spencer,  R 
Sydney,  E. 

Falmouth,  V. 
Gordon,  V.    {E,  Aber- 

deen.) 
Powerscourt,  Y. 

Exeter,  L.  Bp. 

Ampthill,  L. 

Boyle,  L.  {E,  Cork  and 

Orrery.)    [TelUr.] 
Brayo,  L. 
Breadalbane,  L.     [E. 

Ereadalbane.) 
Carlingf  ord,  L. 
Carrington,  L. 
Churchill,  li. 
Clermont,  L. 
Clifford  of  Chudldgh, 

L. 

Hesoked  in  the  affirmative. 

Amendments  made  by  the  Oommons 
to  Lords  Amendments  in  page  3,  lines 
3  and  4  of  sub-section  15,  stnking  out 
the  words  ''  shall  be  deemed  to  be  made 
by  the  tenant;"  and  in  Clause  (A), 
lines  5  and  6,  striking  out  the  words, 
''  Any  act  done  by  the  tenant  in  contra- 
vention of  this  provision  shall  be  abso- 
lutely void,''  not  imuted  on. 

Lords  Amendments  in  page  4,  line  9, 
leave  out  from  (*'  tenant  "j  to  the  end  of 
the  clause;  and  line  25,  after  (''ten- 
ancy,") insert  ("  after  giving  to  the 
landlord  the  prescribed  notice,")  du- 
agreed  to  by  the  Oommons,  not  imieted 
on. 


Granard,  L.    (E.  Ora^ 

nard.) 
Greville,  L. 
Kenmare,  L.  {E,  Ken^ 

mart.) 
Leigh,  L. 
Lyttelton,  L. 
Methuen,  L. 
Monck,  L.  ( V,  2£onck.) 
Monson,  L.    [Ttll$r,'\ 
Mount  Temple,  L. 
O'Hagan,  L. 
Ponsonby,  L.  {E.  Best* 

borouffhl) 
Bamsay,  L.    {£,  DaU 

hoMte.) 
Bibblesdale,  Ih 
Bosebery,  L.  {E,  Eoie- 

bery.) 
Sandhurst,  L. 
Strafford,  L.    (V.  En^ 

field.) 
Sudeley,  L. 
Suffielo,  L. 
Thurlow,  L. 
Wolverton,  L. 
Wrottesley,  L. 
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Lords  Amendment  in  pase  6,  line  10, 
leave  out  from  (''  soil ")  to  the  end  of  Uie 
paragpraphy  disagreed  to  by  the  Commons. 

The  Makquess  of  WATERFORD 
said,  tliat  an  important  change  had  been 
made  in  the  Bill  since  it  left  their  Lord- 
ships' House  with  reference  to  the  de- 
terioration of  holdings,  which  rendered 
it  necessary  that  he  should  move  an 
Amendment  to  the  Oommons'  Amend- 
ments. He  wished  to  leave  out  the 
words  **  the  deterioration  of  the  soil "  in 
one  part  of  the  clause,  and  insert  them 
at  the  end,  which  would  indicate  more 
dearly  what  was  intended.  There  might 
be  no  objection  to  the  landlord  havmg 
to  give  notice,  or  beine  obliged  to  do  so 
bv  the  Bill,  in  case  of  the  deterioration 
of  the  soil,  which  was  a  matter  already 
covered  by  the  clause ;  but,  as  the  words 
stood  now,  they  affected  the  question  of 
buildings,  and  it  would  be  impossible 
for  the  landlord  in  all  cases  to  ffive 
notice  of  the  deterioration  of  bidldmgs 
to  the  tenant.  The  tenant,  for  instance, 
might  destroy  a  building,  and  how  could 
the  landlord  be  aware  of  the  fact  until 
it  was  done  ?  Again,  there  were  many 
thatched  houses  in  Ireland,  and  a  tenant 
might  bum  down  such  a  building ;  but 
how  was  the  landlord  to  be  on  the  spot 
and  g^ve  the  tenant  the  notice  which 
was  required  of  him  ?  The  notice  should 
only  refer  to  the  soil,  and  should  have 
no  application  to  bidldings. 

Moved,  In  page  5,  line  10,  leave  out 
C  the  deterioration  of  the  soil,")  and  in 
line  13,  after  (''notice,")  insert  (**by 
the  deterioration  of  the  soil.") — {The 
Marquess  of  Waterford,) 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  the  Go- 
vernment thought  it  better,  if  tiie  notice 
was  to  be  given  at  all,  that  the  Bill 
should  stand  as  it  was,  because  the  land- 
lord would  be  in  no  way  injured  by  it. 
In  cases  such  as  the  noble  Marquess 
referred  to,  the  landlord  would  simply 
have  to  give  the  notice  and  then  proceed 
under  the  powers  given  him  by  the  statute. 
Any  continuance  of  waste  after  the  no- 
tice was  given  would  be  sufficient  for 
the  landlord  to  act  upon ;  and  he  believed 
that  the  power  given  would  tend  to  nar- 
row the  controversy  between  the  two 
parties.    Unless  the  notices  were  to  be 

fiven,  hard  cases  might  arise,  because 
e  could  imagine  an  owner  lying  by  and 
allowing  the  tenant  to  go  on  in  waste 


without  notice,  and  then  saddenlj  rtep 
in  and  exercise  his  rights  under  Uie  BilL 

Eabl  cairns  said,  that  a  tenant 
mieht  pull  down  a  house  and  the  land- 
lord might  not  hear  of  it  until  next  year. 
How  then  could  he  fi;ive  the  tenant 
notice  ?  Everyone  would  admit  that  the 
grossest  case  of  waste  would  be  that  of 
the  tenant's  own  house ;  and  he  hoped 
the  Amendment  would  be  accepted. 

VisoototPOWERSOOURT  asked 
whether  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
(Earl  Oaims)  had  ever  heard  of  a  tenant 
pulling  down  his  house  ?  He  rVlaoount 
r^owerscourt)  never  had ;  and  even  if 
he  had,  he  should  have  no  objeotion  to 
such  a  proceeding.  What  they  com- 
plained of  was  that  the  tenant  built  too 
many  houses,  such  as  they  were. 

The  Eabl  of   KIMBERLET  said, 


that  in  case  of  dilapidation  by  polling 
down  a  house  the  landlord  could  insist 
that  the  tenant  should  put  it  up  again. 

On  question  ?  resolved  in  the  afkwsMHn 

Amendments  made  by  the  Oommons 
to  Lords  Amendment,  in  page  5,  line  15, 
by  striking  out  in  line  4,  the  words  ''  In 
addition  to,"  and  inserting  ''  otherwise 
than  in  substitution  for;"  and  in  line  6, 
leave  out  from  ''nor"  to  ''landlord'' 
inline  8. 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  doth  agree 
to  the  Amendments  made  by  tiie  (x>m- 
mons  in  the  said  Amendment."^ 2%# 
Lord  Privy  Seai.) 

On  question  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  LANSDOWNE 
said,  that  this  provision,  requiring  the 
consent  of  the  landlord  to  sub-letting, 
had  been  altered  by  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons in  two  respects.  The  Amendment 
which  he  proposed,  and  which  was  ac- 
cepted by  their  Lordships,  provided  that 
no  dwelling-house  should  be  erected  on 
the  holding  in  addition  to  those  already 
existing.  That  Amendment,  which  was 
destined  to  prevent  over-crowding,  from 
which  the  people  in  certain  parts  of 
Ireland  su£ferea  so  much,  had  been  al- 
tered by  the  Commons  in  such  a  way  as 
now  to  make  it  read  to  the  effect  that 
no  such  house  should  be  erected,  except 
as  allowed  by  the  Act,  otherwise  than 
in  substitution  for  those  already  on  the 
holding.  He  had  no  objection  to  that; 
indeed,  he  considered  it  an  improve- 
ment, because  it  was  never  contem- 
plated that  the  tenant  should  be  pre- 
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TMited  from  pulling  down  a  bad  house  ditionsy  large  or  email,  zniglit  be  Tisited 
and  building  abetter  one  in  its  place.  On  with  the  sentence  of  loss  of  the  holding 
the  contrary,  he  was  most  desirousto  pro-  by  eviction  from  it.  The  Amendment 
mote  such  an  arrangement  as  that.  He  would,  he  thought,  tend  to  make  the 
regretted,  however,  that  the  other)House  subject  more  involved,  especially  when 
had  struckoutthe  words  prohibiting  any  they  remembered  that  if  another  family 
building;  from  being  used  as  a  dweUing-  came  to  live  on  the  farm,  and  a  fresh 
house  which,  at  the  time  of  thepassing  house  was  built,  or  a  stable  was  turned 
of  the  Act,  was  not  so  used.  Tnis  was  into  a  dwelling,  from  that  moment  an 
meant  only  to  prevent  the  tenantry  from  act  of  sub-division  had  taken  place  in 
making  use  of  buildings  unfit  for  ooou-  the  eye  of  the  law.  The  whole  subject 
pation  as  dwellinff-housee.  It  was  said  required  to  be  very  carefully  handled, 
that  the  words  left  out  would  have  given  where  nothing  less  than  the  forfeiture  of 
thelandlordsopportunities  of  prying  into  the  tenancy  was  involved, 
the  private  amors  of  their  tenants.  All  The  Mabquess  of  SALISBUBY  said, 
he  could  say  was  that  it  was  rather  hard  the  object  of  the  Government  seemed  to 
that  landlords  who  did  not  pay  attention  be  to  enact  statutory  conditions  for  on- 
to these  matters  should  be  accused  of  oouraging  sanitary  ofifences  and  over- 
indifference,  and  that  if  thev  did  they  crowding,  as,  while  they  would  allow  a 
should  be  set  down  as  Paul  Frys  and  man  to  live  in  a  pigstye,  a  cow-house, 
inquisitors.  He  would  not  press  the  or  a  bam,  they  would  not  let  him  build 
pomt,  however,  and  would  assent  to  the  a  new  house.  He  thought  they  were 
Commons'  Amendment.  very  ill-advised  in  adhering  to  this 
Ths  Mabquess  of  WATEEFOBD  Amendment,  because  it  intensified  and 
said,  that  he  must  move  the  restoration  exaggerated  one  of  the  worst  evils  to 
of  the  words  struck  out  by  the  Com-  which  the  Irish  peasant  was  exposed. 
mens,  if  the  noble  Marquess  would  not  But  for  the  clause,  it  would  be  possible 
do  so.  As  the  Bill  stood,  a  tenant  was  for  the  tenant  to  build  an  additional 
not  allowed  to  bidld  for  his  son,  his  dwelling-house,  if  one  were  required, 
daughter,  or  a  lodger ;  but  he  must  for  a  married  son,  or  for  the  accommo- 
lodge  them  in  the  pigstye.  That  dation  of  an  increasing  family ;  but  it 
was  the  most  eztraordmary  provision  was  now  proposed  to  adopt  an  imprac- 
he  ever  heard  of.  The  tenant  was  ticable  vid  media,  and  neither  to  drive 
prevented  from  building,  and  yet  he  away  the  surplus  population,  nor  to  per- 
flhould  lodge  them  in  some  building  mit  the  tenant  to  provide  additional 
on  the  farm,  buildings  on  Irish  farms  dwellings. 

not  being  very  numerous  or  very  con-  The  Marquess  of  BATH  said,  he  did 

venient.      He  believed  that  the  Irish  not  think  it  was  worth  while  to  wrangle 

landlords  had  generally  tried  to  improve  over  an  Amendment  of  that  nature. 

the  class  of  dwellings  occupied  bv  the  q^       ^^^^^  ^  ^^^^^^^^  i^  ^1^^  ^^  ^^,.^,^ 

tenants;   but  the  BiU  encouraged  the  ^ 

fiimilies  of  Irish  tenants  to  remain  on  Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

the  fiiffm,  but  compelled  them  to  live  in  t     j     a         i        j.     -               e    i*  ^ 

•w:».^«.^«  ««^  1,^.,^.  :^  ♦i*^  *«»,«  „«wio  Lords  Amendments,  m  page  5,  line 

Sffirdid'J!''  He  wash's  JfTh/oi!  f^-  f  -  ("  Jitlo  ")  insert  ^.  fnd  which 

Temmant  did  not  desire  such  a  state  of  J^e  tenant  at  the  time  of  the  Dassmg  of 

fhings  to  exist,  and  hoped,  therefore,  *^"  A«*  "^"y,^®  f\'^f  t)y  ^aw  to  cut 

SeyVould  con^nt  to  replace  the  words  f "^  '«°i°^« !    )  ?''^  m  hue  34,  leave  out 

which  had  been  struck  oSt.  C"  "^Y  ^e  'equired  "   ^^^  msert  ('<  the 

tenant  may  be   entitled  to  out  m  ex- 
Moved,   "  That  this  House  doth  dis-  ercise  of  any  right  enjoyed  by  him  im- 
agree  with  the  Amendment  made  by  the  mediately  before  the  commencement  of 
Oommons  in  line  6  of  the  said  Amend-  the  statutory  term,")  to  which  the  Com- 
ment."— {The  Marquees  of  Water/ord,)  mens  have  disagreed,  not  ineieted  on. 

LobdCAELINGFORD  said,  he  would  Lords  Amendments,  in  page  5,  line 
remind  the  noble  Marquess  opposite  38,  after  (**game")  insert  (*'as  de- 
(ihe  Marquess  of  Waterford)  that  there  fined  for  the  purposes  of  the  Act  twenty- 
were  ample  statutory  provisions  to  meet  seventh  and  twenty-eighth  Victoria,  chap- 
ttie  case  referred  to ;  and  they  must  re-  ter  sixty-seven  ") ;  and  in  line  41,  after 
member  that  every  breach  of  these  con-  (**  game  ")  insert  (''as  defined  for  the 

YOL.  OCLXIY.    [thibd  sebiss.]  3  H 
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purposes  of  tbe  Act  twenty-seveiifh  and 
twenty-eighth  Victoria,  chapter  sixty- 
seven,")  to  which  the  Commons  have 
disagreed,  not  insiatsd  on. 

Amendment  made  by  the  Oommons  to 
the  Lords  Amendment,  in  page  5,  line 
43,  agreed  to. 

The  Marquess  op  WATERFORD 
moved  to  add  wild  duck,  widgeon,  and 
teal  to  the  description  of  game  to  be 
preserved  for  the  landlords.  That  would 
only  be  placing  them  in  the  position 
they  now  occupied,  and  the  Government 
had  stated  that  they  had  no  desire  to  un- 
duly interfere  with  the  landlord's  rights. 
This  was  a  much  more  important  matter 
than  some  people  thought,  because  in 
some  parts  of  Ireland  wild  duck,  wid- 
geon, and  teal  were  the  only  wild  game 
to  be  found,  and  if  the  landlord's  right 
to  preserve  them  was  taken  away  it 
would  be  a  serious  matter.  He,  there- 
fore, hoped  the  Government  would  ac- 
cept the  Amendment. 

Moved f  In  last  line  of  said  Amendment, 
toleave  out  ("snipe,")  and  insert  ( "snipe, 
wild-duck,  widgeon,  and  teal.") — (2%e 
If  or  quest  of  Waterford,) 

The  Earl  of  KCMBEELEY  said, 
that  the  birds  mentioned  were  not  con- 
sidered in  the  Game  Act  of  England  as 
game. 

The  Marquess  op  WATERFORD 
said,  they  were  considered  as  game  in 
Ireland,  and  were  always  reserved  in 
Irish  leases. 

On  question  ?  resolved  in  the  affirma- 
tive. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  6,  line  1, 
leave  out  ("persistently"),  disagreed  to 
by  the  Oommons. 

The  Marquess  op  WATERFORD 
moved  to  omit  the  word  "  persistently," 
and  insert  instead  thereof  the  word 
"  unreasonably."  The  dause  as  it  stood 
would  enable  a  number  of  tenants  to 
combine  together  and  obstruct  the  land- 
lord, although  they  did  not  persistently 
do  so. 

Moved  J  To  leave  out  the  word  ("per- 
sistently ")  in  the  said  Amendment,  and 
insert  ("unreasonably.")— (2%^  i^orj'tttfM 
of  Wat^r/ord.) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  opposed 
0ie  alteration.    He  thought  the  word 


"persistently"  was  maoh  better  than 
the  word  "  unreasonably." 

The  Marquess  op  SALISBURY  said, 
there  might  be  a  conspiracy  amongst 
several  tenante  to  commit  this  offence, 
and  the  word  "unreasonably"  would 
strike  at  that,  while  "persistently" 
might  not. 

On  question  ?  resohed  in  the  negeUke. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Privy 
Seal  Lords  Amendment  not  insisted  an. 


lines  8 
insert — 


Lords  Amendment,  in  page  6, 11 
and  4,  after  ("  suVseotion,")  inse: 

(*<  Daring  the  contintianoe  of  a  statatory  teomiy 
all  mines  and  minerals,  coal,  and  oo&l  pitst 
quarries  of  limestone  and  other  stone  and  slate, 
gravel  and  sandpits,  woods  and  underwoodsi 
and  all  bogs  and  bog  timber,  turbaries  for  cut* 
ting  turf,  and  rights  of  turbary,  except  sach  of 
the  said  rights  as  the  tenant,  under  the  contract 
of  tenancy  subsisting  immediately  before  the 
commencement  of  the  statutory  term,  was  law- 
fully entitled  to  exercise,  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
exclusively  reserved  to  the  landlord,") 

— disagreed  to  by  the  Commons. 

The  lord  OHANOELLOR,  in  mov- 
ing  that  the  House  do  not  insist  on  the 
Amendment,  said,  it  was  open  to  the 
objection  that  it  was  not  desirable  to  put 
in  the  Bill  that  which  was  entirely  un- 
necessary in  point  of  law. 

Moved,  **  That  this  House  do  not  insist 
on  the  said  Amendment  to  which  the 
Oommons  hath  disagreed." — {2%$  Lord 
Chancellor,) 

The  Marquess  of  WATERFORD 
moved  that  so  much  of  the  Amendment 
as  related  to  mines  and  minerals,  coals 
and  coalpits  should  be  retained  in  the 
Bill.  As  regarded  the  remainder  of  the 
Amendment,  he  did  not  think  it  was 
necessary. 

Moved,  To  leave  out  from  C  coalpits/'} 
in  line  3,  of  the  said  Amendment,  to 
C'  shall")  in  Hue  S.-^^Ths -Marqum  of 
neater  ford.) 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  he  could 
not  understand  what  was  the  noble  Mar- 
quess's reason  for  making  such  a  pro- 
posal. There  could  be  no  doubt  that 
the  landlord's  property  was  fully  pro- 
tected, and  that  these  words  were  wholly 
unnecessary. 

On  question?  resohed  in  the  afirwuh 
tive. 

Lords'  Amendment,  as  amendedy  mi* 
sisted  on. 


1660 


JmiZmp 


{AuaTriTl2,  1881] 


{Irtknd)  Bill. 


1670 


Lords  Amendmant,  in  page  6,  line  8, 
leftTe  oat  (''oonieqnent  on  an  increase 
of  lent  by  the  landlord  "},  dua^rHd  io 
by  the  Oommons. 

THBHABQUEssopSALISBUBYmoYed 
that  the  Honse  infiist  on  the  Amendment. 
If  the  words  were  left  out,  the  only 
e£Feot  would  be  that  those  landlords  who 
had  not  sone  through  the  qualifying 
pzooees  of  asking  an  increase  of  rent 
would  have  the  same  privileges  in  re- 
spect of  resumption  which  were  con- 
ferred by  the  dause  as  those  would  have 
who  had  gone  through  that  process. 
He  was  unable  to  understand  why  the 
fact  of  a  landlord  having  raised  the 
rent  should  be  regarded  as  a  special 

Sualification  for  the  resumption  of  his 
cdding,  or  any  portion  of  it,  for  the 
purposes  specified  m  the  sub-section. 

M&P0d,  To  insist  on  the  Amendment 
in  pase  6,  line  8,  to  which  the  Oommons 
have  disagreed. — {The  Marquea  of  Salts- 
Jury.) 

LoBD  GABLINOFOBD  said,  that  the 
Oovemment  could  not  consent  to  the 
omission  of  the  words.  Their  appear- 
ance in  the  place  where  they  were  round 
in  the  dause  was  a  mere  matter  of  draft- 
ing to  make  a  necessary  reference  to 
the  7th  dause.  They  had  no  force  in 
connection  with  the  place  where  they 
appeared,  any  ftirther  than  pointing  out 
where  the  real  question  they  were  in- 
tended to  deal  with  was  situated.  If 
necessary  at  all,  that  was  not  the  proper 
place  to  make  such  an  Amendment  as 
that  desired  by  the  noble  Marquess. 

Ths  Mabqttess  of  SALIBBUBY 
thought  the  clause  would  read  perfectly 
weD  without  them. 

On  question  ?  Their  Lordships  divided : 
— Oontents  118;  Not-Oontents  37  :  Ma- 
jority 76. 
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Sttolvtd  in  the  ajtrmattv*. 

On  the  Kotion  of  The  Earl  of  Do 
NonoHuosB,  Lords  Amendment,  in  page 
6,  line  27,  leave  out  from  {"aa''}  to 
('*  prohibits  ")  ia  line  33,  ditagrttd  to  by 
the  Commons,  ituitUd  on. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  6,  line  S7, 
leave  out  &om  ("land")  to  ("From"] 
in  page  7,  line  27,  ditayrted  to  by  the 
CommonB. 

The  Eabiop  DONOUGHMOEE  con- 
tended that  their  Lordships  ahould  in- 
Bist  on  amending  the  clause  in  the  direo- 
tion  of  their  previous  Amendment  limit- 
ing the  soak  of  compensation.  He 
would,  therefore,  move  that  the  provi- 
eions  regulating  the  higher  socue  of 
Gompenaatton  which  had  been  struck  out 
of  the  Bill  by  their  Lordships,  but  re-in- 
eerted  by  the  Commons,  should  be  again 
struck  out,  with  the  intention  of  suose- 
guently  moving  the  introduction  of  a 
more  moderate  scale. 

Moved,  To  insist  on  the  Amendment  in 
page  6,  line  37,  to  which  the  Commons 
nave  disagreed. — {Tha  Sari  of  Donougk- 

LoBD  CAELINGFOHD  said,  that, 
having  accepted  the  principle  of  com- 
pensation for  disturbance,  ne  did  not 
think  it  worth  while  for  the  noble  Earl 
to  insist  upon  this  particular  Amend* 
ment,  contesting  it  now.  Although  the 
Oovemment  expected  that  compensation 
for  disturbance  would  have  Bmall  effect 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  aa  it 
vould  probablynot  afTect  many  holdings, 
they  desired  that,  whenever  for  any  rea* 
aon  it  might  be  brought  into  operation,  it 
ahould  be  in  the  shape  now  proposed — 
that  was,  should  be  effective.  The  Go- 
vernment had  proceeded  on  the  authority 
of  many  of  the  Judges  who  administered 
the  law,  some  of  whom  recon^mended  a 
larger  inonase  in  ^e  scale  than  was 


Thx  Eaxl  07  FEUBBOKB  aak«d 
whether  these  opinions  were  got  before 
or  afber  the  introduction  of  the  pi«sent 
Bill? 

£Ubl  SPENCER  replied,  that  these 
opinions  we«  given  in  the  evidence  be- 
foro  the  Land  Commission. 

The  Maxoctess  oe  SALISBURY  sud, 
that  the  cases  to  which  the  Judges  had 
referred  were  cases  in  which  the  incom- 
ing tenant  had  .induced  the  landlord  to 
get  rid  of  the  outgoing  tenant  by  a  pro- 
mise to  pay  compensation.  That  waa 
to  say,  it  was  worth  the  incoming  ten- 
ant's while  to  pay  a  slight  additional 
rent,  and  also  compensation  for  the  dis- 
turbance induced  by  eviction.  It  was 
evident  that  under  the  present  Bill,  witli 
the  right  of  &ee  sale  existing,  the  bar- 
gain would  have  taken  place  directly 
between  the  parties,  and  no  question  of 
eviction  would  have  arisen.  Those  opi- 
nions, therefore,  had  been  given  under  a 
totally  different  state  of  things  &om  that 
which  would  arise  under  the  Bill.  He 
wished  to  add  that,  in  his  opinion,  the 
upper  portion  of  the  proposed  scale  of 
compensation  was  wholly  uncalled  tar 
by  me  present  state  of  Ireland.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Lord  Frivy  Seal  had 
confessed  that  the  provision  of  compen- 
sation for  disturbance  was  a  more  de- 
cided violation  of  principle  than  any- 
thing in  that  Bill. 

LoBD  OABLmarORD  explained  his 
statement  to  be  that  the  principle  of 
oompensation    for  diaturbance    vas  in 

firinciple  a  greater  interference  with  the 
andlord  than  the  necessity  now  laid 
upon  him   of  reoogninng  the  sale  of 


OnqnestionP  Their  Lordships dwufaif. - 
— ContentalOO;  Not-Oontents  39 :  Ma- 
jority 61. 
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Besolved  in  the  affirmative. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Do- 
NouoHMORE,  olauso  amended  as  foU 
lows : — In  page  6,  line  37,  insert — 

{**  And  the  said  section  three  shall  hereafter  be 
road  as  if  from  such  section  were  omitted  the 
words  '  for  the  loss  which  the  Court  shall  find  to 
be  sustained  by  him  by  reason  of  quitting  his 
holding/  so  that  the  said  section  shall  bo  read 
as  providing  that  the  tenant  therein  mentioned 
shaU  be  entitled  to  such  compensation  as  tho 
Court,  in  view  of  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  shall  think  just,  subject  to  the  scale  of 
compensation  hcromaftcr  mentioned* 

"The  compensation  payable  under  tho  said 
section  three  in  the  case  of  a  tenant  disturbed  in 
his  holding  by  the  act  of  a  landlord  after  tho 
passing  of  this  Act  shall  be  as  follows,  in  the 
case  of  holdings — 

"  Whore  tho  rent  is  thirty  pounds  or  under, 
a  sum  not  exceeding  seven  years'  rent ; 

"  Where  the  rent  is  above  thirty  pounds  and 
not  exceeding  fifty  ^lounds,  a  sum  not  exceeding 
five  y^irs'  rent ; 

"  Where  the  rent  is  'above  fifty  pounds  and 
not  exceeding  one  hundred  ]X)unas,  a  sum  not 
exceeding  four  years*  rent ; 

**Whero  the  rent  is  above  one  hundred 
pounds,  a  sum  not  exceeding  three  years*  rent, 
but  in  no  case  shall  the  compensation  exceed 
five  hundred  pounds. 

*' Any  tenant  in  a  higher  class  of  the  scale 
may,  at  his  option,  claim  compensation  under  a 
lower  class,  provided  such  compensation  shall 
not  exceed  the  compensation  to  which  he  would 
be  entitled  under  such  lower  class  on  the  as- 
sumption that  the  rent  of  his  holding  was  re- 
duced to  the  sum  (or  whore  two  sums  aro 
mentioned  the  higher  sum)  stated  in  such  lower 
class.") 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  8,  line 
15,  leave  out  from  the  second  ^  land- 
lord ")  to  (**  may  ")  in  line  17,  disagreed 
to  by  the  Commons,  not  insisted  on. 

Earl  CAIENS  said,  tliat  the  Bill,  as 
it  was  originally  introduced,  did  not 
give  the  landlord  access  to  the  Court  un- 
less he  proposed  to  raise  the  rent.  Their 
Lordships,  however,  being  of  opinion 
that  both  parties  should  have  equal 
access,  made  the  Bill  read  that  the  Court 
might  be  approached  by  the  tenant,  or 
by  the  landlord  and  tenant  jointly,  or 
by  the  landlord  ;  and  the  Commons  had 
struck  out  the  addition  which  extended 
the  right  to  the  landlord.  It  was  pro- 
posed in  the  other  House,  at  a  time  when 
the  Amendment  could  not  be  entertained, 
to  make  the  clause  read,  ''or  by  the 
landlord  if  the  parties  have  ctherwise 
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failed  to  come  to  an  agreement ; "  and 
he  should  propose  to  make  that  Amend- 
ment now,  on  the  around  that  it  was 
necessary  to  do  equal  justice  to  landlord 
and  tenant.  It  was  a  most  invidious 
position  for  the  landlord  that  he  should 
nave  to  demand  an  increase  of  rent  be- 
fore he  could  have  access  to  the  Court, 
which  should  be  equally  open  to  him  as 
to  the  tenant.  Still  behoving  in  the 
justice  of  their  contention  he  hoped  the 
House  would  agree  to  his  present  pro- 
position. 


failed  to  come  to  an  agreement.") — (7A^ 
Harl  Cainu.) 

Eabl  SPENOEB  said,  that  in  the 
other  House  the  Government,  in  order 
to  put  the  landlord  and  tenant  on  a 
more  perfect  footing  of  equality,  had 
been  willing  to  insert  certain  words  vary- 
ing somewhat  slightly  from  those  just 
proposed ;  but  considerable  importance 
was  attached  to  that  variation.  The 
Forms  of  the  House,  however,  prevented 
those  words  being  proposed;  but  he 
now  submitted  them — namely,  ''  or  hav- 
ing otherwise  failed  to  agree  with  the 
tenant  as  to  what  a  fair  rent  is."  The 
view  of  the  Government  was  that,  in  the 
beginning,  the  parties  did  not  stand  on 
an  equal  footing ;  that  the  landlord  had 
considerable  advanta^s  over  the  tenants 
in  various  ways,  induding  the  advan- 
tage of  the  possession  of  a  large  purse, 
and  therefore  the  Government  admitted 
the  equity  of  the  position  taken  up  by 
the  Commons.  The  Government  were 
anxious  to  encourage  the  landlord  and 
tenant  to  settle  these  matters  out  of 
Court,  if  possible;  in  fact,  they  con- 
sidered it  was  only  a  part  of  the  land- 
lord's duty  to  do  so.  They  therefore 
proposed  that  they  should  do  so  by 
means  of  the  words  originally  inserted. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY, 
while  sympathizing  with  the  Qt)vem- 
ment  in  their  desire  that  the  parties 
should  endeavour  to  arrange  without 
coming  to  the  Court,  preferred  the  words 
of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Earl 
Cairns),  in  order  to  meet  the  case  where 
the  tenant  was  in  a  state  of  hostility 
to  his  landlord,  excited  by  outside  par- 
ties. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  having 
spoken  in  fnvour  of  flie  original  words, 

JBiirl  Ca%rn9 


The  Makqusss  of  SAUSBTTBT  said. 
he  thought  it  would  be  unfortonate  u 
the  Government  insisted  that  where 
landlord  and  tenant  could  not  oome  to  an 
agreement  in  consequence  of  some  ex* 
temal  influence  operating  on  the  tenant, 
the  landlord  should  be  forced  to  demand 
an  increase  of  rent  in  order  to  open  the 
doors  of  the  Court  to  himself.  It  would 
simply  add  unnecessarily  to  thebittemeas 
between  the  two  parties.  Again,  theia 
were  many  reasons  why  a  landlord  might 
like  to  have  his  rent  fixed  by  the  Oourt, 
although  he  did  not  want  to  increase 
his  rent.  For  instance,  he  might  wish 
to  have  it  fixed  for  purposes  of  sale. 

On  question  ?  reioked  in  the  affimut' 

Hve. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  8,  line  20, 
leave  out  from  (''parties'')  to  second 
^<  and")  in  line  21,  dita^reed  to  by  &e 
Commons. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  must  now  ask  the  House  to  insist 
upon  the  Amendment  in  the  7th  daiise^ 
Wnich  provided  that  a  tenant  of  a  pre- 
sent tenancy,  or  the  tenant  or  landMrd 
jointly,  might  apply  to  the  Court  from 
time  to  time  to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed, 
and  that  the  Court  might  fix  such  rent 
aftor  hearing  the  parties,  and  "  having 
regard  to  the  interests  of  the  landlord 
and  tenant  respectively."  The  matter 
was  one  to  which  considerable  import- 
ance was  attached  in  Ireland.  He  pro« 
posed  to  leave  out  the  words,  **  having 
regard  to  the  interests  of  the  landlcM 
and  tenant  respectively."  He  freely 
admitted  that  these  words  had  had  no 
special  sense  attached  to  them ;  and  if 
they  were  used  in  an  English  Bill  they 
would  not  excite  very  much  remark. 
But  there  was  no  doubt  that  when  they 
were  introduced  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, though  they  did  not  excite  veaej 
much  feeling  on  the  part  of  the  €h>vem- 
ment  at  the  time,  ana  were  described  as 
being  merely  sentimental,  yet,  when  they 
became  more  generally  known,  it  was  fut 
that  they  implied  something  more  than 
at  first  sight  appeared.  Tms  Bill  had, 
more  than  anv  other  Bill  with  which 
he  was  acquamted,  reference  to  public 
opinion  in  the  community  with  which 
it  had  to  deal ;  and  the  words  in  que6tio& 
were  to  be  viewed  not  onlv  wim  refer- 
ence to  their  precise  legal  ethc/t^  but 
also  with  reference  to  their  opemtion  in 
the  minds  of  those  to  whom  fhsj  sp- 
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pHed.  There  wae  no  doubt  that,  inno- 
cent as  these  words  appeared,  they  raised 
Teiy  considerable  apprehension  among 
the  landowners,  especially  in  the  North 
of  Ireland,  and  he  believed  all  over  the 
country,  that  when  brought  before  the 
Court,  and  when  they  had  to  operate 
on  the  minds  of  the  Judges,  they  would 
have  an  effect  most  prejudicial  and  de- 
trimental to  the  just  riffhts  of  the  land- 
lord in  the  way  of  reducing  his  **  fair 
rent"  The  beuef  entertained  was  that 
their  effect  would  be  to  establish  a  spe- 
dee  of  riffht  destructive  of  the  rights 
of  the  lanolords  and  tend  to  mislead  the 
Judges.  They  were  in  the  nature  of  an 
instruction  to  the  Court  to  take  care  of 
the  interests  of  the  plaintiff  and  the 
defendant  respectively ;  and  such  a  re- 
commendation to  any  ordinary  Oourt  of 
Law  in  England  would  be  considered,  if 
not  as  an  insult,  at  least  something  more 
than  unnecessary.  It  was  dangerous 
to  make  provisions  which  the  state 
of  the  law  did  not  absolutely  require, 
and  in  which  an  occult  meaning  was 
sure  to  be  looked  for,  as  the  Govern- 
ment had,  in  the  course  of  these  discus- 
flionsy  perpetually  reminded  them.  It 
was  well  to  consider  this  in  dealing  with 
Commissioners  who  certainly  would  con- 
stitute a  very  remarkable  anomaly  in 
the  history  of  British  law,  and  it  was 
especially  wise  to  consider  it  in  dealing 
with  a  matter  so  delicate  as  that  of  the 
lights  of  landlord  and  tenant  respec- 
tivelv.  No  good  reason  could  be  shown 
for  uie  insertion  of  the  words ;  and  as 
the  landlords  would  be  put  in  a  very 
unusual  position  by  the  subjection  of 
their  rights  to  this  qualification,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  tneir  Lordships 
would  do  well  to  adhere  to  their  Amend- 
ment. 

Moved,  To  insist  on  the' Amendment  in 
page  8,  line  20,  to  which  the  Commons 
have  disagreed. — {The Marquees  of  Salts- 
hrif.) 

LoBD  CAELINGrORD  said,  his 
thanks  were  due  to  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury), 
l)ecauBe  he  had  made  his  (Lord  Car- 
lingford's)  speech  for  him.  The  noble 
ICarquess  had  recognized  the  fact  that 
the  Government,  in  acceding  to  the  in- 
sertion of  those  words  in  the  clause,  and 
desiring  to  retain  them  now  as  a  con- 
venient exposition  of  the  general  direc- 
tions  given   to   the   C!lourt  as  to  the 


way  it  was  to  deal  with  the  questioii, 
did  not  do  so  with  the  view  of  adding 
anything  to  the  parview  and  principle 
of  the  Kent  Clause.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess's argument  was  that  the  insertion 
of  the  words  excited  alarm  on  the  part 
of  the  landlords;  but  the  Government 
urged  that  their  omission  would  cause 
alarm  in  the  minds  of  another  and  much 
larger  class  in  Ireland — namely,  the 
tenants,  and  in  the  present  condition  of 
that  country  the  danger  of  alarm  was 
beyond  all  comparison  greater  in  the 
case  of  the  tenant  than  of  the  landlord. 
The  tenant  class  was  the  class  they  de- 
sired to  secure  and  calm,  not  only  by 
the  legal  provisions  of  the  Bill,  but  in 
feeling.  The  mind  of  the  groat  but 
poor  tenant  class  was  much  more  likely 
to  be  seized  with  groundless  alarm  than 
that  of  the  landlord  class.  He  was  con- 
vinced that  within  the  next  few  months 
this  groundless  panic  would  pass  away 
from  the  minds  of  both ;  but  if  there 
must  be  alarm,  it  was  far  safer  that  the 
tenant  class  should  not  be  the  class  to 
be  alarmed.  For  this  reason,  he  claimed 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Marquess  as  an 
argument  in  favour  of  retaining  the 
words,  in  order  to  escape  for  a  time  the 
alarm  which  would  be  attended  with 
the  most  serious  consequences. 

The  DuicE  of  ABEKCORN,  in  sup- 
porting the  Motion,  said,  he  thought 
the  retention  of  these  words  would  be 
followed  by  the  most  serious  conse- 
quences, and  that  the  alarm  of  the  land- 
lords was  by  no  means  groundless.  If 
the  Bill,  as  it  professed,  only  extended 
the  Ulster  tenant  right  custom  to  the 
rest  of  Ireland,  althoucph  that  would 
not  be  fair  to  those  Ismdlords  on  whose 
estates  it  had  not  been  practised,  it 
would  be  less  open  to  objection;  but  it 
enlarged  the  custom  into  unknown  quan- 
tities, and  extended  something  much  more 
injurious  to  the  landlords.  The  custom 
had  never  interfered  with  a  fair  rent ; 
it  had  been  a  thing  outside  the  rent ;  it 
did  not  affect  the  rent,  and  was  not 
affected  by  it.  True,  a  very  unfair  rent 
would  materially  affect  the  tenant  right 
of  a  farm  ;  but  a  very  unfair  rent  per  se 
without  reference  to  the  tenant  right 
could  be  satisfactorily  regulated  by  the 
Land  Court.  The  words  contained  in 
the  clause  were  contrary  to  the  whole 
spirit  and  principle  of  the  Ulster  tenant 
right  custom  ;  and  the  effect  of  it  might 
be  very  injurious,  in  that  the  rents  of 
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the  landlords  might  be  eaten  up.  The 
more  lenient  a  Ismdlord  had  been  and 
the  lower  his  rents  had  been,  the  higher 
the  tenant  right  was  upon  his  estate, 
smd  the  greater  would  be  the  fine  im- 
posed upon  him  in  the  diminution  of 
his  income.  The  clause  would  have  the 
effect  of  inducing  a  new  tenant  to  give 
a  preposterous  price  for  the  tenant  nght 
in  the  hope  that  that  might  induce  the 
landlord  to  reduce  the  rent.  The  words 
objected  to  were  not  in  the  Bill  origi- 
nally ;  they  were  accepted  by  Mr.  Glad- 
stone without  any  hesitation  whatever, 
on  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
Charles  Bussell),  who  was  a  strong  ten- 
ant right  advocate.  To  show  that  the 
idea  was  not  in  the  mind  of  Mr.  Q-lad- 
stone,  but  that  it  was  contraiy  to  his 
views,  he  would  refer  their  Lordships 
to  a  speech  by  Mr.  Gladstone,  in  which 
the  f  rime  Minister  said  it  would  be 
better  to  deal  with  the  tenants'  interest, 
without  mentioninfi^  the  landlords'  in- 
terest, and  to  deal  with  rent  without 
mentioning  the  tenants'  interest;  that 
if  they  were  mentioned  together  it  would 
g^ve  rise  to  the  idea  that  they  were  op- 
posed to  each  other,  and  that  it  was 
their  business  to  prevent  the  growth  of 
the  mischievous  notion  that  there  was  a 
direct  conflict  between  the  landlord's  in- 
terest in  the  rent  and  the  tenants'  in- 
terest in  his  holding.  These  words  were 
in  accordance  with  the  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Marquess;  and  the  Prime 
Minister,  in  accepting  those  words  and 
putting  them  into  the  Bill,  under  pres- 
sure from  the  Irish  Members,  had  shown 
another  of  those  changes  of  front  of 
which  he  was  so  great  a  master.  At  the 
risk  of  wearying  the  House,  he  (the 
Duke  of  Abercom)  would  state  a  case 
which  had  actually  occurred  to  him,  and 
which  might  be  multiplied  elsewhere. 
On  a  farm  of  his,  a  tenancy- at-will,  at 
a  fair  moderate  rent — £94  a-year — an 
incoming  tenant,  two  or  three  years  ag^, 
gave  £2,700  for  the  tenant  right.  The 
interest  on  that,  at  the  lowest  rate,  was 
£  1 1 2  a-year.  The  tenant  came  and  said 
— "  My  interest  on  my  holding  is  £112 
a-year.  The  interest  to  my  landlord  is 
£94."  What  would  the  landlord  receive 
in  that  case,  and  what  would  the  Oourt 
decide  under  the  words  of  the  clause  as 
to  the  rent  payable?  He  hoped  their 
Lordships  would  assent  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Marquess. 

The  Duke  of  Abere0rn 


The  LOBD  OHANOELLOB  said,  he 
had  heard  with  surprise  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Aberoom), 
and  he  could  not  help  thinking  that  his 
arguments  were  of  a  very  unfortunate 
description.  The  words  found  fault  with 
were  mat  the  Oourt 


**  To  take  into  account  all  the  drcumstanceB 
of  the  case,  and  amongst  other  thhun  to  have 
regard  to  the  interests  of  the  landlord  and  ten- 
ant respectively ; " 

and  nothing  could  be  more  clearly  just. 
Did  the  noble  Duke  mean  to  say  that 
the  tenant  had  no  interests  to  which 
regard  should  be  paid  ?  What  he  would 
have  a  right  to  was  his  improvements, 
and  he  would  also  have  a  rieht  to  the 
fixity  of  tenure  which  this  Bill  would 
give  him.  He  (the  Lord  Chancellor) 
should  have  thought,  therefore,  nothing 
was  more  clear  in  this  world  than  that 
the  tenants  had  rights  to  which  regard 
must  be  had,  as  much  as  to  the  interests 
of  the  landlord.  These  words — "  hav- 
ing regard  to  the  interests  of  the  land- 
lord and  tenant  respectively,"  had  no 
tendency  whatever  to  define  the  interests 
of  the  tenant  any  more  than  the  interests 
of  the  landlord ;  to  put  them  in  any  way 
whatever  in  opposite  scales,  or  make 
them  in  any  degree  antagonistic  to  each 
other.  They  pointed  out,  in  the  only 
way  possible,  that  the  tenant  had  int^ 
rests  as  well  as  the  landlord,  and  a  more 
baseless  argument  than  that  which 
seemed  to  deny  it  he  could  not  conceive. 
The  words  were  absolutely  legal,  strictly 
impartial,  and  entirely  just  so  far  as 
they  were  material;  in  fact,  he  was 
unable  to  conceive  any  that  were  more 
so,  and  to  insist  on  striking  them  out  was 
to  aid  and  feed  alarm  instead  of  re- 
moving it.  The  words  did  not  suggest 
ever  so  remotely  any  scale  in  which  the 
one  interest  was  to  be  put  against  the 
other.  They  merely  laid  down  the  duty 
of  the  Oourt,  to  look  impartially  to  both. 
That  appeared  to  be  perfectly  fair,  and 
he  owned  that  if  there  was  any  conceiv- 
able argument  against  the  words  it  was 
that  they  were  so  obviously  just  and 
right  that  their  insertion  was  xmneces- 
sary.  But  the  arguments  of  the  noble 
Duke  showed  that  they  were  necessary, 
for  they  did  not  recognize  any  intereet 
of  the  tenant.  They  thought  it  absolutely 
wrong  to  do  so.    [**  No,  no !  "]_ 

The  Dtjkk  of  ABEROOkN  ex- 
plained that  he  had  plainly  recognized 
that  interest ;  but  he  objected  to  it  as 
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an  dement  in  the  determining  of  the 
rent. 

The  LOBD  GHANCELLOB  said,  that 
was  the  very  obieot  of  these  words — to 
eonsider  what  should  be  the  rent.  On 
the  one  hand,  the  landlord's  just  rights 
oo^ht  not,  in  his  (the  Lord  Chancellor's) 
opmion,  to  be  in  the  slightest  degree  cut 
down  or  derogated  from  by  the  greater 
or  leaser  amount  which  the  tenant  might 
be  able  to  get  in  the  market  without  the 
oonourrence  of  the  landlord ;  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  in  his  humble  opinion,  it 
would  be  equally  unjust  to  increase  the 
rent,  beoause  the  tenant  was  able  to  bring 
to  the  markethis  tenant  right  as  a  market- 
able and  valuable  commodity.  On  tho 
one  side  and  on  the  other,  it  would  be 
the  duty  of  the  Oourt  not  to  lay  a  rent 
upon  the  tenant,  because  of  the  value  of 
tne  tenant  right  in  the  market ;  and,  on 
the  other  hand,  not  to  deduct  from  the 
landlord  a  rent  justly  due,  because  of  the 
value  of  the  tenant  right  in  the  market. 
On  both  sides  it  did  appear  to  him  that 
these  words  pointed  to  nothing  but  the 
doing  of  pure  and  simple  justice  ;  and 
those  who  objected  to  them  suggested  to 
simple  minds  the  idea  that  pure  and 
simple  justice  was  not  acceptable  to  them. 
["  Wo,  no  !  "  from  the  Opposition.!  It 
was  in  the  interests  of  noble  Lords  them- 
selves that  he  pointed  that  out,  as  no- 
thing was  more  likely  to  call  in  question 
their  motives  and  purposes.  It  might 
not  be  their  object ;  but  it  was  the  efiPect 
ofwhat  they  were  doinff.  He,  therefore, 
thought  that  it  would  be  veiy  unwise  on 
the  part  of  their  Lordships  to  leave  the 
words  out. 

Thk  Marquess  of  WATERFORD 
said,  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(the  Lord  Chancellor)  had  stated  that 
the^e  words  should  be  retained  out  of 
simple  justice  to  the  tenant;  but  he 
womd  tell  their  Lordships  that  they 
would,  if  retained,  result  in  the  very 
ffreatest  injustice  being  done  to  the  land- 
unds  of  Ireland.  The  tenants  were 
amply  protected  under  the  Bill.  His 
complaint  was  that  they  directed  the 
Oourt,  in  fixing  the  rent,  to  take  into 
consideration  the  tenant's  interest  in  his 
holding.  He  maintained  that  these 
words  would  force  the  Court,  after  find- 
ing out  what  a  fair  rent  was,  to  reduce 
it  by  the  interest  upon  the  amount  the 
tenant  had  paid  for  his  tenant  right ; 
a  provifiion  that  would,  sooner  or  later, 
xeanoe  rents  to  a  mintu  quantity.    The 


noble  Lord  (the  Lord  Privy  Seal)  had 
spoken  of  the  alarm  of  the  tenants; 
but  he  (the  Marquess  of  Waterford) 
could  answer  for  the  tenants  that  they 
could  feel  no  alarm  under  tho  Bill, 
for  they  had  no  reason  to  fear;  but, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  landlords  would 
have  great  reason.  Their  rents  would 
be  reduced  under  this  Proviso  by  the 
growth  of  the  tenant  right,  and  in  pro- 
cess of  time  they  would  be  completely 
ruined,  if  not  entirely  wiped  ofiP  the  face 
of  the  earth,  because  each  time  a  statu- 
tory term  was  fixed  the  rent  would  be 
reduced,  and  the  tenant  right  increased ; 
and  the  lower  tho  rent  the  higher  would 
be  the  tenant  right.  If  no  directions  were 
introduced  the  Court  would  proceed  to 
settle  the  rent  according  to  the  usage 
in  Ulster,  where  the  amount  paid  for 
tenant  right  was  never  taken  into  con- 
sideration. He  hoped  their  Lordships 
would  strike  out  the  words. 

Viscount  POWERSCOUET  opposed 
the  Amendment  on  tho  ground  that  it 
touched  not  only  the  tenant  right  intro- 
duced by  the  Bill,  but  also  the  tenant 
right  of  Ulster.  He  regretted  that  noble 
Lords  opposite  took  so  cynical  a  view 
of  tenant  right,  which  had  its  market 
price,  and,  instead  of  being  artificially 
restricted,  ought  to  be  left  to  the  ope- 
ration of  the  law  of  supply  and  de- 
mand. Unless  the  Bill  granted  ten- 
ant right,  and  unlimited  tenant  right, 
it  would  be  practically  useless.  Ireland 
wanted  quietness  and  peace,  and  to  at- 
tain this  state  depended  entirely  upon 
gpranting  an  unlimited  tenant  right  to 
the  Irish  tenant.  He,  therefore,  thought 
that  the  retention  of  the  words  would  be 
most  useful,  and  that  they  would  incur  a 
serious  rei^onsibility  in  omitting  them. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE 
said,  that  he  wished  to  say  a  very  few 
words  in  justification  of  the  vote  which 
he  should  give.  He  did  not  think  the 
words  could  fitly  be  called  neutral — far 
from  that  being  so,  they  had  a  distinct 
significance.  The  reference  to  the  land- 
lord's interest  was,  indeed,  little  more 
than  surplusage,  because  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  fix  rent  without  a  reference  to 
that  interest.  The  words  in  question, 
however,  were  inserted  with  the  object  of 
introducing  a  reference  to  the  tenant's  in- 
terest, and  they  would,  he  apprehended, 
be  regarded  by  the  Court  as  mandatory 
and  induce  it  to  create  an  interest  of  that 
kind,  even  where  such  an  interest  had 
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not  existed  hitherto.  He  pointed  that 
out  on  the  occasion  of  the  Bill  coming 
before  their  Lordships  for  a  second  read- 
ing. Since  then,  however,  the  Bill  had 
been  read  a  second  time,  and,  as  he  took 
it,  they  were  committed  to  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  as  a  tenant  right  Bill,  and 
indeed  something  very  like  an  unre- 
stricted tenant  right  Bill.  It  had  al- 
ways seemed  to  him  idle  to  suppose 
that  there  could  be  tenant  right  of  that 
description  without  its  existence  tending 
ultimately  to  diminish  the  rent  of  the 
landlord.  It  was  all  very  well  for  the 
Lord  Privy  8eal  to  assert  that  the  rent 
and  the  tenant  riffht  might  exist  side  by 
side.  They  might,  he  would  acknow- 
ledge, do  so  at  the  outset ;  but,  in  the 
long  run,  economical  forces  would  assert 
themselves,  and  it  would  be  found  that 
the  tenant  right  tended  to  prevent  the 
landlord  from  obtaining  a  legitimate  in- 
crease of  rent ;  while,  on  the  other  hand, 
if  there  were  a  fall  of  agricultural  pro- 
duce, the  efifect  of  tenant  right  woula  be 
to  throw  the  whole  of  the  loss  on  the 
landlord's  shoulders.  Those  were  the 
inevitable  consequences  of  the  creation 
of  tenant  right ;  but  they  had  created  it 
all  over  Ireland,  and  so  they  must  look 
the  matter  in  the  face.  It  was  idle  with 
one  hand  to  give  tenant  right  to  every 
teoant  in  Irelsmd,  and  with  the  other  to 
take  back  any  of  the  incidents  which 
properly  belonged  to  it.  They  should 
have  the  courage  of  their  opinions ;  and 
as,  by  voting  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  they  had  accepted  the  principle  of 
tenant  right,  they  ought  to  support  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  resisting  any 
attempt  to  deprive  that  custom  of  what 
he  believed  to  be  an  inseparable  inci- 
dent. In  The  Arabian  Nights,  a  story 
was  told  of  a  fisherman  who,  one  day, 
brought  up  from  the  sea  in  his  net 
a  carefully  stoppered  bottle.  He  took 
out  the  stopper,  and  there  emerged  an 
enormous  monster  who  had  been  impri- 
soned in  the  bottle  for  a  long  time, 
and  who  most  ungratefully  at  once 
threatened  to  destroy  his  liberator. 
The  fisherman  asked  as  a  last  favour  be- 
fore he  died  that  he  should  be  shown 
the  way  the  monster  got  into  the  bottle. 
The  monster  then  went  into  the  bottle, 
upon  which  the  fisherman  put  in  the 
stopper,  and,  for  aught  he  (the  Marquess 
of  Lansdowne)  knew,  it  had  remained 
there  ever  since.  Now,  it  seemed  to  him 
tiiat  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess 
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of  Salisbury)  and  his  Friends  opposite 
had  consented  to  take  out  the  stopper 
and  had  liberated  the  monster;  but 
there  was  this  difiference  between  that 
particular  monster  and  the  monster  of 
the  present  day,  that  the  latter  would 
not  go  back  into  the  bottle.  They  most, 
therefore,  submit  with  the  best  grace 
they  could  to  the  consequences  of  what 
they  had  done ;  and,  having  that  opinion, 
he  should  support  the  Oovemment  in 
resisting^ the  Amendment. 

The  Eakl  of  ANNESLEY  said,  he 
had  been  informed  that  the  opinion  of 
one  of  the  most  eminent  Queen's  Coun- 
sel in  the  North  of  Ireland  was  that  if 
these  words  were  retained  they  would 
bring  ruin  to  every  landed  owner  on 
whose  property  tenant  right  existed. 

The  Mabquess  of  BATH,  though  not 
attaching  much  importance  to  the  wordst 
the  efifect  of  whicn  he  considered  had 
been  over-rated,  could  not  help  thinking 
that  it  would  be  better  to  leave  them  out. 

On  question?  Their  Lordships  di- 
vided : — Contents  133 ;  Not-Contents  61 : 
Majority  72. 
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Resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  8,  line  23, 
after  (**  rent,")  insert — 

("  Provided  always,  that  where  application  is 
made  to  the  court  under  this  section  in  rospoct 
of  any  tenancy,  and  the  court  is  of  opinion  that 
the  tenant  of  the  holding  in  which  such  tenancy 
subsists,  or  his  predecessors  in  title,  has  or  have 
caused  or  suffered  such  holding  to  become  dete- 
riorated, contrary  to  the  express  or  implied  con- 
ditions constituting  the  contract  of  tenancy,  the 
court  may  refuse  tnc  application,  or  may  post- 
pone the  further  hearing  of  the  same  until  after 
the  performance  by  the  tenant  of  such  condi- 
tions as  the  court  may  think  proper,'') 

— disagreed  to  by  the  Commons. 

The  Earl  of  PEMBEOKE,  in  pro- 
posing to  insist  on  the  Amendment,  said, 
he  proposed  to  leave  the  words  (''or  his 
predecessors  ")  and  (**  or  have  ")  out  of 
the  Proviso  on  this  occasion.  The  only 
objection  the  Q-overnment  made  to  the 
Amendment  was  that  it  was  surplusage, 
its  object  being  already  provided  for  by 
the  general  powers  given  in  the  Equities 
Clause.  He  thought  the  suiplusage 
argument  came  badly  from  a  Uovem- 
ment  that  were  always  ready  to  indulge 
in  it  when  it  was  the  tenant's  interest 
that  required  protection.  And  he  could 
not  admit  that  it  was  unnecessary,  or 
understand  how  anyone  who  knew  the 
state  of  Ireland  could  believe  that  the 
Courts  would  have  to  refuse  a  man  a 
statutory  term  on  account  of  the  condi- 
tion of  his  farm,  merely  because  they 
were  permitted,  though  not  enjoined,  by 
the  Act  to  do  so.  But  if  the  Oovem- 
ment  were  right  in  their  view  on  this 
point,  they  were  more  than  ever  bound 
to  insert  the  proposed  provision  as  a 
warning  to  the  tenant,  who  would  other- 
wise go  with  light  heart  and  a  shabby 
farm  to  get  his  rent  fixed,  and  be  equally 
astonished  and  disappointed  at  the  re- 
fusal by  the  Court  of  a  statutory  term. 
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The  Irish  landlords  had  a  right  to  claim 
protection  under  this  Bill  that  deprived 
them  of  the  power  to  protect  themselves. 
The  Bill  was  going  to  do  a  vast  amount 
of  harm.  Let  them,  at  least,  do  a  little 
good  ;  and,  seeing  the  amount  of  harm 
the  Bill  was  certain  to  do,  it  would  be 
a  great  relief  if  they  were  allowed  to 
do  a  little  good  by  the  insertion  of  the 
Amendment. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Pem- 
BBOEE,  Amendment  amended,  by  leaving 
out,  in  line  5,  the  words  (**  or  his  prede- 
cessors in  title,")  and  (**  or  have.") 

Moved,  To  insist  on  the  Amendment, 
to  which  the  Gonmions  have  disagreed, 
as  now  amended. — {The  Earl  of  Pern- 
broke,) 

Lord  CAELINGFOED  said,  he 
thought  the  Amendment  was  unneces- 
sary, for  a  farmer  who  had  farmed 
badly  would  be  much  more  likely  to  get 
his  holding  into  good  condition  again 
when  he  had  obtained  a  statutory  term 
than  he  was  before,  in  order  to  avoid  the 
penalties  of  the  Act.  The  Government 
would  adhere  to  the  words  of  the  Bill. 

The  Marquess  of  8ALISBUET  said, 
that  the  one  great  sin  in  agriculture  was 
allowing  a  holding  to  deteriorate.  There- 
fore, he  considered  this  a  very  important 
point.  They  ought  to  prevent  the  ten- 
ant from  deteriorating  his  farm  with  the 
view  of  getting  a  low  rent  fixed.  They 
were  re«3ly  offering  a  direct  reward  to 
the  tenant  to  do  that  which  it  was  their 
policy  and  their  object  to  prevent. 

The  LOED  OHANCELLOE  con- 
sidered that  the  8th  clause  gave  ample 
protection,  and  objected  to  fettering  the 
hands  of  the  Court. 

On  question  ? 

Lord  CAELINGFOED  said,  he  would 
not  put  their  Lordships  to  the  trouble  of 
diviSing. 

Reeohed  in  the  affirmative. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  8,  line  35, 
leave  out  from  (**  landlord  ")  to  the  end 
of  sub-section  (**  3,")  disagreed  to  by 
the  Commons. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUEY,  in 
moving  that  the  Amendment  be  insisted 
on,  said,  he  proposed  to  further  amend 
it  by  the  omission  of  aU  words  after  the 
words  "  statutory  conditions"  in  line  34, 
as  he  considered  it  was  a  provision  that 

The  Earl  of  Pemhroke 


was  most  objectionable^  and  would  pre« 
vent,  in  many  oases,  the  resumption  of  a 
holding  by  a  landlord  for  the  space  of 
33  years.  If  the  Amendment  were 
agreed  to,  the  sub-section  would  read 
as  foUows : — 

"Where  the  judicial  rent  of  any  preaent 
tensuicy  has  been  fixed  by  the  court,  tiion,  until 
the  expiration  of  a  term  of  fifteen  years  from  the 
next  rent  day,  audi  present  tenancy  shall  bo 
deemed  to  be  a  tenancy  subject  to  statutory 
conditions.''  , 

The  following  part  of  the  sub-section 
would  be  omitted : — 

'*  And  having  the  same  incidents  as  a  tenancy 
subject  to  statutory  conditions  consequent  on  au 
increase  of  rent  by  a  landlord,  with  this  modifi- 
cation, that,  during  the  statutory  term  in  a  pr»« 
sent  tenancy  consequent  on  the  first  determina* 
tion  of  a  judicial  rent  of  that  tenancy  by  the 
court,  application  by  the  landlord  to  aathonbe 
the  resumption  of  the  holding  or  part  thereof  by 
him  for  some  purpose  having  relation  to  (he 
good  of  the  holding  or  of  the  estate  shall  not  be 
entertained  by  the  court,  unless  {a)  snd^  preeent 
tenancy  has  arisen,  at  the  expiration  of  a  judi- 
cial lease,  or  of  a  lease  existing  at  the  time  of 
the  passing  of  this  Act,  and  originally  nuda 
for  a  term  of  not  less  than  thirty-one  years ;  or 
{h)  it  is  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court 
that  before  the  passing  of  this  Act  the  reversion 
expectant  on  the  determination  of  a  lease  of  the 
holding  was  purchased  by  the  landlord  or  his 


predecessors  in  title  with  the  view  of  letting  or 
purposes  on  the  determination  of  such  lease,  ana 


otherwise   disposing  of  the  lajad  for  buil&ii 


that  it  is  bond  fide  required  by  him  for  such 
purpose." 

The  expediency  of  the  clause  as  amended 
was  so  necessary  that  he  hoped  the  (Go- 
vernment would  not  think  it  necessary 
to  divide  the  House  against  it.  The 
landlord  ought  to  have  the  full  right 
of  resumption,  not  only  for  the  good  of 
the  country,  but  for  civilization  itself. 
He  could  not  imagine  any  provision  more 
hostile  to  the  progress  of  the  country ; 
and,  unless  the  Amendment  were  agreed 
to,  it  would  be  next  to  impossible  to  ex- 
tend what  were  now  growing  towns  in 
various  parts  of  Ireland  ;  and  he,  there- 
fore, earnestly  hoped  that  the  Qovem- 
ment  would  not  insist  upon  the  insertion 
of  the  words  which  would  in  very  many 
cases  prevent  resumption  altogether. 

Moved,  To  amend  the  said  Amendment 
of  this  House,  to  which  the  Oommons 
have  disagreed,  by  leaving  out,  in  addi- 
tion, all  the  words  after  ('*  statutorr  con- 
ditions,") in  line  34;  and  to  insist  on 
the  Amendment  as  amended. — {The  Jfar* 
quees  of  SaUehiry,) 
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LoBD  OAEUNOFOBD  Baid,  the  Go- 
Tominent  ooidd  not  agree  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  noble  Marquess. 

Earl  SPENGEB  said,  he  rose  to  point 
ont  the  great  difiEerence  between  the  Bill 
•8  it  stood  at  present,  and  the  Bill  as  it 
came  up  from  the  (Commons.  That  fact 
leemed  to  be  OTorlooked  during  the  dis- 
ouBsion.  The  modification  in  question 
had  been  introduced  to  meet  some  of  the 
hardflhips  which  had  been  brought  before 
their  liordships  a  few  eveuings  since, 
and  which  it  was  then  generally  ad- 
mitted ought  to  be  removed.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  what  the  noble  Mar- 
qaess  opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
Dozy)  wanted  was  that  the  landlord 
should  have  a  power  of  resumption  at 
anj  time ;  but  he  (Earl  Spencer)  thought 
it  was  not  right  that  the  landlord  should 
have  the  power  of  resumption  in  all 
oases,  and  the  modifications  in  the  Com- 
mons showed  that  the  other  House  were 
willing  to  meet  the  views  of  that  House 
to  a  very  neat  extent. 

•The  ]£kBQT7Ess  OF  LANSDOWNE 
said,  the  Bill  admitted  that,  on  certain 
conditionB,  the  landlord  should  have  a 
power  of  resumption,  and  while  he  was 
Borry  thev  had  not  gone  a  little  farther, 
he  tnonght  the  Amendment  of  the  Go- 
vernment a  fair  compromise,  and  one  of 
ffreat  value ;  and  he  would  not,  there- 
me,  push  his  opposition  to  the  clause 
any  mrther.  He  could  not,  however, 
quite  understand  the  position  of  the  Oo- 
vermnent  as  regarded  resumption,  for 
the  provision  referred  to  in  the  Amend- 
ment deprived  the  landlord  of  the  power 
of  resumption  for  15  vears,  and  that  de- 

K'vation  seemed  really  to  be  giving  to 
\  tenant  tiie  perpetuity  of  tenure  the 
existence  of  which  had  always  been 
denied  in  the  Bill. 

Onqneetion? 

The  House  being  cleared  for  the  Divi- 
aon. 

Easl  OBANVILLE,  remaining 
seated,  said,  he  would  not  put  their 
Lordships  to  the  trouble  of  dividing.  It 
was  dear  that  noble  Lords  opposite  wore 
to  follow  the  lead  of  the  noble 
mess  opposite  (the  Marquess  of 
»ury)  wnenever  he  desired  it ;  and 
he  would  not,  therefore,  impose  upon 
their  Lordships  a  needless  trouble.  He 
said  this  because  he  wished  their  Lord- 
ships to  understand  that  if  the  Govern- 
meat  did  not  divide  the  House  on  the 


Amendmentandonthenumerous  Amend- 
ments of  the  noble  Marquess,  it  was  not 
because  they  agreed  with  them,  but  be- 
cause it  was  useless  to  divide  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  House,  and  to  give  their 
Lordships  the  needless  trouble  of  walk- 
ing out  and  in  to  the  House  again  every 
fe\ir  minutes 

Tub  Mabqtjess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
that  the  remark  of  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Granville)  seemed  to  imply  that  his 
Friends  would  follow  him  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury)  blindly  in  the  course  he 
was  taking.  He  could  assure  the  noble 
Earl  they  were  as  incapable  of  following 
him  blindly,  as  he  was  incapable  of  act- 
ing without  due  consultation  with  them. 

Resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  9,  line  14, 
leave  out  ("may,  if  it  think  fit,")  and 
insert  ("  shall,  if  the  landlord  so  re- 
quires,") disagreed  to  by  the  Commons, 
not  insisted  on. 

Lords  Amendmenfc,  in  page  9,  line  16, 
amended  hy  ihQ  Commons  as  follows: — 
In  lines  6  and  7,  after  ''  made,"  insert 
"and  substantially  maintained;"  and 
after  " landlord,"  leave  out  "or,"  and 
insert  "  and." 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Marquess  of 
Salisbubt,  Commons  Amendments  to 
the  said  Lords  Amendment  further 
amended^  by  substituting  the  words  ("or 
acquired,  and  have  in  the  main  been 
upheld  "  for  ("  and  substantially  main* 
tained ;  ")  leaving  out  ("  and,")  and  in- 
serting ("or;")  and  in  line  8,  after 
("  not,")  inserting  the  words  ("  made  or 
acquired.") 

Lords  Amendments,  in  page  9,  line  39, 
leave  out  from  ("  term  ")  to  ("  in  ")  in 
line  41,  and  insert  ("  and  on  any  such 
application  no  rent  shall  be  made  pay- 
able;") and  in  line  42,  after  ("title,") 
insert  ("  during  such  statutory  term,") 
disagreed  to  by  the  Commons,  and  which 
were  farther  amended,  so  as  to  restore 
the  sub-section  (8)  as  follows: — 

**  No  rent  shall  be  allowed  or  made  payable 
in  any  proceedings  under  this  Act  in  respect  of 
improvements  made  by  the  tenant  or  his  prede- 
cessors in  title,  and  for  which  in  the  opinion  of 
the  court,  the  tenant  or  hia  predecessors  in  title 
shall  not  have  been  paid  or  compensated  by  the 
landlord  or  his  predecessors  in  title," 

— not  insisted  on. 

Moved,  At  end  of  the  sub-section  add — 

(*'  Provided  that  the  court  shall  take  into  con- 
adoration  the  time  during  which  such  tenant 
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ouf  liftve  eqjojtd  tlM  ftdTuiUg:*  of  noli  im- 

EroremBnta,  and  alto  the  rent  at  which  luch 
oldiDg  has  been  held,  and  any  beneflta  which 
Buch  tenaDt  ma;  hare  receiTed  from  his  land- 
lord in  conndGration,  ezprestly  or  impliedly,  cd 
the  improTemanta  so  made.") — {Tht  Margueu  nf 
Saliiiuty.) 

LoKD  OABLINGFOED  said,  that  he 
could  not  accept  the  Amendment,  foi 
nothing  irae  more  important  in  the 
whole  range  of  the  Bill  than  that  eecu- 
ritr  shouldbe  given  to  the  tenant  for  the 
Talaeof  hiBimprovemente.  In  England 
they  could  scarcely  realise  what  waa 
meant  by  an  Iriah  tenant  making  per- 
manent outlayupon  another  man's  land. 
For  the  interest  of  allpartiee,  everything 
should  be  done  to  induoe  the  tenant  to 
invest  labour  and  capital  on  his  holding 
with  as  much  confidence  as  if  the  land 
were  his  own.  If  he  did  he  would  confer 
the  most  essential  benefits  not  only  upon 
himself,  but  upon  the  landlord  and  the 
countiy.  The  Government  believed  the 
provision  was  now  in  the  best  shape  by 
far  that  it  had  yet  attained,  and  they 
thought  it  better  not  to  confine  this  pro- 
vision for  the  securily  of  tenants'  im- 
provemente  to  future  settlement  of  rents, 
but  to  apply  it  also  to  the  first  settlement 
under  the  Bill.  He  thought  the  words 
at  present  contained  in  the  Bill  were 
quite  sufficient  to  meet  the  object  in 
view,  and  they  fully  secured  the  landlord 
against  injustice. 

On  question?  rttolvedia  the  affirmaitv«. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  9,  after 
line  42,  insert  as  a  new  suo-section — 

"  (a.)  The  nut  of  a  holding  riiall  not  be  re- 
duced in  any  proceedings  under  this  Act  on 
account  of  any  money  or  money's  worth  paid 
or  given  by  the  tenant  or  his  predecessor  in  utle, 
otherwise  than  to  the  landlord,  on  coming  into 
the  holding," 

— ditagr«»d  to  by  the  Commons,  net  i»- 
litted  on. 

Tee  Hasquess  of  SAUSBUBT  said, 
though  it  had  been  decided  against,  he 
still  remained  of  opinion  that,  in  some 
form  or  other,  the  principle  of  his 
Amendment  should  be  adopted.  He 
should,  therefore,  propose  to  move  some 
other  words,  which  he  thought  would 
place  in  more  precise  form  the  entire 
mdependence  which  he  wished  to  secure 
between  the  rent  and  the  price  given 
for  the  holding.  The  point  he  wished 
to  secure  was  that,  apart  from  other 
conuderations,  the  price  given  for  the 
holding  should  not  afCect  tbe  nnt  either 


e  way  or  the  otiher.    IM  tiie  Impnrft- 
mts  by  all  means  affect  the  rents  aa 


(men 
ments  b, 

much  as  they  would ;  but  the  prioe  g 

for  the  holding,  whether  it  varied  np  or 
down,  ought  to  have  nothing  to  do  viUt 
the  amount  which  the  landlord  had  the 
right  to  demand  for  judioial  rent,  and 
that  in  the  interest  of  the  tenant  no  lev 
than  of  the  landlord.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  there  was  no  safefy  for  either  party 
unless  these  two  elements  were  left  abao 
lutely  apart.  He  was  glad  to  obscara 
that  the  Frime  Minister  had  held  dis- 
tinctly the  language  that  the  rent  wonld 
not  be  affected  by  the  prioe  given  far 
the  holding.  That  might  be  to  the 
interest  of  the  tenant  no  leas  than  of 
the  landlord.  The  tenant  might  go  to 
the  landlord  and  say — "I  have  given  a 
great  deal  for  this  holding;  yon  must 
reduce  my  rent  accordingly."  But  an- 
other operation  was  UEedy  to  ooonz. 
There  would  be  in  the  market  a  Tin««w 
of  saleable  holdings  ;  they  would  fstoli 
less  than  hitherto;  and  the  landlord 
might  say  that,  as  a  tenant  paid  leaa 
than  hitherto  for  his  holding,  he  ou^t 
to  have  his  rent  raised  acoordingh.  a» 
wished  to  exclude  that  operation  joat  aa 
much  as  the  other.  He  would  therrfw 
move  an  Amendment  to  l^e  eSsot  that 
the  amount  paid  for  the  holding  ahoQli' 
not  of  itself,  apart  &om  other  oonndarap 
tions,  be  deemed  to  be  a  ground  fbr  in- 
creasing or  reducing  the  rent. 

Movtd,  To  insert,  in  lieu  of  the  new 
sub-section  inserted  by  the  Lords  after 
line  42,  to  which  the  Commons  have 
disagreed,  the  following  words : — 

("  The  amount  of  money  or  money's  wcafil 
that  may  have  been  paid  or  givea  for  the  teoanoy 
of  any  holding  by  a  tenant  or  hia  jiiiiiliii  iiMiii 
in  title  otherwise  than  to  the  lantUOTd  or  hli 
predecessors  intitloshaJlnotof  itnlf  i^Nit  favn 
othec  consi  derations  be  deemed  to  be  a  groml 
for  redodng:  or  increaaing  the  rent  w  soch 
holding.")— I  TSi  Marqnut  ef  amiMtitf.) 

Lord  OAELINGFOED  said,  he  must 

KQint  out  to  the  noble  Sfarquees  (the 
[aiquess  of  Balisbun)  that  nnderthose 
words  there  would  still  be  cases  in  whidt 
it  might  be  the  duty  of  the  Oourtto  ooD' 
sider,  as  a  part  of  the  facts  of  the  oatS) 
the  price  that  the  tenant  had  given  to 
his  predecessor.  He  did  not,  of  oonne, 
mean  that  the  rent  was  to  be  reduced, 
beoauee  the  tenant  in  question  had  cboaen 
to  give  any  extravagant  or  any  paitioular 
prioe  to  his  predecessor  tar  tbe  tenant 
right  i  but  tnoae  paymeoBts  vonld  ooik 
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dbukHf  oofar  and  repretent  the  perma- 
nent impzoremenis  on  the  farm;  and, 
takinff  it  in  that  way,  it  miffht  be  quite 
poaiiUe  that  nnleBS  mej  took  the  utmost 
eue  in  framing  thoee  words  they  should 
oontradiot  their  own  oonviotions  with 
zespeot  to  the  sanotity  of  the  tenant's 
improvements.  If  he  had  bought  them 
of  JUB  predecessor,  he  was  in  tiie  same 
position  as  if  he  had  made  them  himself. 
It  was  oonoeiTable  that  the  rent  might 
iftarwaidB  be  raised  so  as  to  confiscate 
these  improrements.  The  Ck>urt,  in  fact, 
might  find  that  the  existing  rent  had 
been  in  part  a  charge  wpon  the  value  of 
those  improvements.  It  was  difficult  to 
frame  an  Amendment  of  this  kind,  and 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Government  it  was 
totally  unnecessary.  They  meant  to 
adhere  to  their  own  form  of  words.  The 
noUe  Marquess  had  not  dealt  with  the 
ease  formerly  put  to  him  of  a  payment 
being  made  by  the  incoming  tenant  with 
the  fistinct  privity  of  the  htndlord. 

On  question  ?  Their  Lordships  divided: 
— Contents  138;  Not-Oontents  61 :  Ma- 
jority 77. 
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Resohed  in  the  affirmative. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  11,  line 
12,  leave  out  from  ("  and*')  to  ('*  con- 
sidering'') in  line  14,  disagreed  tooj  the 
Commons,  insisted  on. 

Lords  Amendments,  in  page  13,  lines 
81  and  32,  leare  out  {**  immediate  land- 
lord for  the  time  being,")  and  insert 
("  landlord  being  a  limited  owner"); 
and  in  line  34,  leave  out  (**next  su- 
perior"), and  after  ("being")  insert 
("  succeeding  to  himin estate"),  disagreed 
to  by  the  Commons. 

Eabl  CAIENS,  in  moving  that  the 
Amendments  be  insisted  on,  maintained 
that  as,  on  the  termination  of  a  lease, 
the  tenant  oueht  to  give  up  possession 
to  the  landlord,  still  more  did  that  prin- 
ciple apply  to  middlemen,  under  whom 
other  persons  were  in  possession  of  the 
land. 

Movedf  "That  this  House  doth  insist 
on  the  said  Amendments  made  by  this 
House,  to  which  the  Commons  have  dis- 
agreed."—(27w^ar/  Cairns.) 

Lord  CARLINGFOED  said,  it  was 
quite  impossible  to  except  sub-tenants 
n*om  the  whole  of  the  provisions  and 
protection  of  the  Bill,  which  would  be 
the  effect  of  the  Amendment.  The  sub- 
tenants in  question  would  have  been 
lawfully  created  under  leases  which  did 
not  forbid  sub-letting ;  and  the  superior 
landlord  in  these  cases  would,  by  his 
own  act,  have  been  a  party  to  the  creation 
of  sub-tenants. 

The  Makqxtess  of  SALISBURY  re- 
marked, that  the  Government,  by  their 
arguments,  seemed  to  proceed  on  the 


assumption  that  the  interests  of  the 
landlord  were  of  the  very  smallest  im- 
portance, and  need  not  be  considered. 
When  those  leases  were  originally 
granted,  what  was  there  to  induce  the 
landlord  to  believe  that,  in  1881,  there 
would  arise  such  a  political  power  as 
would  force  the  Government  to  abandon 
all  principles  of  political  economy,  and 
set  aside  the  rights  of  property  which 
had  hitherto  been  held  good?  It  was 
impossible  that  he  could  have  foreseen 
such  a  contingency  and  taken  precan- 
tions  against  it.  Therefore,  the  superior 
landlora  was  dealt  with  in  a  peculiarly 
hard  manner  by  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  for  acts  which  haa  beenc  ommitted 
by  the  middlemen. 

Easl  GRANVILLE  said,  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbuiy) 
reproached  Her  Majesty's  (Government 
with  not  considering  the  interest  of  the 
landlords.  He  was  bound  to  say,  on 
behalf  of  his  Collea^es  in  ''  anoiher 
place,"  that  they  haa,  in  the  late  dis- 
cussions, tried  to  draw  a  just  balance 
between  the  landlords  and  the  tenants, 
and  had,  in  the  interests  of  the  land- 
lords, opposed  a  great  many  propositions 
which  were  made  against  them.  On 
the  other  hand,  he  (1^1  (Granville)  waa 
not  aware  that  the  noble  Marquess 
had  moved  a  single  Amendment  or  de- 
livered a  single  speech  in  favour  of  the 
tenants. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
he  thought  it  would  be  unwise  to  re- 
ject the  Commons'  proposal.  The  only 
argument  which  they  had  heard  from 
the  noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment  was,  that  when,  many  years 
ago,  the  leases  were  created,  the  landlord 
did  not  foresee  that  any  such  Bill  as  this 
would  be  introduced  into  Ireland.  Of 
course,  they  did  not ;  but  political  cir- 
cumstances which  until  that  evening,  he 
thought,  had  been  recognized  by  the 
majority  of  their  Lordships,  had  made 
it  seem  necessary  for  the  social  g^ood  of 
that  country  that  the  occupying  tenants 
should  have  the  advantages  intended  for 
them  by  this  Bill ;  and  what  their  Lord- 
ships were  really  asked  to  do  was  to 
take  a  large  number  of  tenants  holding 
under  middlemen  leases  entirely  out  of 
the  benefit  of  the  Act.  To  omit  a  large 
class  of  these  occupying  tenants  was  to 
exhibit  a  total  f orgetfulness  of  all  the 
objects  and  principles  of  the  Bill.    He 
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nnoerely  lioped  their  LoidBhips  would 
not  perseTere  with  this  Amendment. 

On  question  ?  retoksdin  the  negative. 

Oommons  Amendments  to  Lords 
Amendment,  in  page  14,  after  Clause  15, 
insert  Clause  (6),  and  which  Amend- 
ments were  as  follows : — In  line  2,  insert 
"in  common  with  other  persons;"  in 
lines  3  and  4,  leare  out  ''in  common 
with  other  persons;"  in  lines  5  and  6, 
leaye  out ''  which  right  is  in  this  section 
referred  to  as  a  common  right;"  and 
in  line  14,  insert  ''  express  or  implied  " 
'^-ttgreed  to. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  14,  line  1 3, 
leaye  out  from  (''the";  to  the  end  of 
the  clause,  and  insert — 

("  Portion  of  any  holding  bo  let  does  not  ex- 
oead  half  an  acre  in  each  case,  and  that  the 
total  number  of  each  lettings  of  portiona  of  a 
holding  does  not  exceed  one  for  every  twenty- 
fire  acres  of  tillage  land  contained  in  the  hold- 
ing"). 

imisted  <m. 


Lords' Amendment,  in  page  15,  leave 
out  sub-section  (3),  not  inmted  on. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  16,  line  9, 
leaveoutfrom("Provided"^  to("that"), 
in  line  14,  iitagreed  to  bv  the  Commons, 
and  section  restored  with  Amendments, 
as  follows : — 

**  ^ovided  that  at  the  expiration  of  such  exist- 
ing leases  the  leasees,  if  bona  fide  in  occupation  of 
their  holdings,  shall  be  deemed  to  be  tenants  of 
present  ordinary  tenancies  from  year  to  year,  at 
the  rents  and  subject  to  the  conditions  cf  thoir 
leasee  respectiyely,  so  far  as  such  conditions  are 
raplicable  to  tenancies  from  year  to  year ;  but 
tms  provision  shall  not  apply  where  a  rever- 
aiooary  lease  of  the  holding  has  been  bona  fide 
made  before  the  passing  of  this  Act ;  and  pro- 
vided also  that  where  it  shall  appear  to  the 
satisEaction  of  the  Court  that  the  landlord  de- 
nres  to  reeome  the  holding  for  the  bona  fide 
porpoee  of  occapying  the  same  as  a  residence 
for  himself,  or  as  a  home  farm  in  connexion  with 
his  reeidenoe,  or  for  the  purpose  of  providing  a 
rseidence  for  some  member  of  his  family,  the 
Court  may  authorise  him  to  resume  the  same 
aooordingiy,  in  the  manner  and  on  the  terms 
provided  by  the  fifth  section  of  this  Act  with 
remct  to  tne  resumption  of  a  holding  by  a  land- 
ktd :  Provided  always,  tiiat  if  the  holding  so 
resumed  shall  be  at  any  time  within  fifteen  years 
after  snch  resumption  relet  to  a  tenant,  the  same 
riisU  be  subject,  from  and  after  the  time  of  its 
bomg  so  relet,  to  all  the  provisions  of  this  Act 
w^dh  are  applicable  to  present  tenancies." 

Thk  Mabquess  op  LANSDOWNE, 
in  moving  to  insist  on  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ment, said,  he  would  remind  their  Lord- 
ddps  he  had  moved  it  when  the  Bill  was 
in  Committee,  and  he  saw  no   sound 
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reason  why  it  should  not  be  insisted 
upon.  If  a  landlord  wished  to  covenant 
in  his  lease  for  a  right  of  re-entry  at 
the  expiration  of  the  term,  he  should  be 
allowed  to  exercise  that  right,  and  deal 
with  the  tenancy  in  such  a  manner  as 
appeared  just  to  him  in  the  interests  of 
the  estate. 

Movedy  To  insist  upon  the  said  Amend- 
ment to  which  the  Oommons  have  dis- 
agreed.— {The  Marquess  of  Zansdowne.) 

Lord  OAELINGFOED  said,  he  wished 
to  remind  their  Lordships  of  the  changes 
which  the  Government  had  introduced 
into  the  provision  under  consideration. 
The  matter  had  been  very  carefully  con- 
sidered with  a  view  to  provide  against 
the  difficulty  of  hard  cases  that  mi^ht 
arise  as  against  the  landlords,  and  what 
they  had  done  was  this. — They  had, 
first  of  all,  attached  to  these  cases  the 
landlord's  right  of  resumption  for  rea- 
sons founded  on  the  good  of  the  holding 
or  estate,  or  for  public  purposes  as  de- 
fined in  the  Bill;  but  they  had  gone 
further  than  that,  because  they  now 
proposed  to  provide  that  the  landlord, 
at  the  termination  of  the  existing  lease, 
should  have  the  right,  under  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Court,  to  resume  the  farm, 
either  for  the  purpose  of  his  own  resi- 
dence, or  for  the  purpose  of  a  home  farm, 
or  for  the  use  of  any  member  of  his 
family.  They  believed  it  would  be  diffi- 
cult to  conceive  a  case  of  hardship  which 
would  not  bo  sufficiently  met  by  the 
clause  in  its  present  form.  He  thought, 
on  the  other  hand,  that  if  the  Amend- 
ment was  persisted  in,  a  great  injustice 
would  arise  under  certain  circumstances. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  should  vote  with  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  if  he  per- 
sisted in  his  Motion.  He  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury)  wished  to  point  out  that 
there  were  three  objects  which  a  lessor 
might  desire  in  reference  to  his  land 
when  a  lease  fell  in.  He  might  desire 
to  take  the  management  of  the  land  into 
his  own  hands  ;  he  might  desire  to  have 
it  for  building  purposes ;  or  he  mi^ht 
desire  to  re- arrange  and  re-let  it,  with  a 
view  to  its  being  cultivated  in  a  more 
remunerative  manner.  He  could  not 
allow  that  the  clause,  even  with  the  altera- 
tions that  had  been  introduced  into  it 
as  regarded  the  landlord's  power  of  re- 
sumption, satisfied  the  just  claims  of  the 
landlords.     It  was  said  that   the  teu- 
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ants  of  Ireland  were  in  a  oondition  of 
tiatv*,  and  not  in  one  of  oontract, 
and  by  that  etatement  the  Government 

i'uBtified  their  intorferonoa  in  the  re- 
ations  between  landlord  and  tenant. 
But  the  tenants  who  would  be  affected 
by  the  Amendment  had  deliberately 
taken  themselveB  out  of  the  condition  of 
tt^m  and  put  themaelves  into  that  of 
contract,  most  of  them  being  aa  compe- 
tent to  contract  as  the  Members  of  that 
House.  To  give  in  these  casea  special 
riehts  of  occupancy  to  persons  who  hod 
solemnly  engaged  to  restore  the  laud  to 
the  leaeor  at  the  end  of  their  leases 
would  be  very  unjnst.  Words  might 
poaaibly  be  introduced  into  the  Bill  by 
which  to  distiuBwah  between  landlords 
who  would  auner  harddiip  under  this 
otause  and  those  who  woula  not. 

The  Mahquebs  op  WATEEPORD 
thought  there  were  two  points  of  view 
from  which  this  clause  muat  be  looked 
at— one,  the  Impenal  point  of  view,  and 
the  other  the  Iriah.  As  regarded  the 
Imperial  point  of  view,  he  quite  agreed 
with  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury)  that  it  was  iniquitous  that 
contractB  entered  into  between  vartioa 
able  to  contract  should  be  allowea  to  be 
broken  up,  and  that  the  right  of  re-entry 
at  the  termination  of  a  lease  should  be 
done  away  with.  However,  from  an 
Irish  point  of  view,  the  great  difficulties 
and  injustioes  which  the  clause  presented 
would  be  got  over,  more  or  less,  by  the 
arrangement  now  propoaed  by  the  Go- 
vernment, because  a  landlord  would  not 
be  prevented  from  regaining  possession 
of  a  holding  at  the  end  of  a  lease,  if  he 
wished  to  do  so  for  his  own  ooonpation, 
and  would  only  be  prevented  from  doing 
so,  if  he  wished  to  let  the  holding  to  a 
tenant  with  a  view  of  making  him  a 
future  tenant  For  himself,  he  could 
not  see  Einy  great  difference  between  a 
present  and  a  future  tenant ;  and,  there- 
fore, he  hoped  that  the  noble  Marquesa 
(the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  would  not 
press  his  Amendment. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
that  if  the  Amendment  were  adopted 
their  Lordships  would  be  refusing  to 
lessees  out  of  ulster  luhts  analogous  to 
thoae  which  would  stilf  exist  in  the  Pro- 
vince. 

Habl  OAIRNS  said,  he  was  in  favour 
of  the  Lords'  Amendment  to  the  clause. 

The  Eabl  oi-  OOTJRTOWN  supported 
the  Qovemment. 

fU  Mmrfiun  of  StMthir^ 


Lords  Amendment,  in  page  IS,  leave 
out  lines  24  to  36  inclusive,  iUagrtid  to 
by  the  Commons,  not  iiuutod  oh. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Eakl  Oaiekb, 
the  following  Amendment  add»d  to  the 
end  of  sub- section  as  restored : — 

("Any  penoD  aggrieved  bj  the  deciiion  of 
the  CoQTt  in  any  proceeding!  nnder  Uda  nction 
may  appeal  to  Her  Majesty'i  Court  of  Apitnl 
in  Irelaad,  and  the  dedaion  of  mch  Oo«m  <tf 
Appeal  ihall  be  final  and  condusve.") 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  10,  line 
12,  leave  out  from  ("  who  ")  to  ("  pay") 
is  line  14,  dua^frttd  to  by  tlie  Oommons, 
not  imiittd  on. 

On  Commons  consequential  Amend- 
ment : — ^Idue  1 8,  at  the  end  of  sub-section 
(3)  insert — 

("The  oonditidn  aa  to  three-fonrthi  of  the 
nombci  of  telumta  may  be  relaxed  <ai  ■peeial 
grounds  with  the  consent  of  the  Linda  Com- 
miimonan  of  the  TrManiy,  but  h>  that  in  no 
cue  leaa  than  half  the  nnmber  of  tenants  i^jH 
be  able  and  willing  to  pnrchaae."J 

Ea£l  OAIBNS  said,  the  neoeM^  for 
the  consent  would  hamper  the  Couunie- 
sioners ;  but  he  looked  upon  this  part  of 
the  Bill  aa  illusory,  because  there  was 
another  clause  which  made  the  Treasury 
masters  of  the  subject.  They  knew  very 
well  that  the  Treasury  would  not  grant 
the  money.  The  provision  that  a  certain 
number  of  tenants  should  agree  to  pur- 
chase was  also  a  pure  delusion ;  because 
if  the  Oommissianers  went  and  aaked 
the  tenants  if  they  desired  to  buy,  they 
would  naturally  ask  the  price  they  would 
have  to  pay,  and  the  Commissioners 
would  not  be  able  to  tell  them. 

Loan  CABLINQFOHD  said,  the  noWe 
and  learned  Earl  (Earl  Cairns)  had  made 
a  new  discovery — namely,  thst  the  ad- 
ministrative words  in  uie  BtU  which 
were  intended  to  give  certain  powers  to 
the  Treasury  gave  it  the  power  to  dic- 
tate. Were  they  to  be  told  that  thia 
part  of  the  Bill  had  been  made  illusory 
and  fictitious  on  purpose  ?  Such  a  Eog- 
gestion  waa  one  that  ought  not  to  M 
made  in  that  House.  The  (Government 
intended  that  this  part  of  the  Bill  should 
be  as  operative  as  any  other  part  of  it. 
They  regarded  it  as  a  very  important 
matter,  and  great  care  had  been  t^en 
in  framing  the  clause.  It  was  not  to 
be  supposed  that  the  Qoventmeat  wonl4 
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■How  ttie  Treasniy  to  diotate  to  them 
the  poli^  they  were  to  pnnae. 

Tee  iLuausBs  of  BALTSBUBT  said, 
no  impatationa  were  made  as  to  the  in- 
tentioiifl  of  the  Government ;  but  what 
they  said  was  that  the  Treasury,  in  the 
exeraae  of  the  power  given  to  them, 
would  practically  defeat  the  object  of 
the  olaDse.  If  he  was  not  mistaken,  it 
was  the  Treasary  who  defeated  the 
Bright  Glaueee  in  the  last  Land  Act, 
for  thev  were  rendered  inoperative  by 
the  jeafousy  of  the  Board  of  Works  in 
Inland,  which  Board  was,  in  reality, 
under  tlie  control  of  the  Treasury.  The 
QoTemment  might  be  superior  to  the 
power  of  the  Treasury ;  but  he  doubted 
it  very  much,  and  he  should  watch  with 
neat  interest  how  they  worked  these 
uaosea.  They  might  not  desire  to  mi^e 
these  clauaes  illusory ;  bat  they  cer- 
tainly had  not  shown  mnoh  zeal  in  their 
efforts  to  make  them  effective.  It  was 
only  by  creating  a  large  number  of  ten- 
ant proprietors  in  Ireland  that  they 
could  create  that  conservative  feeliuK 
which  was  BO  greatly  wanting;  and 
anlesfl  Her  Hajeety'a  Government  could 
approach  the  subject  in  a  spirit  worthy 
(tt  its  importance,  he  feared  they  would 
never  advance  a  single  step  towards  the 
end  they  had  in  view — namely,  making 
the  Iiiui  people  attached  to  the  English 
Government. 

Eabl  BPENCEB  said.  Her  Majesty's 
Ooremment  attached  as  much  import- 
ance to  the  Purchase  Glauses  aa  the 
noble  Uarquees  opposite  (the  Uarquess 
of  Saliebury)  seemed  to  do,  and  they 
hod  shown  their  eameetness  by  what 
Uiey  had  done  on  this  subject.  He 
hoped  that  these  clauses  would  be  more 

rative  than  the  Bright  Glauses  of  the 
of  1870,  and  he  believed  that  that 
would  be  the  ease,  aa  the  purchases 
would  not  be  made  in  the  ordinary  way 
in  the  Encumbered  Estates  Court.  One 
of  the  reasons  why  tb  e  Bright  Glauses  of 
the  last  Act  failed  was  because  there  was 
nobody  properly  appointed  to  make  pur- 
ohasee  whioh  had  to  be  effected  through 
the  Landed  Estates  Courts.  Under  the 
Irish  Church  Act  no  such  dif&culty 
•rose,  and  he  should  be  very  much  sur- 
^sed  if  the  Treasury  succeeded  in  de- 
nattng  the  objects  the  Government  had 
inTiew. 
OonuQona'  oonseqnential  Amendment 
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Lords  Amendment,  in  Pi^  ^6,  leave 
out  Bub-section  (1)  and  (2;  of  Clause  31, 
ditagrwd  to  by  the  Commons. 

LoBD  EMXT  asked  how  the  Conrt 
could  possibly  satisfy  itself  aa  to  the  pros- 
pects of  the  purchasers,  and  moved  to 
omit  the  words  after  the  word  "  loss." 

Moved,  That  this  House  doth  not  insist 
on  the  Amendment  made  by  this  House 
in  page  25,  to  which  the  Commons  have 
disagreed,  but  propoae  in  line  16,  to 
leave  out  from  ("  loss")  to  the  end  of 
the  Bub-eection. — (7!^  Lord  Emty.) 

On  queation  ?  ratohtd  in  the  affirma- 
tive . 

Lords  Amendments,  in  page  31,  line  1, 
after  ("  may")  insert — 

(  "In  case  it  tliinka  Gt,  permit  any  party 
aggrieved  liy  the  decision  of  the  Land  ComnuB* 
Don  in  any  proceedings  to  appeal  in  respect  of 
any  matt^  arising  in  such  proceodingn  to  Her 
Majesty's  Court  of  App^  in  Ireland  and 
may;') 

and  in  line  7,   after  ("such")  insert 
("  matter  or"),  ditagretd  to  by  the  Com- 

Movtd,  That  this  House  doth  not  insist 
on  the  said  Amendments  made  by  this 
House  in  page  31,  to  which  the  Com- 
mons have  disagreed,  but  propose,  as  a 
consequential  Amendment,  in,  line  6, 
after  ("  Ireland,")  to  insert — 

("  The  Land  Commission  may  also,  in  case  it 
thinks  fit,  permit  anj  party  aggrieved  by  the 
decision  of  the  Land  CommissiQii  in  any  pro- 
ceedings to  appeal  in  respect  of  any  matter 
arising  in  such  proceedings  to  Her  Majesty's 
Court  of  Appeal  in  Ireland ;  provided  that  no 
appeal  from  the  Land  Commission  to  tho  Court 
of  Appeal  in  Ireland  shall  be  permitted  in  re- 
spect of  any  matter  arising  under  Part  V.  of 
Uiis  Act,  or  in  respect  of  any  decision  as  to  tha 
amount  of  fair  rent,  or  any  queation  of  value  or 
of  damages,  or  any  matter  left  in  the  discretion 
of  the  Land  Commission,")— (r**  Lord  CAan- 
celhr.) 

On  question  7  retohtd  in  the  affirma- 
tivt. 

Lords  Amendments,  in  page  37,  line 
31,  leave  out  from  ("Act")  to  ("and") 
in  line  34,  diaagreed  to  by  the  Commons, 
not  innittd  on. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  37,  leave 
out  lines  22  to  30,  ditagre&d  to  by  the 
Commons ;  and  which  sub-section,  hav- 
ing been  restored,  had  been  amended  aa 
foUowe : — 

"  Whenever  within  six  months  after  the 
passing  of  this  Act  any  action  or  other  proceed- 
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other  Honae  by  atUching  to  it  tha  nanw 
of  a  Hember  oJF  that  House. 

The  UABQnEaa  or  SAUSBITSy  ex- 
plftined  that  he  had  no  intentioii  of. 
aeouring  for  tbe  proooaal  either  a  good 
or  a  bad  Teception  by  mentioiiiiig  Uls 
name  of  Mr.  Fomell.  He  mentioned 
Mr.  Famell's  name  just  as  he  had  men- 
tioned Mr.  Blight's  name  in  conneotioa 
with  other  clauees,  as  a  convenient  way 
of  indicating  a  well-known  dause. 

Lord  CAIRLINQFOSD  said,  the  Go- 
vernment believed  the  daaae  rested  on 
a  reasonable  foundation,  espeoiaUy  nov 
that  the  term  during  whioh  the  Oourt 
might  delay  processes  bad  been  limited 
to  three  months.    It  was  merely  lut- 


ing ihall  hi  pwi^'ng  or  be  inatitatsd  Maliwt  a 
tenant  to  zactrrer  a  debt  or  dams^  before  or 
titter  an  application  to  fii  a  jndicial  rent,  and 
■IibII  be  pending  before  snch  application  is  dit- 
po»ed  of,  the  ccurt  'before  wUch  such  action 
or  proc«ediiig  is  pending,  if  s&tisfied  that  Bach 
jndicial  rent  will  ba  fixed  within  a  teafonable 
time,  not  exceeding  in  any  caie  three  montha, 
ahaJl  have  power,  npon  such  terms  and  oondi- 
tioDB  as  the  court  may  think  fit,  to  Etay  the 
Bale,  nnder  anj  writ  of  eiecntian,  or  any  pro* 
ocsi  in  aucb  action  or  proceeding,  of  the  md- 
ancy  in  respect  of  which  Bach  application  ii 
pending,  aQbl  the  terminatioa  of  the  proceed- 
ings to  fix  snch  judicial  rent,  or  the  eipiralioQ 
of  throe  montha,  whichever  ahaU  fint  hi^pen." 

Th«  Makquebb  01-  8ALI8BTTET,  in 
moving  that  their  Lordships  should  dis- 
agree with  the  Amendment  aa  amended, 
said,  it  was  the  last  Amendment  with 
which  their  Lordships  had  to  deal  when 
in  Committee  upon  the  Bill,  and  it  was 
the  Amendment  known  as  Mr.  Famell's, 
with  respeat  to  suspending  prooeedings 
until  after  the  fixing  of  a  judicial  rent, 
lliat  Amendment  had  been  somewhat 
modified  in  the  House  of  Oommons ;  but 
it  had  not  affected  the  objectionable 
character  of  the  clause  itself.  Under 
the  clause  six  months  were  aUowed,  and 
no  one  who  owed  money  and  who  claimed 
a  judicial  rent  could  be  proceeded  against 
within  that  period.  But  how  was  the 
Oourt  in  which  the  debt  was  sued  for  to 
know  where  the  tenant  might  be  ?  In 
the  first  place,  it  meant  that  all  creditors 
would  have  to  go  without  their  money 
for  nine  months,  which,  iu  many  cases, 
would  be  a  great  trial;  and  the  other 
result  would  be  that  for  the  first  ax 
months  the  Oourt  would  be  blocked  by 
those  who  asked  for  a  jndicial  rent 
simply  to  delay  payment  of  these  debta, 
and  that  whether  they  were  entitled  to 
a  reduction  or  not.  There  was  nothing 
in  the  clause  to  compensate  for  these 
monstrous  evils,  and  he  hoped  the  House 
would  disagree  with  the  Gammons' 
Amendment. 

Movtd,  "ThatthisHouaedothinsiBton 
the  said  Amendment  to  whioh  the  Com- 
mons have  disagreed." — (  Th»  Marqutu  of 
Saliihury.) 

LoBD  CARLINQFORD  said,  he  did 
not  think  the  merits  of  this  proposal 
ought  to  be  prejudiced  by  attaching  to 
it,  as  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquesa 
of  SalisbuTf)  had  done,  the  name  of  Mr. 
Pamell.     He  thought  it  was  a  mistake 


lourts  a  principle  which  their  Lord- 
ships had  already  accepted  with  re- 
ference to  proceedings  in  the  Inferior 
Courts.  The  provisian  whioh  the  Qo- 
vamment  wished  to  see  retained  in  the 
Bill  amounted,  as  fax  aa  the  landlord 
was  concerned,  to  nothing  more  than  a 
postponement.  There  was  no  question 
of  a  loss  of  rent.  Nay,  it  was  hwhly 
probable  that  the  Landlord  wonia  m 
more  likely  to  be  paid  the  arrears  duo 
to  him  if  the  provision  were  allowed  to 
stand  than  if  it  were  not. 

Eabl  CAIBNS  said,  that  the  provi- 
sion was  altogether  one-aided,  and  would 
work  much  injustice.  It  was  not  a  ques- 
tion of  the  landlord  only,  but  of  aU  the 
creditors,  and  having  to  wait  for  several 
months  might  be  bankruptcy  to  some. 
If  they  were  to  protect  uie  tenant 
against  his  creditors,  they  ought  to  pro- 
tect the  creditors  against  other  Buit<»s. 

LoBD  DENMAN  said,  if  the  fixing  of 
the  rent  were  delayed,  the  tenant  wouM 
be  unable  to  satisfy  any  of  his  creditois, 
and  a  decision  must  cost  money. 

On  question  ?  retohtd  in  the  afirmm- 
twt. 

Moved,  "That  a  Committee  b«  ap- 
pointed to  prepare  Reasons  to  be  offered 
to  the  Commons  for  the  Lords  disagreeing 
to  certain  of  their  Amendments,  and  in- 
sisting on  certain  of  the  Lords  Amend- 
ments."—(7X*  MarquMi  of  Salithitr!/.) 

£Ubl  GRANVILLE :  Her  Mi^ea^'a  . 
Ctovemment  agree  to  the  Motion  whuh 
has  been  made  by  the  noble  Marqneas 
(the  MarquesB  of  Salisbury),  and  iriu<A 

„  will  be  a  matter  of  course  iu  conseqnenoe 

to  give  colour  to,  and  prepare  a  bad  re-  '  of  the  proceedings  of  this  evening.  I 
oeption  to,  a  proposal  that  came  from  ^e  |  think  that  perhaps  your  Lordahips  wonlf 


1705      Cuiiomi  pepmrimeni^     f  AuaTTsr  12,  1881)       Offieers  at  Outports.      1706 


oonsidor  it  presamptuous  on  my  part — 
and  I  do  not  know  whether  I  should  be 
doing  any  good — if  I  were  to  insist  much 
on  my  own  great  regret,  not  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  GhTomment,  but  as  an  indi- 
yidual  Member  of  this  House,  at  the 
constant  and  continuous  manner  in  which 
your  £x)rdships  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House  hare  shown  tnis  erening  how 
Httle  you  have  been  influenced  on  this 
great  and  important  question  by  the  de- 
clarations of  the  opinions  of  the  immense 
majority  of  the  Kepresentatives  of  the 
constituencies  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
But  I  may  be  allowed  to  say,  and  this  is 
more  agreeable  to  me,  that  I  have  de- 
riyed  considerable  satisfaction  from  the 
fact  with  regard  to  several  of  my  noble 
Friends  behind  me — Peers  who  have 
been  strongly  opposed  to  this  measure, 
which  has  caused  considerable  difficulty 
to  the  (Government  in  promoting  it,  and 
who  have  expressed  their  views  with 
great  ability — that  at  this  stage  of  the 
Bill  their  conduct  has  been  in  marked 
contrast  to  that  of  the  noble  Marquess 
and  of  noble  Lords  opposite.  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  their  conduct  has 
been  more  logical,  more  consistent  with 
the  course  which  your  Lordships  began 
by  taking — more  consistent,  in  fact,  with 
the  reasons  which  the  noble  Marquess 
himself  adduced  in  support  of  the  con- 
tention that  your  Lordships  should  give 
a  second  reading  to  this  Bill,  and,  I  may 
add,  more  Conservative  in  the  true  sense 
of  the  word. 

The  Maequess  of  SALISBTJRT  :  My 
Lords,  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  consis- 
tent with  the  ordinary  practice  of  your 
Lordships'  House  that,  when  you  have 
come  to  resolutions  on  important  mat- 
ters, which  have  been  fully  debated,  and 
when  the  determination  of  your  Lord- 
ahipe  has  been  arrived  at  and  recorded, 
you  should  be  subjected  to  something 
which,  for  want  of  a  better  name,  I  can- 
not but  call  a  scolding  from  the  noble 
Earl  who  leads  this  Assembly.  My 
Lords,  I  believe  that  in  the  course  you 
have  taken  this  evening  you  have  acted 
in  strict  consistency  with  the  principles 
which  you  have  avowed  from  the  be- 
ginning. You  have  not  interfered  with 
me  main  principle  of  the  Bill.  You 
have  merely  sought  to  protect  indivi- 
duals and  individual  interests  £rom 
hardship  and  oppression  which  were 
tiireatoEied  amnst  them  by  the  action 
cf  •  the  BilL     xou  have  sought,  in  more 


than  one  instance,  to  make  the  Bill  more 
exactly  conformable  to  the  arguments 
by  which  it  has  been  recommended  to 
you  from  the  Treasury  Bench,  and  to 
the  declarations  by  which  it  was  intro- 
duced. Above  all — and  this  has  been 
the  scope  of  nearly  all  the  Amendments 
on  which  your  Lordships  have  iusisted 
— you  have  sought  to  keep  the  Bill  in 
the  same  shape  in  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  on  their  own  responsibility, 
introduced  it  to  the  House  of  Commons 
as  a  Bill  to  which  they  had  then  given 
the  fullest  attention,  and  which  they  be- 
lieved to  be  adapted  to  meet  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case.  My  Lords,  your 
objections,  made,  as  I  think,  not  in  any 
spirit  of  antagonism  to  the  Bill,  have 
not  been  met  by  a  corresponding  spirit 
indicating  a  desire  either  to  respect  your 
Lordships'  opinions,  or  to  promote  an 
amicable  and  conciliatory  settlement  of 
the  question.  But  such  as  the  conduct 
of  the  Government  has  been  in  respect 
to  this  Bill,  and  such  as  the  conduct  of 
vour  Lordships  has  been,  the  conduct 
both  of  the  Gt)vemment  and  of  your 
Lordships  must  be  submitted  to  the 
judgment  of  the  country,  which  is 
superior  to  both,  and  the  country  will  re- 
cognize in  your  action  a  desire  to  protect 
individual  right  and  time-honoured  legal 
and  Constitutional  principles  against  vio- 
lent innovation  and  temporary  passion, 
which  has  been  the  principal  function 
from  the  first  of  your  Lordships'  Cham- 
ber, and  which  1  trust  to  the  end  you 
will  boldly  and  manfully  fulfil. 

On  question  ?  rtsohed  in  the  affirma" 
tive. 

The  Committee  to  meet  forthwith. 

CUSTOMS  DEPARTMENT— OFFICERS  AT 
OUTPORTS.— QUESTIOX. 

The  Earl  of  MOUNT  EDGCUMBE 
asked.  Whether  a  memorial  signed  by 
100  collectors  of  customs  at  the  out- 
ports, and  forwarded  to  the  Lords  of  the 
Treasury  on  the  20th  of  November  last, 
has  yet  been  taken  into  consideration ; 
and,  if  so,  when  the  memorialists  will 
probably  be  made  acquainted  with  their 
Lordships'  decision? 

Lord  THURLO W,  in  reply,  said,  that 
the  Treasury  had  so  recently  as  1879 
settled,  in  connection  with  the  Board  of 
Customs,  a  scheme  for  the  clerical  ser- 
vice of  the  ports.  The  Board  of  Cus* 
toms  did  not,  however,  consider  it  neces- 
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sary,  as  a  part  of  that  reyision,  to  sub- 
mit to  the  Treasury  any  change  in  the 
salary  and  position  of  the  collectors. 
Their  present  appeal  to  the  Treasury 
was  founded  upon  the  alteration  made 
in  their  relative  positions.  The  cost  of 
the  clerical  service  at  the  ports  had  al- 
ready been  most  seriously  increased — ^by 
not  less  than  £1,000  a-year.  The  Trea- 
sury would  certainly  consider,  before 
they  presented  another  Estimate  to  Par- 
liament, whether  any  change  ought  to 
be  made  in  the  salaries  or  otherwise  of 
the  collectors ;  but  it  must  be  well  un- 
derstood that  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury 
would  be  glided  in  their  decision  by  no 
consideration  whatever  except  the  effi- 
ciency and  discipline  of  the  service — 
apart  from  which  they  could  five  no 
weight  to  comparisons  between  what  was 
at  one  time  and  what  was  now  the  re- 
muneration of  different  classes.  He 
feared  it  was  not  in  his  power  to  give 
the  noble  Earl  any  farther  information 
on  this  subject ;  but  he  trusted  he  would 
gather  from  his  reply  that  the  Memorial 
to  which  he  had  referred  had  certainly 
not  escaped  the  serious  attention  of  the 
Department  to  which  it  was  addressed. 

House  adjourned  during  pleasure  at 
12.15  a.m. 

House  resumed  at  12.55  a.m. 

The  Lord  Monson — Chosen  Speaker 
in  the  absence  of  The  Lobd  Ohanoellob 
and  The  Lord  Commissionbb. 

LAND   LAW  (IRELAND)   BILL. 

Report  from  the  Committee  of  the  reasons  to 
be  offered  to  the  Commons  for  the  Lords  disa- 
greeing to  certain  of  their  amendments,  and  in- 
sisting upon  certain  of  the  Lords  amendments 
to  which  the  Commons  have  disagreed ;  read, 
and  offreed  to  ;  and  a  message  sent  to  the  Com- 
mons to  return  the  said  Bill  with  amendments 
and  reasons. 

BEASONS  OF  THE  LORDS  FOB  DISAGBEEINQ 
TO  CEBTAIN  OF  THE  COMMONS'  AMEND- 
MENTS AND  FOB  INSISTING  UPON  CEB- 
TAIN OF  THE  AMENDMENTS  TO  WHICH 
THE  COMMONS  HAVE   DISAGBEED. 

The  Lords  disagree  to  the  Amendment  made 
by  the  Commons  to  the  Lords'  Amendment  in 
page  2,  line  5,  which  inserts  (**  and  substantially 
maintained  ")  for  the  following  Reason : — 

Because  the  words  **  substantially  main- 
tained" might  be  construed  to  exclude 
cases  to  which  it  is  apparently  tiie  desire 
of  both  Houses  that  the  Clause  should 
apply ; 
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but  the  Lords  propose  to  insert  in  lien  thereof 
the  words  (**  or  acquired  and  have  in  the  main 
been  upheld  *')  and'in  the  next  line  to  leave  out 
the  first  ("  and  *')  and  insert  "  or." 

The  Lords  insist  on  their  Amendment  in 
page  6,  lines  3  and  4,  to  which  the  Commons 
haye  disagreed,  for  the  following  Reason : — 
Because  it  is  essential  that  mere  should  be 
no  doubt  that,  during  the  continuance  of 
a  statutory  term,  mines  and  minerals, 
coals,  and    coal-pits  are  the  exclusive 
property  of  the  landlord,  and  that  the 
tenant  should  have  express  notice  thereof ; 
but  the  Lords  propose  to  leave  out  from  (*'  coal- 
pits") in  line  3  of  the  said  Amendment  to 
("  shall ")  in  Hne  8. 

The  Lords  insist  on  their  Amendment  in 
page  6,  line  8,  to  which  the  Commons  have  dis- 
agreed, for  the  following  Reason : — 

Because  there  is  apparently  no  ground  for 
giving  any  preference  to  the  landlord 
who  is  desirous  of  increasing  his  rent. 

The  Lords  insist  on  their  Amendment  in 
page  6,  line  37,  to  which  the  Commons  have 
disagreed,  for  the  following  Reason : — 

jBecause  their  Lordships  consider  it  neces- 
sary to  impose  a  closer  limit  upon  sums 
to  be  given  as  compensation  for  disturb- 
ance. 

The  Lords  insist  on  their  Amendment  in 
page  8,  line  20,  to  which  the  Commons  have 
disagreed,  for  the  following  Reason : — 

Because  the  words  are  wholly  unnecessary 
for  the  purposes  of  the  clause ;  are  likely 
to  raise  uiuounded  expectations  in  the 
minds  of  some  classes  in  Ireland;  and 
may  give  rise  to  misapprehension  on  the 
part  of  the  Court. 
The  Lords  insist  on  their  Amendment  in 
page  8,  line  23,  to  which  the  Commons  have  dis- 
agreed, for  the  following  Reason : — 

Because  it  is  expedient  that  the   tenant 
should  be  made  aware  by  an  express 
declaration  that  in  the  case  of  his  causing 
or  suffering  his  holding  to  become  de- 
teriorated, contrary  to  the  express  or 
implied  conditions  constituting  his  con- 
tract of  tenancy,  the  Court  may  refuse 
an  application  to  fix  a  fair  rent  uncon- 
ditionally or  conditionally ; 
but  propose  to  omit  from  their  Amendment  the 
words  (**  or  his  predecessors  in  title  "}  and  the 
words  ("  or  have  "). 

The  Lords  insist  on  their  Amendment  in 
page  8,  line  35,  to  which  the  Commons  have 
oisagreed,  for  the  following  Reason : — 

Because  it  is  very  desirable  that  the  power 

of  resumption  should  be  subject  to  as 

little  resixiction  as  is  consistent  with  the 

interests  and  claims  of  the  occupiers ; 

and  propose  as  a  consec^uential  Amendment  to 

leave  out  from  {**  conditions  ")  in  Hne  34  to  the 

end  of  line  35. 

The  Lords  disagree  to  the  Amendment  made 
by  the  Commons  to  the  Lords'  Amendment  in 
page  9,  line  16,  which  inserts  Q*  and  substan- 
'*  tially  maintained  ")  for  the  Ueason  assigned 
for  disagreeing  to  the  Amendment  in  page  2, 
line  5. 

The  Lords  insist  on  their  Amendment  in 
page  11,  line  12,  for  the  Reason  given  lor  in* 
■irtmg  on  the  Amendment  in  page  8,  line  20. 
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bring  in,  at  the  commenoement  of  next 
Session,  a  short  Bill  to  place  the  owners 
of  small  tenements  in  the  same  position 
as  regards  Highway  Kates  as  they  now 
are  as  regards  Poor  Hates,  instead  of 
waiting  for  a  larger  measure  which 
might  give  rise  to  long  debates  ? 

Mr.  DODSON:  Sir,  on  July  19  I 
stated  that  I  hoped  to  deal  with  the 
making  and  collection  of  rates  next  year. 
Should  this  be  found  impracticable,  I 
shall  not  be  indisposed  to  consider  the 
propriety  of  bringing  in  a  Bill  to  place 
the  owners  of  small  tenements  in  the 
same  position  in  relation  to  highway 
rates  as  they  stand  in  regard  to  poor 
rates. 


The  Lords  insiBt  on  their  Amendment  in 
ftge  16,  line  9,  to  which  the  Commons  have 
diflaneed,  for  the  following  Reason : — 

because  it  is  unjust  that  those  who  have 
covenanted  to  give  back  possession  of 
land  to  a  lessor  on  termination  of  a  lease 
should  be  relieved  by  Parliament  from 
the  obligation  of  doing  so  without  any 
compensation   being   prorided   for  the 
lessor. 
The  Lords  insist  on  their  Amendment  in 
page  39,  lines  22  to  30,  to  which  tiie  Commons 
have  disagreed,  for  the  following  Heason : — 
Because  it  is  inexpedient  and  unjust  to 
creditors  to  post^ne  the  time  for  the 
recovery  of    their  just  debts  without 
relieving  them  from  uie  public  or  private 
obligations  to  which  they  are  themselves 
liame. 
With  the  preceding  exceptions  the  Lords  do 
not  insist  on  their  Amendments  to  which  the 
Commons   have   disagreed  and   agree   to  the 
Amendments  made  by  the  Commons  to  the 
Loids'  Amendments  and  to  the  Commons'  con- 
sequential Amendment  to  the  Bill. 

House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock  a.h., 

to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Five  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  \2th  August,  1881. 


mNUTES.]  —  Public     Bills  —  Retolutim 

•  [August  11]  reported — Solent  Navigation 
[Expenses]*. 

.Ordered^First  Ssadinff—ToVien  Fishing  (Ire- 
land)* [248]. 

JFirst  BMding — ^Discharge  of  Contumacious  Pri- 
soners •  [260J. 

Committer — Report-— "Eat^  Indian  Bailway  (Re- 
donption  of  Annuities)  *  [244]  ;  Consolidated 
Fund  (No.  4)  •. 

Committee  —  Report  —  Third  Reading  —  Podlars 
(Certificates)  [234],  and  paeted. 

Third  JSMMftfi^  —  National  Debt  [243],  and 
peiued. 

QUESTIONS. 


HIGHWAY  RATES— ASSESSMENT  AND 
POWER  OF  COMPOUNDING. 

Mb.  HIOKS  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Gbyemment  Board,  Whether, 
having  in  yiew  the  loss  and  inconve- 
nienoe  caused  to  Surveyors  of  Koads  by 
the  repeal  of  the  13th  and  14th  Yic.  c. 
99,  by  which  owners  of  small  tenements 
have  been  liable  for  payment  of  High- 
way Bates,  he  will  not  reconsider  his 
deoiaoiii  announced  on  19th  July,  and 


POOR    LAW   (IRELAND)  — REMUNERA- 
TION OF  POOR  RATE  COLLECTORS. 

Mr.  BIGGAK  asked  the  Chief  Secre* 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland, 
Is  he  aware  that  the  Poor  Kate  collec- 
tors get  ninepence  in  the  pound  commis- 
sion, while  efficient  collectors  could  be 
had  for  fourpence  in  the  pound ;  is  the 
clerk  to  the  union  justified  in  refusing 
to  inform  a  guardian  when  asked  by 
him  at  the  sitting  of  the  Board  at  what 
time  the  poundage  was  raised  to  its 
present  rate;  and,  is  it  beyond  the 
power  of  a  majority  of  a  Poor  Law 
Board  to  supersede  a  Poor  Hate  collec- 
tor, or  to  lower  the  scale  of  payment  if 
the  guardians  consider  it  too  high  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
the  Local  Government  Board  did  not 
know  of  any  case  in  which  the  Guardians 
paid  9(f.  in  the  pound  commission.  If 
the  hon.  Member  would  supply  him  with 
the  facts,  he  would  make  an  inquiry. 
The  last  part  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
Question  he  must  answer  in  the  affirma- 
tive. 

ARMY   (INDIA)— ROMAN  CATHOLIC 
CHAPLAINS. 

Mr.  a.  MOOEE  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  position  of 
Eoman  Catholic  chaplains  serving  the 
troops  in  India ;  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that,  in  addition  to  their  being  paid  on 
a  scale  very  much  lower  than  that  of 
their  Protestant  and  Presbyteijian  col- 
leagues, they  are  also  declared  disen- 
titled to  any  leave,  whether  sick  leave 
or  privilege  leave,  or  furlough  whatso- 
ever; whether  this  regulation  is  so 
strictly  enforced   that,    when   ordered 
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from  one  station  to  another,  all  allow- 
ances cease  from  the  moment  of  depar- 
ture from  the  one  to  arrival  at  the  other; 
whether  there  is  any  parallel  for  such 
treatment  amongst  any  of  the  oivili  mili- 
tary, or  uncovenanted  servants  of  Go- 
vernment in  India;  whether  it  is  also 
the  case  that  no  provision  is  made  for 
pension  or  retiring  allowance,  no  matter 
'  what  the  length  of  service  may  be ;  and, 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  remedy 
these  grievances  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
Sir,  the  arrangements  for  the  perform- 
ance of  all  religious  services  for  the 
Boman  Catholic  soldiery  in  India  are 
made  by  the  Archbishop  or  other  Pro* 
vincial  head  of  that  Church.  All  the 
personal  details  are  managed  by  him, 
and  it  is  he  who  deputes  the  several 
priests  for  the  duties.  For  this  superin- 
tendence and  for  the  maintenance  of  re- 
nsters  of  marriages,  burials,  &o.,  in 
Koman  Catholic  <mapels,  he  receives  a 
monthly  allowanee  from  the  State,  and 
this  allowance  has  been  increased  within 
the  last  three  or  four  years.  The  exe- 
cutive duties  are  paid  for  according  to 
the  number  of  Boman  Catholic  soldiers 
and  Government  servants  in  the  garri- 
son. The  priests  employed  on  these 
duties  are  not  appointea  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  they  are  liable  to  be  removed 
or  exchanged  by  their  Bishop  without 
any  formal  reference  to  the  Govern- 
ment. They  are  thus  on  a  totally  difiPe- 
rent  footing  from  Church  of  England  or 
Presbyterian  chaplains,  inasmuch  as  they 
belong  to  no  establishment,  and  are  not 
Government  servants,  either  covenanted 
or  uncovenanted.  No  comparison  can, 
therefore,  bo  sustiiined.  The  services  of 
the  Boman  Catholic  priests  being  neither 
personally  continuous  nor  at  the  perma- 
nent disposal  of  the  State,  neither  leave 
rules  nor  pension  rules  would  be  appli- 
cable to  them.  The  non-application  of 
such  rules  cannot,  under  these  circum- 
stances, be  rightly  considered  a  griev- 
ance, neither  can  it  be  a  grievance  that, 
as  individuals,  they  receive  remunera- 
tion on  a  lower  scale  than  those  who 
are  bound  by  strict  conditions  to  the  ser- 
vice of  Government  in  India. 

CHINA— THE  OPIUM  TRADE. 

M&.  A.  PEASE  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  Her  Ma- 
jes^'s   Government   have   infoxmotion 

Mr.  A.  Mo9r$ 


confirming  the  statement  of  the  ^'London 
and  China  Telegraph"  of  the  8ih  in- 
stant, that  the  Chinese  Gk>Temment  have 
decided  to  increase  the  tax  on  foreign 
opium,  and  to  levy  a  tax  on  native 
opium;  and,  whetiier  Her  Majesty's 
Government  consider  that  the  Ohineae 
Gbvemment  is  free  to  levy  what  duties  it 
pleases  upon  opium,  imported  and  native? 
Sia  CHAKLE8  W.  DILBIE  :  Sir, 
Her  Majesty's  GK)vemment  have  t»- 
oeived  information  that  an  inoreaee  of 
inland  tax  on  opium  is  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Chinese  Government; 
but  not  that  such  increase  haa  been  de- 
cided upon.  They  have  no  information 
as  to  a  tax  on  Native  opium.  The 
Chinese  Government  are  me  to  levy 
what  duties  they  please  on  Native  opium. 
Foreign  opium,  after  it  has  left  the  imr 
porter's  hands  and  is  earned  inland  br 
the  Chinese  purchaser,  is  liable  to  such 
a  taxation  as  the  Chinese  Government 
may  think  fit  to  impose  upon  it. 

POST  OFFICE— TELEPHONE  POSTS 
AND  WIRES. 

Mb«  W.  H.  smith  asked  Mr.  Attor- 
ney General,  Whether  posts  and  wires 
erected  for  the  purpose  of  conveying 
telephonic  messages  under  the  licence  of 
the  Postmaster  General  are  under  his 
charge;  and,  whether  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  local  authorities  to  see  that  no  nui- 
sance isj  created  by  the  erection  of  such 
posts  and  wires,  and  that  Ihey  are  pro- 
perly maintained  ?  

The  ATTORNET  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  :  Sir,  the  licence  men- 
tioned in  the  Question  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  granted  by  the  Postmaster 
General  to  the  Telephone  Companies  for 
the  piupose  only  of  enabling  them  to 
convey  messages  for  payment,  without 
infringing  the  exclusive  right  of  the 
Postmaster  General  to  trsmsmit  such 
messages.  No  doubt  there  is  power  in 
the  Postmaster  General  to  permit  by 
agreement  the  Telephone  Companies  to 
use  the  telegraphic  posts  and  wires 
vested  in  him  ;  but  at  present,  I  believe, 
no  such  agreement  has  been  entered  into 
— certainly  none  in  the  Metropolis.  The 
result  is  that  the  Telephone  Uompanies, 
not  having  any  protection  by  statutSi 
are  subject  to  the  Common  Law  liabUity, 
which  would  prevent  their  erecting  or 
maintaining  any  posts  or  wires  so  as  to 
constitute  a  nuisanoe  on  or  oiver  aoy 
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Ushwa;,  utd  th«  dat^  of  proteoticff 
jniolic  interest  vould  iall  on  the  local 
knthori^.  If  the  Pofltmaoter  Oeneral 
■hoold  hereBfter  pennit  the  Telepht 
OnDpttniea  to  tue  &aj  poets  or  wires 
vested  in  him,  he  will,  of  oonrae,  take 
cue  th&t  th^  Are  properly  maintained, 
n  as  not  to  inoonTenienoe  the  public. 

LAITDLOKD  AND  TENANT  (IBELAND)- 

ItETUHN  OF  AOHICULTDRAL 

HOLSINOa 

lb.  ANDEBSON  (for  Ur.  Sxblt) 
•liked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
lientenaiitof  Ireland,  If  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  statement  in  a  Papi 
presented  by  command  of  Her  Majesty 
to  Parliament,  entitled  "The  Agrioul- 
tuial  Statistice  of  Ireland  for  the  year 
1S80,"  that  the  number  of  holdings  is 
&74,222,  and  by  another  Paper  presented 
by  command  of  Her  M^esty  to  Parlia- 
ment, entitled  "  Betam  of  Agricultural 
Holi^ngsinlrelandcompiled  by  the  Local 
Qoremment  Board  in  Ireland  irom  Se- 
taraa  Aimisfaedbythe  Clerks  of  the  Poor 
Iaw  Unions  in  Ireland  in  January  1881," 
the  total  number  of  agricultural  holdings 
u  stated  to  be  660,185  ;  and,  if  he  can 
90  any  explanation  of  the 
e  between  these  two  fieturns  7 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  oommunioated  with  the  K^strEir 
Qeseral  with  respect  to  the  difference 
between  the  two  Betums  referred  to, 
but  had  not  yet  leoeived  the  required 
information.  Perhaps  the  Question 
would  be  repeated  on  a  future  day. 

CENTRAL  ABU— RUSSIAN  ADVANCES. 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that  Persia 
oUime  a  considerable  portion  of  the 
territory  recently  annexed  by  Bussia  in 
Central  Asia;  whether  any  remonstrances 
on  the  subject  have  been  addressed  by 
Persia  to  Her  Majesty's  Government ; 
and,  whether  it  is  true  that  Bussia  has 
refused  to  allow  any  representative  of 
this  Country  to  be  present  at  the  ap- 
tvoaohins  delimitation  of  the  new  Busso- 
Peraian  frontier. 

Bib  CHABLES  W.  DILEE  :  Sir,  in 
answer  to  the  first  clause  of  the  Question, 
I  haTO  to  say  that  we  are  not  aware  that 
that  ia  eo.  No  remonstrance  on  the  sub- 
jeot  has  been  addressed  by  that  Power 
to  Bar  Ifiyea^a  Government ;  and  no 


proposal  has  been  made  to  Bussia,  or 
refused  by  her,  for  the  presence  of  a 
British  Bepresentative  at  the  delimitation 
of  the  new  Frontier. 

FOREIGN  LBGlaLATlVE  ASSEMBLIES 
{OATHS  AND  PROCEDURE.) 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  would  instruct  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Bepresentatives  abroad  to  report 
upon  the  political  oaths  or  affirmations 
exacted  from  the  Members  of  Foreign 
Legislative  Assemblies,  and  upon  the 
mechanical  modes  by  which  votes  are 
taken  in  Foreign  Legislative  Assemblies ; 
and,  whether  he  would  lay  these  Be- 
ports,  when  obtained,  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  ? 

Sia  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir, 
there  will  be  no  objection  to  calling  for 
the  Reports  which  my  hon.  Friend  re> 
quires. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  —  THE  EVIDENCE 
FURTHER  AMENDMENT  ACT,  1869— 
REFUSAL  OF  MAGISTRATES  AT  BIR- 
MINGHAM TO  ALLOW  A  WITNESS 
TO  AFFIRM. 

Mu.  LABOUCHEBE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
a  report  in  the  "  Birmingham  Gazette  " 
of  the  6th  instant,  of  the  oonduot  of  Mr. 
W.  M.  Ellis  and  Mr.  John  Lowe,  in  re- 
f\ising,  when  sitting  as  magistrates  at  tho 
Birmingham  Police  Office,  to  allow  a 
witness  to  give  evidence  because  he 
asked  to  be  ^owed  to  affirm ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  contemplates  taking  any  notice 
of  this  oonduot  on  the  part  of  the  afore- 
said magistrates  ? 

8m  WILLIAM  HABCOUET,  in  re- 
ply, said,  he  observed  that  an  almost 
similar  Question  was  asked  bim  by  the 
Colleague  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh)  on  the  ITth  of  August  last  year. 
He  must  repeat  the  answer  he  then  gave. 
This  Question  and  many  others  put  to 
him  were  founded  upon  an  entirely  er- 
roneous view  of  the  office  and  functions 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department.  Some  people,  and  he  was 
surprised  to  find  among  them  some  hon. 
Members,  had  a  notion  that  he  had  gat 
a  general  power  to  direct  magistrates 
and  Judges  as  to  how  they  ought  to  con- 
duct judicial  investigations.  The  Home 
Secretary  had   no  such  power.     Tha 
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fandnmental  prindple  of  the  Oonstitntion 
of  this  couDtiy  was  the  iodependence  of 
judicial  officers,  and  ttie  abaence  of  any 
control  of  the  Eieoutive  Government 
over  the  actions  of  the  Judicature  ;  and 
yet  he  waa  constantly  asked  if  he  had 
seen  what  auch  and  such  a  jastice  had 
done,  and  if  he  would  undertake  to  set 
the  decision  aside.  If  he  undertook  any 
■ucb  function  he  would  do  that  which  he 
was  forbidden  to  do  by  the  Constitution. 
The  only  office  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
was  to  advise  the  Grown  as  to  the  exer- 
cise of  the  preroKative  of  mercy.  He 
had  made  these  oDserrations  generally, 
beoauae  he  was  constantly  being  plied 
with  Questions  of  this  kind.  In  refer- 
ence to  this  particular  Question,  he  had 
to  say  that  if  any  magistrate  or  Inferior 
Court  admitted  evidence  which  ought  not 
to  be  admitted,  or  refused  to  receive  evi- 
dence which  ought  to  be  admitted,  that 
was  a  matter  that  could  be  corrected,  and 
only  corrected,  by  a  Superior  Court  of 
Law,  upon  the  interpretation  of  the 
statute. 

Ma.  lABOUCHERE  asked  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  whether  it 
was  not  the  case  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
oould  dismiss  an;  magistrate,  and  who 
was  responsible  in  that  House  for  the 
action  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  ? 

8m  WILLIAM  HABCOTJET  said, 
the  Lord  Chancellor  could  dismiss  a 
magistrate  for  proved  misconduct,  for 
conduct  of  a  corrupt  or  dishonest  charac- 
ter ;  but  he  could  not  do  so  for  an  erroi 
in  the  interpretation  of  the  law.  As  to 
who  was  responsible  for  the  action  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  that  was  a  Question 
which  he  was  not  prepared  to  answer 
off-hand. 

Ma.  LABOUCHEEE  asked  whether 
ignorance,  when  it  amounted  to  the 
tent  shown  in  his  Question,  was  not  a 
reason  of  itself  for  removing  a  magis- 
trate from  the  commission  of  the  peace  '\ 

[No  answer  was  returned.] 

EXPLOSIVES  ACT— REGULATION  AS  TO 
MINERS  MAKING  CARTRIDGES  IK 
THEIR  HOMES. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If,  considering  that  there  is  a  strong 
feeling  of  antagonism  in  many  of  the 
mining  districts  against  the  regulation 
under  the  Explosives  Act  prohibiting  the 
miners  from  making  cartridges  in  their 
dwellings,  or  contiguous  Siereto,  for 
Sir  WilUcm  Sareourt 
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1  their  employment,  be  will 
direct  the  inspectors  of  the  various 
mining  districts  to  report  as  to  whether 
the  regulation  has  led  to  a  preventaon 
of  the  destruction  of  life  and  limb  in 
their  respective  districts  ? 

8iH  WILLIAM  HAECOTJET,  in  re- 
ly, said,  he  had  received  a  Beport  from 
f  ajor  Ford,  Inspector  of  Explosives,  on 
the  subject  of  tMs  Question,  from  which 
it  seemed  that  the  regulation  referred  to 
was  verv  necessary,  and  that  serious  ac- 
'denta  had  arisen  in  consequence  of  a 
eglect  of  it.  He  would  be  happy  tD 
show  the  Beport  to  the  hon.  Member. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND—"  BOTCOTnNO." 
LoKo  ABTHTTB  HILL  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieutKiant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 
there  are  hundreds  of  acres  of  meadow 
land,  which  are  so  called  "  Boycotted," 
that  no  one  dare  work  on  these  meadows, 
no  matter  what  rate  of  wages  are  o£Feredj 
and,  whether  the  Government  intend  to 
take  any  measures  to  prevent  anoh  wan- 
ton waste  of  ^operty  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB,  in  reply,  said, 
he  was  aware  that  there  was  what  was 
called  "a  strike"  among  the  agricul- 
tural labourers  in  certain  ports  of  Ire- 
land, and  the  Government  had  directed 
their  close  attention  to  the  matter  with 
the  view  of  preventing  any  broach  of  tJid 
peace.  He  must,  however,  ask  &e 
noble  Lord  not  to  put  general  Questions 
on  the  subject,  but  to  point  to  some  par- 
ticular case,  when  he  should  be  happy 
to  give  him  a  precise  answer. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION— EETIRING 
OFFICERS. 

era  WALTEB  B.  BAETTELOT  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther Colonels  who  held  thai  rank  befme 
October  1877  will  receive  on  retirwnent 
the  fair  actuarial  value  of  their  pros- 
pective succession  to  an  Honoraiy  Colo- 
nelcy of  a  regiment ;  whether  it  is  the 
case  that  it  has  been  conceded  that 
Lieutenant  Generals  and  Mi^or  Genettdl 
retired  for  non- employment  under  the 
maximum  age,  for  remaining  on  the 
active  list  in  their  respective  ranks,  and 
whose  retired  pay  is  reduced  by  £10 
a-year  for  every  year  under  the  maxi- 
mum, will  be  permitted  to  receive  the 
full  rate  of  retired  pay  when  they  reaoh 
the  maximum  age ;  and,  whether  then 
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will  be  any  objection  to  Gtener&l  Officers 
retired  as  bucel  under  the  Warrant  of 
1877  on  account  of  their  having  reached 
the  a^  of  seveniy  being  allowed  the 
actuarial  yalue,  in  the  form  of  an  an- 
nniiy,  of  their  present  unattached  pay 
and  prospectiYe  pay  as  Honorary  Colonels 
of  a  resiment  ? 

Mb.  GHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
first  Question,  I  have  to  say  that  the 
officers  referred  to  will  receive  the  fair 
actuarial  value  of  their  former  prospect 
to  succeed  to  the  unattached  pay  of  a 
general  officer,  and  ultimately  to  an 
nonoraiy  colonelcy,  less,  of  course,  their 
gains  under  the  new  Warrant.  My 
answer  to  the  second  Question  is  also  in 
the  affirmative  with  respect  to  lieutenant 
eenerals  and  major  generals  on  the  active 
Bst  on  the  1st  of  Jiuy ;  but  this  rule  will 
under  no  circumstances  apply  to  general 
officers  retiring  volimtaruy  or  to  future 
general  officers.  As  to  the  third  Ques- 
tion, I  have  well  considered  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend's  suggestion ;  but  it 
seems  to  me  that  it  might  raise  an  awk- 
ward precedent  to  alter  the  emoluments 
of  an  officer  who  has  actually  retired, 
and  whose  position  is  in  no  way  affected 
by  the  new  Warrant,  and  I  fear  it  can- 
not be  adopted. 

Bm  WAIiTEE  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
tins  was  a  very  important  matter,  and 
he  hoped  ^e  rignt  hon.  Gentleman 
would  fldve  it  his  serious  attention. 

Mb.  CHUDEES  :  That  I  will  promise 
to  do. 

ABMT  PROMOTION— COMBATANT 
OFFICERS. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  he  would 
explain  why,  as  combatant  officers  have 
recently  been  promoted  in  large  num- 
bers, without  calling  for  Reports  of 
General  Officers  on  their  efficiency,  such 
a  course  was  considered  necessary  in  the 
case  of  Quartermasters  only  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  and  g^lant  Colonel,  I  have  to 
inform  him  that  there  was  no  difference 
made  as  to  the  Reports  on  combatant 
officers  and  on  quartermasters.  Refer- 
ence was  at  first  made  to  the  annual  con- 
fidential Reports,  and  where  they  raised 
any  doubt  special  Reports  were  called  for 
in  the  cases  of  some  regiments  abroad 
by  teleg^ph.  The  result  was  that  all 
the  promotions  of  combatant  officers 
were  settled  in  The  QtmetU  of  July  26, 


and  the  appointments  of  quartermasters 
to  the  rank  of  captain  will  be  shortly 
gazetted.  As  I  said  yesterday,  the  pro- 
motion of  these  quartermasters  will  date 
from  the  1st  of  July. 

THE    ADMIRALTY- THE  FIRST  LORD 
OF  THE  ADMIRALTY. 

SibH.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  consider 
the  expediency  of  transferring  the  func- 
tions of  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  to 
a  gentleman  enjoying  the  confidence  of 
the  Government,  together  with  a  seat  in 
this  House,  so  as  to  avoid  the  inconve- 
nience occasioned  by  the  absence  of  the 
responsible  head  of  a  principal  spending 
Department  in  the  discussion  of  the 
Estimates  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  understand 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  sub- 
stantially to  come  to  this — whether  it  is 
possible  to  make  it  an  absolute  rule  in 
the  construction  of  the  Administration 
that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
should  be  a  Member  of  this  House? 
Now,  that  is  certainly,  on  the  whole,  and 
as  a  general  rule,  desirable ;  but  it  is 
not  so  far  desirable,  and  has  not  com- 
monly been  judged  desirable,  to  such  a 
degree  as  to  make  it  right  that  this 
should  be  an  absolute  rule.  Of  course, 
I  need  not  say  that  an  absolute  rule  of 
this  kind  can  only  be  applied  to  a  limited 
extent  in  the  formation  of  the  Gt)vem- 
ment,  because  personal  qualifications 
must  govern  the  distribution  of  offices 
on  the  whole ;  and,  therefore,  I  can  only 
go  half-way  towards  meeting  the  hon. 
Member.  I  am  quite  sure  that  there 
are  many  who  sit  in  this  House  and  who 
can  recollect — it  would  not  be  g^d 
manners  to  refer,  in  his  presence,  to  the 
present  Secretary — many  instances  in 
which  the  business  of  the  Admiralty  has 
been  very  efficiently  conducted  by  a  Se- 
cretary, both  on  this  side  of  the  House 
as  well  as  on  the  other. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
that,  as  his  Question  was  founded  upon 
the  dictum  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
when  in  Opposition,  he  should  call  atten- 
tion to  the  subject  and  move  a  Reso- 
lution. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)-DEATH 
OF  MR.  HONE. 

Mr.  GIBSON  asked  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 


t7I9 


Zato  and 


JiuUe*. 


waft 


Whether  his  attention  has  been  oalled 
to  the  recent  lamentable  death  bj  poi- 
Boning  of  Mr.  Hone  in  Limerink ;  and, 
vhether  he  will  take  steps  to  have  a 
thorough  and  eatisfactor;  investigation 
into  the  occurrence,  so  ae  to  discover 
who  is  liable  for  the  carelessness  which 
caused  it,  and  to  prevent  a  possible  re- 
currence of  similar  catastrophes  ? 

Mk.  W.  E.  FORaTER :  I  have  seen 
an  account  of  this  very  sad  occurrence. 
I  need  not  inform  the  right  bon.  and 
learned  Qentleman  that  the  law  provides 
for  the  investigation  of  such  cases  in  two 
ways — one  by  a  coroner's  inquest,  and 
the  other  by  the  magistrates — on  any 
persons  being  brought  before  them  on  a 
criminal  charge.  An  inquest  has  been 
held  on  Mr.  Hone,  and  the  verdict  was 
that  death  was  occasioned  by  poisoning, 
oarbolio  acid  having  been  administered 
instead  of  black  draught.  The  jury  ap- 
pended to  their  verdict  an  expression  of 
opinion  that  in  all  medical  establish- 
ments poisonous  drugs  should  be  kept 
■afely  under  lock  and  key.  I  need  not 
say  that  that  is  an  opinion  in  which  I 
fuly  concur.  Although  the  verdict  of 
the  jury  did  not  inciJpate  any  person, 
the  porter  of  the  eatabliahment  was  not 
considered  &ee  &om  blame.  He  was, 
therefore,  arrested  and  brought  before 
the  magistrates,  who  investigated  the 
case  on  two  days,  and  finally  discharged 
the  prisoner.  I  have  received  a  Beport 
stating  that  after  having  heard  the  evi- 
dence they  were  of  opinion  that  death 
was  clearly  the  result  of  accident  Under 
these  circumstances,  though  I  deeply 
deplore  what  happened,  I  do  not  see 
that  I  could  take  any  further  etepe  in 
the  matter. 

Mr.  OIBSON  said,  he  was  desired  to 
ask  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  thought  there  should  not  be  a  more 
thorough  and  complete  inquiry  into  the 
whole  matter  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0E8TEB  -.  I  wiU  make 
further  inquiry  into  the  case. 

NAVY— OFFICERS  ON  LEAVK 
CoLONBL  KENNAED  aaked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  an  officer  serving  in  a  harbour 
chip  at  home  is  allowed  the  privilege  of 
ax  weeks  leave  of  absence  from  his  ship, 
whereas  the  same  privilege  is  denied  to 
an  officer  serving  in  a  harbour  ship  at 
Malta ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  state 
^  naaon  of  th«  difference,  or  give  any 
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Bflflor&nce  that  the  ineqTialify  vill  b« 
remedied  in  future  ? 

Mk.  TRETELYAN:  Sir,  offieen 
serving  at  home  can  be  granted  the  six 
weeks'  leave  of  absence  referred  to  in 
the  Question  if  their  services  can  be 
spared,  though  leave  is  an  indulgence 
to  be  granted  or  withheld  as  circum- 
stances make  it  expedient.  With  regard 
to  officers  serving  abroad,  whether  ia 
harbour  ships  or  any  other  class  of  ships; 
there  are  no  regulations,  except  the 
article  in  the  Queen's  Regulations  (747), 
which  prescribes  that — 

"  Commoiideta-ia-Cbief  will  on  thor  reipw. 
tive  sUtioiu  give  Buch  orders  relative  to  leave  m 
the  climate  or  local  drcoinstsncM  may  mika 
expedient." 

It  must  be  remembered  that  officers  on 
foreign  stations  have  a  right  to  a  week's 
full  pay  leave  for  every  six  monthi^ 
service  after  their  appointment  oeasos,  • 
right  which  is  not  enjoyed  in  the  caaa  of 
home  appointments. 

AHMT  (INDLA)-PAY  AND  ALLOW- 
ANCE8  OF  FIELD  OFFICEBS. 

liiEtrTKHAin  GoLONEi.  MZLNE  HOUE 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
If  the  arrangements  have  yet  been 
completed  between  the  War  Office  and 
the  Indian  Government  for  the  pay 
and  allowances  of  the  field  officers  wlw 
were  added  to  the  Army  on  July  1st 
when  on  service  in  India ;  and  especially 
if  the  two  senior  Majors  of  each  Jjifantir 
battalion  in  India  will,  as  in  Engloni^ 
draw  the  full  pay  and  allowances  of  a 
field  officer? 

The  MAEQCEsa  or  HARTINOTON: 
Sir,  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  a  final  de- 
cision on  this  subject  has  not  been  ar- 
rived  at — that  is,  as  to  the  rates  to  be 
drawn  by  field  ofiioerB  under  three  year^ 
service ;  but  a  very  early  decision  may 
be  expected,  and  the  rate,  whatever  may 
be  decided,  will  have  effect  irom  the  lit 
of  July,  18B1.  The  conditions  laid  dowa 
in  the  Royal  Warrant  with  respect  to 
bringing  tiie  two  senior  majors  of  In- 
fantry of  the  Line  on  the  full  rate  of  pay 


LAW    AMD    JUSTICE— SENTENCB8    Df 

GRIUINAL  CASES. 

Mb.  M'OOAN  asked  the  SeoietuT  of 

State  for  the  Home  Department  wne- 
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ther  hiff  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
caae  of  Mary  Palmer,  who,  for  having 
ezDoaed  and  slightly  wounded  her  infant 
chud,  was  last  week  sentenced  at  the 
Old  Bailey,  by  Mr.  Justice  lindleyi  to 
fleren  years'  penal  servitude,  and  whe- 
theTf  in  view  of  all  the  pitiable  circum- 
Btanoes  of  the  case,  and  of  the  jury's 
itronff  reoommendation  to  mercy,  which 
vas  disregarded  by  the  Judge,  he  will 
leoonaider  the  sentence  thus  passed; 
ind,  whether  his  attention  has  been 
otiled  to  the  sentence  of  eighteen  months' 
imprisonment,  with  hard  labour,  which 
was  passed  at  the  same  Sessions  by  the 
8sme  Judge,  upon  Charles  Strutten  for 
Wliiig his  wife? 

Sa  WILLIAM  HABCOUBT :  Sir, 
ID  far  as  the  Question  points  to  a  miti- 

Sition  of  the  sentence,  I  have  asked  for 
e  opinion  of  the  learned  Judge  who 
tried  the  case,  and  I  cannot  say  anything 
untQ  I  receive  his  opinion.  As  to  the 
second  part  of  the  Question,  which  points 
to  an  aggravation  of  sentence,  I  have 
already  several  times  intimated  that  I 
have  no  authority  to  interfere  in  such 
matters. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— 
"  EXAMINEES." 

Sot  DATID  WEDDEBBUEN  asked 
the  Yice  President  of  the  Council,  If  he 
would  explain  why  the  title  of  ''  Exa- 
miners," a  name  given  originally  to 
University  men  appointed  to  set  exami- 
nation papers,  should  be  retained  in  the 
Education  Department,  the  scholastic 
work  having  been  transferred  to  the 
« Inspectors ; "  and  why^this  highly  paid 
dasa  of  "Examiners"  has  oeen  in- 
ereased  to  the  number  of  twenty-seven ; 
andy  whether^the  work  usually  done  by 
Ae  ''Examiners,"  could  not  be  done 
more  economically  and  equally  well  by 
ordinary  clerks,  such  as  are  employed 
in  the  Treasury,  Board  of  Trade,  and 
other  Public  Offices  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA:  Sir,  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  preparation  and  revision 
of  examination  papers  formed  but  a 
small  part  of  the  duties  of  the  Examiners 
at  the  time  of  their  original  appointment 
in  1847.  The  scholastic  work  of  these 
officers  is  lighter  than  it  was  at  first ;  but 
in  justification  of  the  title  given  them, 
I  may  say  that  they  examine  the  He- 
ports  of  the  Inspectors,  and  have  to  de- 
oide  whether  the  conditions  of  annual 
aid  a^  fulfilled  by  each  school  reported 


on  and  what  grant  shall  be  paid  to  it. 
They  also  conduct,  under  the  secretary 
and  Assistant  Secretaries,  the  whole  of 
the  Correspondence  of  the  Office,  which, 
since  the  passing  of  the  English  Act  of 
1U70,  and  the  Scotch  Act  of  1872,  has 
increased  enormously  and  is  increasing. 
In  1869,  23,076letters  and  11,178  Ee- 
ports  were  received  and  dealt  with.  In 
188C  the  registered  letters  were  76,684, 
and  22,612  Reports  were  dealt  with. 
The  number  of  Examiners  has  neces- 
sarily ffrown  with  the  growth  of  the 
work  of  the  Department.  No  increase 
has  been  made  since  we  came  into 
Office.  The  Examiners  must  be  on  a 
par  with  the  Inspectors,  whose  work 
they  supervise  and  control,  and  none 
of  these  duties  could  be  intrusted  to 
ordinary  clerks  such  as  are  referred  to 
in  the  Question ;  and  the  emoluments  of 
the  Examiners  are  not  iu  excess  of  those 
of  the  gentlemen  who  discharge  corre- 
sponding duties  at  the  Treasury  and 
other  high  class  offices.  I  have  had 
occasion  to  employ  some  of  these  gen- 
tlemen on  missions  of  the  most  difficult 
and  delicate  character,  and  on  a  variety 
of  other  work,  which  could  only  be  per- 
formed bv  men  possessing  their  know- 
ledge and  attainments ;  and  I  can  as- 
sure the  hon.  Member  that  they  have 
uniformly  discharged  their  duties  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Department  and  to  the 
advantage  of  the  Public  Service. 

RAILWAYS  (IRELAND)— THE  DUBLIN, 
WICKLOW,  AND  WEXFORD  RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  is  aware  that  the  public  rights 
are  being  largely  infringed  upon  by  the 
manner  in  which  the  Dublin,  Wicklow, 
and  Wexford  Eailway  Company  are 
carrying  out  the  work  of  widening  their 
line  at  Kingstown  by  which  a  large  portion 
of  the  road  space  has  been  taken  from  the 
public ;  and,  whether  this  is  being  done 
with  the  consent  of  the  Board  of  Works, 
in  whom  it  is  said  the  roadway,  &c.  is 
vested ;  and  if,  so,  will  he  issue  orders 
to  that  Board  to  insist  on  the  entire 
Eailway  being  bridged  over,  as  it  was 
formerly,  and  take  other  measures  to 
have  the  public  rights  preserved  ? 

LoBD  FKEDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
Sir,  as  this  and  the  next  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member  relate  to  the  Board  of 
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Works,  I  hare  to  answer  them  on  behalf 
of  the  Treasury.  The  works  on  the 
Dublin,  Wicklow,  and  Wexford  line 
referred  to  in  the  Question  are  being 
carried  out  under  the  authority  of  an 
Act  of  Parliament;  but,  in  transferring' 
the  ground  under  the  compulsory  powers 
of  that  Aot,  the  Board  of  Works  have 
done  their  utmost  to  guard  the  interest 
and  secure  the  oonrenienoe  of  the  public. 
It  is  not  thought  neoessary  to  require 
the  railway  to  be  oovered  in  to  the  same 
extent  aa  formerly ;  but  I  am  assured 
that  it  is  amply  bo  for  all  the  require- 
ments of  the  public. 

IREE.AND— OREBHAM  QARDEN8, 
KINOSTOWN. 

Mb.  TTRAT.Y  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  be  aware  that  a  large  portion  of 
the  public  garden  in  Kingstown,  known 
aa  "  Gresham  Gardens,"  which  is  vested 
in  the  oare  of  the  Board  of  Works,  is  at 
present  used  as  a  kitchen  garden,  to  the 
exolusion  of  the  public ;  whether  it  is 
by  an  official  of  the  Board  of  Works 
that  this  garden  is  being  so  oultiTated ; 
and,  if  he  will  take  steps  to  restore  the 
portion  of  the  gardens  to  their  orig^al 
public  purpose  f 

Loud  FIffiDERIOK  CAVENDISH : 
Sir,  the  ground  referred  to  as  Gresham 
Gardens  is  not  vested  in  the  Board  of 
Works,  that  Board  having  in  1866  trans- 
ferred the  residue  of  the  lease  of  it  to 
the  Boyal  Marine  Hotel  Company  on 
condition  that  it  should  be  used  only 
as  ornamental  pleasure  grounds  at- 
tached to  the  hotel.  The  forming  port 
of  the  ground  into  a  kitchen  garden  is 
at  variance  with  the  conditions  under 
which  the  transfer  was  made,  and  the 
attention  of  the  Hotel  Company  will  be 
drawn  to  the  subject.  The  public  never 
had  access  to  the  ground  while  held  by 
the  Board  of  Works,  as  it  was  only  re- 
quired in  connection  with  the  harbour 
works. 

STATE  OF  lEELAND  — THE  MAQIS- 
TRACY— MB.  A.  E.  HERBERT,  J.P. 
Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Irelaud, 
What  dedaiou  the  Lord  Chancellor  has 
arnved  at  respecting  the  lan^age  used 
by  Mr.  Herbert,  J.P.  on  the  Bench  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB;  Sir,  my  noble 

ftnd  learned  Friend  has  not  yet  received 

UrdtMmei  Cwmdith 


Bufftdent  information  on  the  matter  to 
enable  him  to  come  to  a  decdmon  on  llie 
subject  of  the  hon.  Member's  Question. 

EDUCATION  DEPAETMENT— THE  RE. 
VI3ED   CODE,  1881. 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (for  Yisooimt 
Sandoh)  asked  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Council,  Whether,  consideriitg  ths 
very  grave  additional  inoonveniraoe 
which  will  be  caused  to  all  the  schools 
of  the  Country  by  a  long  uncertain^  as 
to  the  financial  effeoto  of  the  proposals 
for  the  revision  of  the  Code,  which  in 
themselves  must  seriously  unsettle  for 
many  months  to  come  every  school,  and 
the  desirabili^  that  both  those  who  are 
responsible  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
schools  and  the  teachers  of  the  oohooli 
should  have  ample  time  for  their  ooa- 
sideration,  he  will  make  public  during 
the  autumn  the  rate  at  which  eaoh  itoii 
of  the  grant  will  be  assessed ;  wkethA 
he  will  publish  a  fresh  edition  of  the 
proposals  for  a  revised  Code,  showing, 
by  ItahoB,  which  portions  of  ^e  Code 
are  old  and  which  are  new ;  and,  whe- 
thcr,  considering  that  all  alteratioju  in 
the  Code,  on  account  of  their  wide 
spreading  financial  effects,  ore  obliged 
to  be  made  by  the  Education  De^rt- 
ment  in  concert  with  the  Treasozy,  he 
can  inform  the  House  at  once,  or  befbm 
the  close  of  the  Session,  whether  the 
effect  of  the  revision  of  the  Code  is 
estimated  to  lead,  in  any  sensible  de- 
gree, either  to  an  increase  or  diminution 
of  the  general  Vote  for  Pablio  Elemen- 
tary Education  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  Sir,  I  cannot  see 
how  any  inconvenience  can  arise  to  any- 
body from  the  proposals  which  I  have 
laid  on  the  Table.  I  have  received 
numerous  communications  on  the  sub- 
ject &om  managers  and  teachers,  aU 
more  or  leas  approving  them,  and  not 
one  expressing  the  apprehensions  indi- 
cated in  the  Question.  The  changes 
proposed  to  be  made  in  the  CodeTwhe- 
ther  educational  or  financial,  will  appear 
in  the  Code  of  1882,  but  will  not  take 
effect  at  once,  or  until  ample  time  has 
been  given  for  their  consideration  and 
approval  by  Parliament.  These  ohangss 
will  be  indicated  in  the  usual  manner, 
as  prescribed  by  the  Code  itself.  I 
have  already  stated,  and  it  is  dlstino^ 
set  forth  in  Article  3  of  our  proposalii 
that  the  average  rate  of  aid  will  bt 
maintained,  and  t  do  vfii  anticipate  that 
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ihe  general  Vote  for  Pablio  Elementary 
Edacation  will  be  afiEected  by  the  changes 
we  have  proposed,  except  so  far  as  they 
may  reduce  the  cost  of  inspection  and 
administration. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
there  were  any  means  of  obtaining 
printed  Papers  setting  forth  the  changes 
proposed  to  be  made  in  the  Code  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA:  The  proposed 
changes  are  in  the  hands  of  the  printers, 
and  shortly  the  Papers  will  be  distri- 
buted to  Members  of  Parliament. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  BHiL. 

Mb.  J.  O.  HUBBARD  asked  the 
Prime  Minister  whether  he  would  with- 
draw the  8rd  clause  of  the  National 
Debt  Bill? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  could  not 
do  so. 

PARLIAMENT— ARRANGEMENT  OF 
PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  thought 
it  right,  looking  at  the  state  of  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House,  that  the  Government 
should  inform  Members  as  well  as  they 
oould  what  coarse  they  intended  to  take. 
It  was  understood  that  the  discussion 
upon  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
with  respect  to  Commercial  Treaties 
would  occupy  a  very  large  part  of  the 
evening;  and  if  they  could  get  into 
Supply  by  11  o'clock,  they  proposed  to 
go  on  with  the  Navy  Estimates  and 
with  other  Estimates — ^that  was  to  say, 
with  the  Vote  for  the  Transvaal,  and 
the  remaining  Votes  of  Class  lY.,  the 
Post  Office  Estimates,  and  the  Supple- 
mentary Estimates.  If  they  could  not 
get  into  Supply  by  11  o'clock,  they 
wished  to  maJce  progress  with  the  Or- 
ders of  ilie  Day.  Then,  to-morrow,  it 
was  nnderstood  that  they  would  take 
the  Lords'  Amendments  to  the  Irish 
Land  Bill,  whatever  they  might  be. 
There  was  no  means  of  knowing  whether 
their  consideration  was  likely  to  last  for 
any  leng^  of  time ;  but  if  they  should 
be  disposed  of  by  2  o'clock,  they  pro- 
posed then  to  go  on  with  the  Navy 
fistimates.  But  if  those  Amendments 
were  not  disposed  of  by  2  o'clock, 
they  would  proceed  with  the  other 
EatimateSt  including  the  Transvaal  Vote, 
|)at  not  including  the  Irish  Estimates, 


which  were  the  subject  of  a  special  ar- 
rangement. If  there  was  time,  they 
wished  to  go  forward  with  the  Orders 
of  the  Day;  but  that  would  be  a  mat- 
ter for  the  convenience  of  the  House. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
when  the  Navy  Estimates  would  be 
brought  on,  if  they  were  not  proceeded 
with  that  evening  or  to-morrow  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  diffi- 
cult at  the  present  moment  to  answer 
that  Question.  It  would  depend  upon 
the  situation  and  circumstances  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  In  any  case, 
the  Navv  Estimates  will  not  be  taken 
to-night  r 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  No. 

Mb.  MAGNIAC  said,  it  would  be  al- 
most impossible  to  discuss  the  Post  Office 
Votes  without  having  in  hand  the  An- 
nual Report  of  the  Department. 

Mb.  FAWOETT  said,  the  Report  had 
been  out  of  his  hands  more  than  a  week, 
and  ho  had  trusted  that  the  printers 
would  have  it  ready  to-morrow.  Yester- 
day they  told  him  it  would  be  impossible 
to  get  it  ready  for  to-morrow,  altiiough 
it  was  a  very  short  Report.  They  as- 
sured him  it  would  be  in  the  hands  of 
Members  on  Tuesday  morning. 

Mb.  MAGNIAC  said,  the  Post  Office 
Vote  should  be  postponed  until, the  Re- 
port was  in  the  hands  of  Members. 

Mb.  R.  N.  FOWLER  asked  the  Prime 
Minister  whether  he  had  any  idea  when 
the  Indian  Budget  would  be  brought 
forward  ? 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  asked 
when  the  Irish  Votes  would  be  brought 
forward  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Irish 
Votes  would  be  proceeded  with  after  the 
Navy  Estimates.  With  regard  to  the 
Indian  Budget,  his  noble  Friend's  in- 
tention was  to  bring  it  forward  on  the 
first  day  after  the  close  of  Supply. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  asked 
whether  the  Sitting  to-morrow  would  be 
prolonged  beyond  the  usual  hour,  and 
whether  it  was  understood  that  no  other 
Business  than  Government  Business 
would  be  taken  to-morrow  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  thought  that  to- 
morrow  no  other  Business  would  be 
taken  than  Government  Business.  The 
Sitting  to-morrow  would  probably  not 
be  prolonged  beyond  6  or  7  o'clock.  He 
could  not  say  at  what  particular  time 
the  Sitting  would  terminate. 


17«7 


Fnneh 


lOOMMONS) 


CnmntM  Drmif.        1738 


Oaptadt  ATLMER  asked  the  Prime 
Minister  whether  arrangements  would 
be  made  next  Session  for  bringing  for- 
ward the  Estimates  and  the  Indian 
Budget  at  an  earlier  period  than  that 
at  which  they  were  generally  con- 
sidered ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  that 
would  form  part  of  the  question  which 
the  Government  would  next  Session 
consider  with  regard  to  the  Business  of 
the  House. 

ARMY— THE  ROYAL  MARINES- 
AFFRAY  AT  BANTRY. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If  he  has  made  inquiry 
into  the  conduct  of  the  Marines  at  Ban- 
try  on  drd  August ;  and  whether  he  can 
state  the  result  to  the  House  ? 

Mb.  OHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member  I  have  to  state  that  for 
many  months  after  the  Marines,  who 
are  an  extremely  well-conducted  body 
of  men,  were  stationed  at  Bantry  no 
quarrels  took  place  between  them  and 
the  roughs  of  the  town ;  but  in  May 
last  a  marine  of  the  name  of  Kenny  was 
knocked  down  and  brutcdly  kicked  by  a 
man  named  Patrick  O'Leary ;  and  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  he  died  of  his  injuries. 
O'Leary  was  committed  at  the  coroner's 
inquest  to  take  his  trial  for  manslaughter 
at  the  Cork  Assizes,  but  was  acquitted. 
He  returned  to  Bantry  and  boasted  of 
having  killed  this  unfortunate  man, 
applying  to  him  an  epithet  which  I  will 
not  repeat.  On  the  1st  instant  another 
marine  was  knocked  down  without  the 
slighest  provocation  and  seriously  in- 
jured; and  the  repetition  of  this  bru- 
tality so  exasperated  the  Marines  that 
on  the  following  day  a  body  of  them 
undoubtedly  acted  most  improperly  in 
sallying  out  of  barracks  with  a  view  of 
fighting  the  roughs,  and  especially  of 
thrashing  Patrick  O'Leary,  if  they  covld 
find  him.  Patrick  O'Leary  seems  to 
have  effected  a  series  of  very  masterly 
retreats,  and  nothing  more  appears  about 
him  in  the  report  of  the  proceedings; 
but  the  collision  with  the  roughs  took 
place,  and  the  Marines  cleared  the 
streets.  I  need  not  say  that  this  act 
was  most  reprehensible ;  and  after  deal- 
ing with  the  men.  Sir  Thomas  Steele  very 
properly  ordered  that  the  Marines  should 
be  removed  from  Bantry.  I  may  add 
that  I  have  received  a  copy  of  a  resolu- 
tion adopted  at  a  meeting  of  the  Bantry 


magistrates,  expressing  their  miiiioii 
that  the  original  attack  on  the  ICaiiiies 
was  most  unprovoked,  that  ihOT  had 
punished  one  of  those  proved  to  be  en- 
gaged in  it,  and  adding  their  general 
testimony  to  the  uniform  good  behaviour 
up  to  that  time  of  the  men,  and  their 
regret  at  their  removal. 

PARLIAMENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS- 
IRISH  CHURCH  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Mb.  OALLAN  asked  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  Whether  it  was  in- 
tended to  take  the  Oommittee  on  the 
Irish  Church  Act  Amendment  Bill  at  the 
Sitting  to-day  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  it  was 
important  that  he  should  at  that  period 
of  the  Session  take  eve^  opportunity  of 
bringing  on  that  Bill.  The  Irish  Qhuidi 
Commission  had  nearly  oompleted  its 
labours,  and  it  was  not  desirable  that 
the  salaries  of  persons  employed  under 
it  should  be  continued  when  they  had 
nothing  to  do. 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  OHTJEOHIIiL 
said,  that  if  the  BiU  were  brouffht  on 
after  Supply  he  should  use  all  the  Forms 
of  the  House  in  opposing  it. 

ORDERS    OF  THE  DAT. 


SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

FRENCH  COMMERCIAL  TREATY. 
MOTION  FOB  AN  ADDBESS. 

Mb.  BITCHIE,  in  rising  to  move— 

*'That  an  humble  Addreaa  be  presented  ts 
the  Crown,  praying  Her  Majeetv  to  withhold 
Her  consent  from  any  Commercial  Treaty  witii 
France  which  proposes  to  substitute  spedflo 
dnties  for  ad  valorem  duties,  to  the  disadTaii- 
tage  of  any  article  of  British  manufacture,  or  in 
any  way  to  raise  the  present  rate  of  dutiflt 
payable  on  such  articles,  and  which  does  not 
leave  Her  Majesty's  Qovomment  full  liber^  to 
deal  with  the  question  of  Bounties,  or  which 
would  bind  Her  Majesty  absolutely  to  its  ptori- 
sions  for  a  longer  period  than  twelve  momuSy" 

said,  that,  whatever  might  be  the  opinion 
of  the  House  on  the  Motion  which  he 
was  about  to  submit,  he  thought  that 
there  would  be  a  unanimous  feeling  of 
regret  that  thej  should  be  called  upon, 
in  the  year  1 88 1 ,  to  consider  the  questioa 
of  a  Treaty,  proposed  to  us  by  nance^ 
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which  was  of  a  reactionary  and  Protec- 1 
iiomrt  charaoter.    The  prophecies  that 
one  of  the  great  results  of  we  Treaty  of 
1860  would  be  that  France  and  all  other 
countries  in  Europe  and  America  would 
become  so  much  alive  to  the  benefits  of 
Free  Trade  that  the  nations  of  both 
Enrope  and  America    would  soon   be 
bound  together  in  one  great  Zolherein 
of  Free  Trade  had,  unhappily,  not  been 
fiilfilled.     So  far  from  tneir  being  ful- 
filled, it  could  not  be  said  that  Free 
Trade  principles  seemed  to  have  made 
much  progress.    The  Treaty  of  1860, 
which  was  undoubtedly  of  a  Free  Trade 
oharacter,  and   which   was    concluded 
under  the  Empire,  it  was  now  sought 
under  a  Bepublic  to  replace  by  one  of 
an  altogether   reactionary  description. 
The  Treaty  of  1860,  as  was  admitted  by 
Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment,  was  of  a 
i^ry  one-sided  character,  being  much 
more  in  favour  of  France  than  of  this 
country ;  and  it  was  disappointing  to  find 
that  France  was  now  prepared  to  go 
back  from  the  position  which  she  took 
up  in   1860,  notwithstanding  the   un- 
doubted   advantages  she  had  enjoyed 
under  the  Treaty,    That  result  must  be 
disappointing  to  them  all,  but  more  espe- 
cially to  the  members  of  that  Club  which 
bore  the  name  of  the  distinguished  man 
who  negotiated  and  settled  Uie  Treaty  of 
1860  on  behalf  of  this  country.     So  far 
from  every  country  becoming  more  and 
more  fSavourable  to    Free   Trade,  the 
Tarifb  of  foreign  countries  had  a  tendency 
every  year  to  become  more  and  more 
Protectionist.  The  only  State  in  Europe 
which  could  be  said  to  have  adopted  the 
principles  of  Free  Trade  was  that  country 
which  was  so  much  vilified  by  the  Libe- 
ral Party — ^namely,  Turkey.     It  was  no 
wonder,  then,  that  the  people  of  this 
country  were  beginning  to  ask  them- 
selves whether  a  policy   of  admitting 
without  question  whatever  came  from 
abroad  freely,  while  our  exports  were 
heavily  taxed  in  those  countries,   was 
a  sound  and  profitable  one.     He  had 
lately  read  a  speech  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Boohdale  (Mr.  Potter),  the 
President  of  the  Cobden  Club,  at  its 
annual  meeting ;  and  he  could  not  help 
comparing  that  hon.  Member  to  a  well- 
known    diaraoter    in     fiction  —  Mark 
Tapley.     The  hon.  Member  for  Boch- 
dale  seemed  to  agree  very  much  with 
ICark  Tapley  in  thinking  that  there  was 
no  merit  in  appearing  cheerful  under 

YOL.  (XILXIV.    [third  sbbibs.] 


happy  circumstances,  but  that  the  great 
merit  was  in  being  cheerful  under  ad- 
verse and  dismal  circumstances.     In  his 
speech  the  hon.  Member  made  the  as- 
tounding statement    that   Free    Trade 
principles  were  progressing  at  home  and 
abroad.     How  did  the  case  stand  at 
home?    Surely  no  one  who  read  the 
signs  of  the  times  could  fail  to  see  that 
tmoughout  the  large  towns  of  this  coun- 
try there  was  arising  an  intense  feeling 
of  dissatisfaction  with  the  present  state 
of  things.     Even  in  Birmingham,  which 
had  the  advantage  of  being  represented 
by  two  Members  of  the  Cabinet  who 
were  such  thorough  advocates  of  Free 
Trade,   there  were  indications  that  the 
Free  Trade  policy  of  the  Oobden  Club 
was  decidedly  not  in  favour  with  that 
town ;  and,  whether  rightly  or  wrongly, 
they  attributed  much  of  the  suffering 
and  bad  trade  which  existed  throughout 
the  country— [*' No  !"]— to  that  Free 
Trade    policy.      The    hon.    Gentleman 
who  said  "  No  ! "  would  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  telling  the.House  in  what  town 
good  trade  existed.  It  was  fully  acknow- 
ledged that  until  recent  years  their  Free 
Trade  policy  was  a  successful  one.  While 
they  were  the  g^eat  manufacturing  centre 
of  the  world  it  mattered  little  what  duties 
foreign  countries  put  upon  their  manu- 
factures, which  consisted,  not  of  luxuries, 
but  of  necessities,  as  the  consumers  had 
to  pay  them;  but  foreign  countries  had 
now  largely  increased  their  manufac- 
turing power,  and  had,  instead  of  being 
importing  countries,  become  exporting 
countries.     Under  these  circumstances, 
it  was  time  that  they  began  to  re-con- 
sider a  policy  which  was  all  very  well 
up  to  a  certain  time,  but  which  some 
contended  had  now  failed.    While  this 
was    what  was  being   said    from  one 
end  of  the  country  to  another  on  the 
subject  of  their  commercial  policy,  what 
had   been  the    position  taken  by  the 
Government  with  reference  to  the  great 
grinciples  of  political  economy?    The 
Land  Bill  could  hardly  be  said  to  be 
framed  on  the  lines  of  true  political  eco- 
nomy.    On  the  second  reading  of  that 
Bill  the  Prime   Minister  treated  with 
ridicule  the    economic  propositions   of 
Professor   Bonamy  Price  as  being  too 
sound  for  any  other  than  an  ideal  state 
in  Jupiter  or  Saturn.     It  could  not  bo 
said,  therefore,  that  the  Government  had 
set  a  very  good  example  at  home,  and, 
altogether,  it  was  very  difficult  to  coincide 

3  K 


1731 


lireneh 


{OOMMONS}         Cmmereial  Hr§afy.        VIM 


with  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Cobden  Club,  when  he  said  that  the 
principles  of  Free  Trade  were  advancing 
at  home ;  and  if  they  looked  abroad  it 
appeared  to  him  that  he  must  be  a  very 
sanguine  man  who  could  speak  of  the 
progress  of  Free  Trade  principles  there. 
The  tendency  in  every  quarter  of  the 
globe  seemed  to  be  towards  more  and 
more  restriction,  and  the  French  Tariff 
certainly  of  itself  was  no  indication  of 
any  progress  of  Free  Trade  principles, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  they  had 
enjoyed  to  some  extent  the  benefits  of 
Free  Trade  policy  from  the  year  1860. 
The  cheerful  view  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  not,  however  borne  out  by  the 
speeches  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands), 
who  were  so  often  found  associated  to- 
gether in  public  proceedings  in  and  out 
of  the  House.  Another  gentleman  ac- 
counted for  the  want  of  success  of  the 
Cobden  Club  on  the  ground  that  they 
did  not  give  dinners  enough.  The  money 
was  spent  in  literature  instead  ;  and  he 
was  very  much  struck  with  the  fact  that, 
while  thousands  of  publications  con- 
cerning the  English  Land  Question  were 
Btruck  off,  the  circulation  of  Free  Trade 
publications  had  declined.  Only  100 
copies  were  taken  of  l^Ves  Trade  and 
Froteotion  by  Professor  Fawcett,  and  of 
The  Value  of  Political  Economy  to  Man- 
kind only  100  copies;  whereas  a  most 
mysterious  pamphlet  entiUed  The  Dog 
and  the  Shadow  circulated  to  the  extent 
of  50,000.  What  was  **  the  dog  "  and 
what  was  **  the  shadow  ?  '^  It  was  not 
for  him  to  say ;  but  at  all  events  there 
was  a  marked  difference  between  the  num- 
ber of  the  pamphlets  on  the  Land  Ques- 
tion and  upon  the  questions  of  Recipro- 
city and  Free  Trade,  which  were  the 
questions  of  the  day.  He  found,  how- 
ever, that  there  was  one  proposition  be- 
fore the  Cobden  Club  of  which  he  could 
approve.  At  the  recent  meeting  the  mem- 
bers of  that  Club  pronounced  that  they 
would  rather  have  no  Treaty  at  all  than 
a  worse  Treaty.  He  did  not  know  whe- 
ther the  Gt)vemment  were  prepared  to 
accept  that.  He  was  rather  afraid  that 
they,  were  not.  His  attention  was  attracted 
to  a  letter  in  The  Times  by  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  on  the  8th  of 
August,  in  which  he  said  that  "  the  feel- 
ing of  the  country  was  opposed  to  the 
conclusion  of  a  Treaty  materially  worse 
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than  the  present  one."  He  yentoxed  to 
say  that  that  was  not  a  proper  expres- 
sion of  the  public  feeling,  which  was 
opposed,  not  merely  to  a  Treaty  "ma- 
terially worse,"  but  in  any  degree  wone ; 
and  any  action  taken  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  bring  about  a  Treaty  in  any 
shape  worse  than  the  present  one  would 
meet  with  entire  disapproval.  What 
was  the  position  in  which  they  were  at 

S resent  placed?    It  was  with  a  great 
eal  of  regret  that  he  troubled  the  Hoiue 
with  this  matter  at  this  period  of  the 
Session ;  but  in  a  few  days  they  would 
separate,   and   by  the  time  they  met 
again,  in  all  probability,  if  any  damage 
was  to  be  done,  it  would  be  aooom- 
plished,  and  they  might  find  themselyes 
bound  by  a  Treaty  of  a  most  diaadvaa- 
tageouB  character,  which  excluded  their 
goods  from  France,  and  prevented  them 
from  making  an  advantageous  Treaty 
with  any  other  country  that  might  be 
prepared  to  do  so.    He  did  not,  theze- 
fore,  think  it  would  be  wise  for  the  House 
to  separate  without  a  discussion  on  this 
important  subject.    He  had  the  highest 
opinion  of  the  Gentlemen  chaq;ed  witti 
conducting  the  negotiations ;  but  it  was 
just  as  well  to  bear  this  in  mind,  that 
the  tendency  was  to  make  a  Treatr-— a 
good  one  by  all  means,   but  make  a 
Treaty.    Therefore,  it  was  essential  the 
matter  should  be  fully  discussed  before 
Parliament  separated.    The  action  of  the 
Government  hitherto  did  not  inspire  him 
with  absolute  confidence.     They  were 
told  by  the  Prime  Minister  that  every- 
thing that  was  done  would  be  done  in  the 
full  Ught  of  day.    But  how  did  the  action 
of  the  Government  square  with  these  pro- 
fessions ?    The  House  would  remember 
that  it  was  with  the  ^eatest  difficulty 
that  his  noble  Friend  (Viscount  Sandon) 
extracted  from  the  Government  a  copy 
in  the  English  language  of  the  French 
Tariff,  and  his  noble  Friend  was  de- 
serving of  their  thanks  for  the  per- 
sistency with  which  he    pursued   the 
matter  and  at  length  extracted  the  con- 
cession.    The  Chambers  of  Commerce 
in  this  country,  no  doubt,  were  quite 
able  to  understand  the  French  Taim  in 
the  French  language ;  but  it  was  a  dif- 
ferent case  with  workmen,  and  it  was 
most  necessaiy  that  the  document  should 
be  placed  in  their  hands,  as  they  were 
greatiy  interested  in  the  question.    Al- 
most everything  which  they  knew  with 
respect  to  these  negotiations  had  bera 
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eitiaotod  by  orofls-ezainmation  from  the 
Govenunent,  and  little  information  had 
been  giyen  volantarily.  The  present 
podtion  of  the  queetion  was  the  subject 
of  YWj  g^at  anzieiy  in  the  country. 
Ihey  wanted  to  know  the  exact  position 
which  the  Qoyemment  had  taicen  up 
vpon  this  question,  and  also  the  posi- 
ma  of  the  French  Gbyemment.  He 
had  been  told  as  early  as  October  last 
fhatihe  French  (Government  intimated 
their  intention  of  substituting  specific 
for  eid  mUarem  duties ;  and  he  wished  to 
know  whether  the  negotiations  that  had 
taken  place  had  led  to  any  alteration  of 
the  opinions  of  the  French  Gh)yemment  ? 
If  his  recollection  was  correct,  he  thought 
ihelMme  Minister,  in  answer  to  a  ques- 
tion, said  that  specific  duties  upon  some 
bfw  things  mimt  not,  perhaps,  make 
yeiy  much  difference,  but  that  as  a 
bans  of  a  new  French  Tariff  it  was  im- 
possible to  entertain  them. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that,  as  far 
as  he  oould  recollect,  what  he  stated 
upon  that  occasion  was  that,  in  the  sub- 
sbtation  of  specific  duties  for  ad  valorem 
duties,  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  saw 
ysry  great  difficulty,  and  the  mode  of 
oyerooming  these  difficulties  had  not 
yet  been  reached. 

Ma.  BITGHIE  said,  that  he  had 
spoken  to  the  best  of  his  remembrance. 
Kit  there  was  no  doubt  that  the  Goyem- 
ment were  of  opinion  that  a  change  of 
qieoifio  duties  would  be  disadyantageous 
to  this  country.  He  found  that  Earl 
Gxanyille  stated  in  a  communication  to 
M.  Ohallemel-Lacour  that  a  change  to 
speoifio  duties  could  not  be  otherwise 
than  disadyantageous  to  British  trade. 
nSr.  Gladstoke  dissented.]  He  had 
the  despatch  in  his  hand.  Well,  he 
wanted  to  know  whether  the  Govern- 
ment were  still  of  that  opinion,  as 
there  had  been  some  shaky  utterances 
on  the  subject  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  late?  He  should  be  glad  to 
know  from  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Under 
Secretary  fbr  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
the  Gh>yemment  held  to  the  declaration 
of  Eaorl  Chranyille  which  he  had  just 
quoted  ?  It  would  be  impossible  so  to 
arrange  specific  duties  as  not  to  hit  hardly 
•ome  of  their  manufactures.  The  effect 
on  Bradford  mieht  be  judged  by  what  had 
been  said  by  lir.  MitcheU,  ex-President 
of  the  Bradford  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
who  stated  that  the  duties  would  be  in- 
csoaood  by  such  a  change  from  100  to 


150  percent;  and  one  large  manufacturer 
had  expressed  his  intention  of  remov- 
ing a  large  portion  of  his  machinery 
to  France  in  the  event  of  such  a 
change.  The  House  of  Commons  had 
already  declared,  by  a  Eesolution  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member  for  Gloucester 
(Mr.  Monk),  that  it  would  not  bo  con- 
tent with  a  Treaty  not  less  favourable 
than  the  old  one,  but  would  demand  one 
more  favourable.  Had  the  Government 
communicated  this  Besolution  to  the 
French  Government?  We  knew  they 
had  not.  Why  had  they  not  done 
so?  One  would  have  thought  that 
Besolution  would  have  strengthened  the 
hands  of  the  Government  in  their  deal- 
ings with  France.  His  Besolution  was 
not  so  strong  as  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and  he  hoped  the  House  would  agreo 
to  it.  There  should  be  no  mistake  about 
the  action  of  the  Government  on  the 
matter.  The  industrial  community  were 
unanimously  of  opinion  that  we  should 
concede  no  more  to  France  than  we  had 
already  conceded.  It  was  time  that  the 
policy  which  gave  up  everything  and 
received  nothing  should  be  re-considered. 
It  was  acknowledged  that  the  prophecy 
that  all  nations  would  soon  adopt  their 
Free  Trade  policy  had  been  conipletely 
falsified.  The  doctrine  of  the  Uobden 
Club — "  Buy  in  the  cheapest  markets" — 
was  not  the  original  Free  Trade  doctrine. 
The  Cobden  Club  said— ''Take  care  of 
your  imports,  and  the  exports  will  take 
care  of  themselves."  But  if  the  pre- 
sent state  of  thines  went  on,  they  would 
soon  have  very  little  exports  to  take 
care  of.  In  1 872  their  exports  amounted 
to  £256,000,000 ;  in  1879  they  had  fallen 
to  £191,000,000,  showing  a  falling  off  of 
£65,000,000.  In  the  period  1871-5,  their 
exports  to  Europe  were  £741,000,000; 
in  1876-80,  £626,000,000,  showing  a 
difference  against  the  latter  period  of 
£1 15,000,000,  equal  to  about  15  per  cent. 
Their  exports  to  America  in  1871-5  wore 
£374,000,000 ;  in  1 876-80,  £270,000,000 ; 
a  diminution  of  £104,000,000,  equal  to 
about  37  per  cent.  This  alarming  de- 
crease in  their  exports  was  a  very  serious 
matter.  What  was  to  be  done  to  remedy  it  ? 
He  wished  it  to  be  clearly  understood  that 
he  was  not  there  to  advocate  a  return  to 
Protection  for  their  manufactures.  He 
did  not  see  how  Protection  would  benefit 
their  manufacturing  interests.  They 
produced  more  than  they  consumed,  and 
must  export  the  surplus ;  and  no  duty 
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would  efiPeot  a  rise  in  prioes,  beoaose  they 
could  not  have  one  price  for  what  they 
exported  and  another  for  what  was  sold 
at  home.  What  they  wanted  was  not 
Protection,  but  entrance  for  their  manu- 
factures into  foreign  markets.  They 
could  not  afford  to  be  gradually  and  per- 
manently excluded  from  foreign  markets. 
How  was  that  to  be  arrived  at  ?  It  was 
said  they  had  thrown  away  their  weapons. 
He  denied  that  they  had  thrown  them 
away.  It  was  true  that  they  put  aside 
those  weapons  in  the  hope  that  foreigners 
would  do  the  same.  This  not  bein^  so, 
what  was  there  to  hinder  them  taking 
them  up  again .  If  they  had  still  retained 
them,  there  would  only  be  a  small  minority 
in  the  country  who  would  not  advocate 
their  use  in  order  to  get  better  terms 
from  the  foreigner.  What  was  the  Prime 
Minister's  proposal  with  reference  to 
the  Wine  Duties  lately  made  to  France  ? 
In  a  letter  on  the  subject  in  January 
last,  his  Secretary  wrote — 

"  Mr.  Gladstone  desires  me  to  say  that  iJie 
attitude  of  foreign  Governments  in  the  chief 
wine-growing  countries,  and  that  of  some 
among  them  especially,  makes  it  in  his  view 
extremely  doubtful  whether  they  will  on  their 
side  suggest  such  measures,  and  with  such  a 
degree  of  promptitude  as  might  lead  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  propose  an  alteration  of 
the  Wine  Duties  as  a  part  of  the  financial  ar- 
rangements of  the  current  year." 

What  was  this  but  a  statement  that  before 
laying  aside  any  portion  of  the  weapons 
still  left  them  they  must  have  a  quid  pro 
quo  ?  What  was  this  but  Eeciprocitypure 
and  simple?  If,  then,  they  were  pre- 
pared to  use  such  weapons  as  they  still 
possessed,  what  was  to  hinder  them  taking 
up  again  those  they  had  laid  aside  r 
Where  was  the  difference  in  principle  ? 
He  confessed  he  could  see  none.  He 
should  be  told  that  BetaHation  was  as 
bad  as  Protection.  Against  that  state- 
ment he  could  quote  high  authorities; 
but  the  present  Free  Traders  looked 
with  some  contempt  upon  the  doctrines 
of  the  great  masters  of  the  school — 
they  had  advanced  beyond  the  views 
of  Adam  Smith  and  others.  Professor 
Bonamy  Price,  whose  political  economy 
had  been  deemed  by  the  Prime  Minister 
80  ideal  as  to  be  unfit  for  this  planet,  had 
stated  recently  that  Hetaliation  was  not 
antagonistic  to  the  principles  of  political 
economy ;  and  Mr.  M'Oulloch,  a  name 
that  even  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  Free 
Traders  would  receive  with  respect,  says 
in  his  PrinoipUB  of  PoUtioal  Eeonomy— 

Mr.  Ritchie 


"  If  there  be  apparently  fpood  groimdi  for 
thinking  that  a  prohibition  will  so  dutreMthooe 
against  whom  it  is  leveUed  as  to  make  them 
withdraw  or  materially  modify  the  prohihition 
or  high  duty  it  is  intended  to  avenge,  it  may  be 
prudent  to  enact  it.*' 

Were  there,  then,  ''  apparently  good 
grounds  "  for  thinking  that  suoh  action 
on  their  part  would  be  suooessfhl  with 
France  ?  Let  them  see  what  was  the  value 
of  English  trade  to  France.  The  whole 
export  trade  of  France  in  1879  amounted 
to  £126,000,000,  of  which  £38,500,000, 
or  nearly  one-third  of  the  whole,  came 
to  this  country.  France,  therefore,  could 
not  look  with  indifference  upon  a  policy 
of  Eetaliation  by  this  country.  Couldtbare 
be  a  doubt,  looking  to  tne  enormoiu 
importance  of  their  trade  to  France,  of 
what  would  be  the  effect  of  a  retaliatoiy 
policy  on  their  part  ?  Would  it  not  cer- 
tainly have  the  effect  of  compelling 
Franco  to  modify  her  hostile  Tan£^  ana 
come  to  terms?  The  imports  from 
France,  too,  were  just  such  articles  aa 
might  well  bear  heavier  taxation  if  it 
should  become  necessary.  TheoouBomem 
of  silks,  gloves,  wines,  and  ttrtickt  i$ 
PariSf  could  wdl  afford  the  extra  price 
for  such  luxuries  if  they  continued  to  pur- 
chase thdm.  He  contended,  tiierefore, 
that  they  should  not  tamely  submit  to  any 
hostile  action  on  the  part  of  France  aow 
as  was  threatened ;  that  unless  they  could 
obtain  a  Treaty  fully  as  good  as  we  pre- 
sent one,  their  hands  should  be  left  free  to 
adopt  such  measures  as  in  their  opinion 
were  most  conducive  to  their  own  inte- 
rests. For  these  and  other  reasons  he 
asked  the  House  to  agree  that  no  Treaty 
at  all  with  France  would  be  better  than  a 
reactionanr  Treaty.  He  also  asked  the 
House  to  declare  that  no  Treaty  whatever 
would  be  satisfactory  which  did  not  leave 
the  Government  full  liberly  to  deal  with 
the  question  of  Boimties.  The  ques- 
tion of  Bounties  was  of  even  g^reater  im- 
Sortance  than  hostile  Tariffs.  The  latter 
estroyed  theirforeign  trade ;  but  bounties 
attacked  them  in  their  home  markets,  and 
the  very  existence  of  their  manufactures 
was  made  impossible.  Of  course,  he 
would  be  told  that  this  was  a  matter 
which  worked  its  own  cure,  and  that  a 
country  acting  on  this  principle  would 
very  soon  beg^  to  see  the  fallacy  of 
giving  Bounties;  but  where  were  the  indi- 
cations of  that  ?  Bounties  on  sugar  had 
been  in  existence  in  France  for  many 
years ;  but  so  f  cpr  were  they  from  beiii(p 
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onrncLced  of  their  disadTantage,  that 
the^Tflre  now  going  to  give  an  infinitely 
iaigm  bounty  upon  the  boilding  of  Bhips, 
That  did  not  look  as  if  the  Sugar  Boun- 
tie>  had  led  IVance  to  see  the  error  of 
Iier  wa^.  Having  built  up  oue  im- 
niense  industry,  and  so  given  employ- 
ment to  vast  amounts  of  capital  and 
labour,  they  proposed  to  do  the  same  in 
■nother  indostry ;  and  it  was  confidently 
uticipated  in  France,  and,  indeed,  had 
boeo  openly  stated  in  the  Chamber  of 
Deputies,  that  the  Shipping  Bounties 
would  enable  them  to  compete  success- 
fldly  with  England.  He  would  not 
trouble  the  House  with  a  long  disquisi- 
iian  on  the  subject  of  Sugar  Bounties. 
He  had  tried  again  and  again  during  the 
Seaiion  to  get  an  opportunity  for  the 
consideration  of  this  matter,  and  had  not 
nuoeeded.  He  would  remind  hou.  Mem- 
ben,  however,  that  the  employment  of  a 
countervailing  duty,  in  the  laet  resort, 
had  been  reoognized  by  the  Committee 
yhicli  had  been  appointed  to  inquire 
into  this  question.  It  had,  he  knew,  been 
contended  by  the  President  of  the  Board 
ot  Trade  that  bounties  were  beneficial  to 
tiie  oonsumei ;  but  the  Prime  Minister 
efidentlv  did  not  hold  the  same  views  as 
those  which  had  been  put  forward  by 
the  Board  of  Trade.  Beplying  to  a  de- 
putation, the  right  hon.  Qentleman  had 
said  that  he  did  not  think  any  benefit 


a  inequality  and  injustice  could 
be  ■  permanent  benefit  to  the  consumer  ; 
bat  that,  supposing  the  meaus  suggested 
U  a  remedy — a  countervailing  duty — 
were  soond — which,  of  course,  he  did  not 
acknowledge — they  were  precluded  from 
taking  eoch  action  by  reason  of  the 
Favoured  Nation  Clause  in  their  Treaties. 
He  (Mr.  Bitohie)  contended  that  if  they 
ware  10  precluded  by  the  letter,  they  were 
not  precluded  by  the  spirit  of  that  clause 
from  action  of  the  kind,  because  the 
spirit  of  the  clause  required  equality, 
and  bounties  destroyed  equality.  On 
Jufy  90th,  llarl  Qranville  wrote  as  fol- 
lows to  Mr.  Adams : — 

"I  hare  conndored,  in  commuuicatioii  with 
ths  Imw  Advisers  of  tho  Crown,  Iiord  Lytma' 
dgnatches  of  the  Sod  and  3rd  iiutant  roLitive 
Id  ute  French  Uercantile  Marino  Bill.  I  have 
now  to  infimn  yon  that  the  boimtiee  which  it 
Mpean  to  be  mtendod  to  giro  on  the  comtruc- 
tum  of  vessels  in  France,  and  on  long  voyages 
made  by  sooli  vcbbqIi,  do  not  in  precioc  t«nnB 
coutitnte  a  violation  of  the  itipulationa  of  the 
Cooimeroial  Treatiei  between  Oreat  Britain  and 
Fmux.  At  the  sune  tiine,  it  is  a  fair  mattor  of 
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TopTewntation  th»t  inch  bonntiCB  a^3  contrary 
to  the  spirit  and  intention  of  those  Troaliefi,  and 
will,  in  another  way,  produce  the  vorjr  effect 
which  their  atipulntiona  with  reforonco  to  im- 
port datiee  are  intended  to  prevent." 
Here  they  had  an  admission  by  Her 
Majesty'sGovemmeot  that  bounties  were 
contrary  to  the  spirit  and  intention  of 
their  Treaties,  and  brought  about  that 
which  it  was  the  object  of  those  Treaties 
to  prevent.  Were  they,  then,  to  bind 
themselves  again  to  such  Treaties,  or 
should  they  not  take  advantage  of  tjieir 
freedom  to  take  care  that  such  a  scandal 
as  that  pointed  out  by  Earl  Granville 
should  no  longer  continue  ?  They  had 
a  sure  and  certain  mode  of  putting  a 
stop  to  such  a  state  of  things.  Should 
they  again  render  themselves  unable  to 
avail  themselves  of  it  ?  Countervailing 
duties  were  not  antagonistic  to  the  prin- 
ciples of  Free  Trade.     Tht  Sptetator,  a 

lUghly 

lal,  thi 
the  Bubject- 

"  A  countervailing  duty  would  have  this  effect 
and  no  other,  that  all  tho  tagai  eubjoct  to  it 
would  still  come  in  which  woiud  have  come  in 
if  there  had  been  no  bounty,  and  no  moro ;  and 
this  is  just  what  tho  theory  of  Free  Trade  re- 
quiree.  Moreover,  tho  cost  of  this  tiscal  opera- 
tion would  Dot  fall  on  tho  wrong  persons,  as  the 
cost  of  a  countervailing  bounty  would.  Tho 
coonterviuling  duty,  if  imposLil.  would  deprive 
our  Bugor  consumers  of  a  tcmpunuy  advantage, 
very  unsettling  to  trade,  and  huviiig  a  tendency 
tofoaterunnatuml production;  but  in  doprivinff 
thorn  of  that  l<nnporary  odvantngo,  it  would 
confer  on  them  the  compenHating  ndvantnge  of 
not  being  subjoctM  to  needless  and  trj-ing  varia- 
tions of  price,  and  of  not  seeing  a  useful  class 
of  their  fellow-CD  untry men  vexatiously  injoted 
or  ruined  by  tho  caprice  of  foreign  countries." 
And  further  on,  writing  of  the  difficul- 
ties imposed  by  the  Favoured  Nation 
Clause  of  their  Treaties,  it  says — 

"  It  is  BO  deuht  a  sorious  difficulty,  and  per- 
haps at  present  iaauporable.     liut  clearly  — 


thoroughly    Liberal    and    Free    Trade 
jpumal,  thus  expresses  its  opinion  on 


And  wo  heartily  agroo  that  if  .  . 

tics  of  tho  case  can  he  got  over,  we  ought,  iu. 

renewing  our   CJommerciol  Treaties  with   the 


BO  harsh  that  it  sbuU  compel  us  to  deed  un- 
oqually  with  different  nations  under  the  name 
of  dealing  equally  with  all." 
This  was  the  policy  for  which  he  asked 
the  assent  of  the  House.  It  was  a  policy 
which  had  been  endorsed  by  very  high 
authoritieB,  some  of  them  prominent 
members  of  the  Gobden  Club,  and  it  was 
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a  policy  founded  on  instice  and  Free 
Trade.  So  much  for  that  portion  of  his 
subject,  and  he  had  now  only  to  say  a 
few  words  on  that  part  of  his  Besolution 
which  asked  Her  Majesty  to  withhold 
her  consent  to  any  Treaty  which  would 
bind  her  absolutely  to  its  provisions  for 
a  longer  period  than  12  months.  On 
that  point  he  would  at  once  remark  that 
there  was  almost  an  entire  unanimity  of 
opinion  in  the  manufacturing  and  com- 
mercial world.  Unquestionably,  it  would 
be  an  immense  advantage  to  be  able  to 
terminate  a  Treaty  at  12  months'  notice. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  said  that 
if  a  Treaty  were  unsatisfactory,  12 
months  was  too  long  for  it  to  remain 
in  force.  He  entire^  agreed  witii  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  that  point ;  but 
it  did  not  by  any  means  foUow  that  a 
Treaty  that  would  be  satisfactory  to  the 
Gt)vemment  would  be  equally  satisfac- 
tory to  the  people,  who,  under  tiie  present 
system,  might  find  that  they  were  tied 
and  bound  for  years  by  the  terms  of  a 
Treaty  which  they  did  not  approve.  The 
Prime  Minister  had  stated  that  the  terms 
of  the  new  Treaty  with  France  would 
not  be  more  unlavourable  to  British 
goods  than  were  those  of  the  last ;  but 
such  an  assurance  did  not  give  the  people 
of  this  country  much  hope  that  their  in- 
terests would  be  properly  looked  after. 
It  was  the  opinion  of  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,*  a  prominent  Mem- 
ber of  a  Government  which  had,  unfor- 
tunately, the  power  of  binding  them 
hand-and-foot,  that  a  Treaty  not  mate- 
rially worse  than  the  present  one  would 
be  satisfactory.  He  ventured  to  tell  him 
that  if  he  thought  such  a  Treaty  would 
bo  satisfactory,  he  very  much  miscal- 
culated the  opinion  of  the  vast  majority 
of  all  classes  of  the  country.  Nearly  every 
Treaty  of  importance  at  present  in  exist- 
ence was  terminable  at  12  month's  no- 
tice. Where  was  the  inconvenience  of 
making  this  Treaty  similar  in  regard  to 
time?  He  confessed  he  failed  to  see  any, 
and  that  he  was  sure  was  the  general  opi- 
nion of  the  mercantile  world.  But  the  in- 
convenience of  binding  them  for  a  term 
of  years  might  be  very  great  and  very 
real.  A  proj  ect  was  on  foot,  and  was,  he 
understood,  received  with  much  favour, 
to  form  a  great  Oustoms  Union  between 
their  Colonies  and  the  Mother  Country 
on  a  basis  of  Free  Trade.  If  they  bound 
themselves  to  a  Favoured  Nation  Treaty 

Mr.  Sitchie 


with  France  for  a  term  of  years,  the 
consequence  would  be  that  tiiey  would 
be  bound  to  accord  to  France  what- 
ever terms  they  miffht  tigree  to  with 
their  Colonies  or  with  any  other  Power 
in  return  for  concessions  on  their  part ; 
and  so  such  an  arrangement  would 
be  rendered  impossilile.  He  therefore 
urged  the  House  to  take  care  that  thej 
should  not  be  put  in  such  a  podtioQi 
and  that  any  l^eaty  to  which  ther  be* 
came  a  party  should  be  terminable  by 
12  monttis'  notice.  He  thanked  die 
House  for  the  patience  with  which  they 
had  listened  to  him.  He  was  afraid  he 
had  put  his  case  very  inadequately ;  but, 
at  least,  he  hoped  he  had  said  safficient 
to  induce  the  House  to  aissent  to  his 
Motion.  It  was  no  question  of  Proteo- 
tion,  but  one  of  simple  justice.  Bis 
object  was  to  prevent  their  already  dt« 
minishing  export  trade  fix)m  diminish- 
ing still  furtner  under  a  Treaty  more 
hostile  than  the  present  one ;  to  prevent 
their  home  traae  from  being  eztm- 
g^uished  by  means  of  bounties ;  and  to 
prevent  the  Government  from  oommzt- 
ting  them  to  a  Treaty  which  would  bind 
them  hand-and-foot  for  many  years  to 
an  engagement  which  might  prove  most 
detrimental  to  their  inter^ts.  Htiie  re- 
sult should  be  that  no  Treaty  at  all  was 
concluded,  the  loss  would  be  theirs,  not 
ours.  Thev,  at  least,  would  be  left  free 
to  take  whatever  course  mieht  seem 
most  advantageous  for  themsems.  llie 
aim  and  object  of  France  was  to  weaken 
our  position  as  a  manufacturing  and 
commercial  Power ;  and  the  people  of 
this  country  would  not,  he  was  certain, 
any  longer  tolerate  a  policy  of  submis- 
sion, which,  in  the  ena,  must  result  in 
national  misfortune.  The  hon.  Member 
concluded  by  moving  the  Besolution  of 
which  he  had  given  rfotioe. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  th« 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'*  an  humble  Address  bo  presented  to  the  Orown, 
praying  Her  Majesty  to  withhold  Her  consent 
from  any  Commerdu  Treaty  with  Fiance  which 
proposes  to  substitute  spedfio  duties  fdr  ad 
valorem  duties,  to  the  disadvantage  of  any  ar- 
ticle of  British  manufacture,  or  in  any  way  to 
raise  the  present  rate  of  duties  payable  on  sndi 
articles,  and  which  does  not  leave  Her  Majesty's 
Government  fuU  liberty  to  deal  with  the  qns^ 
tion  of  Bounties,  or  wluch  would  bind  "HmMtt^ 
jesty  absolutely  to  its  provisionfl  lor  a  longsr 
period  than  twelve  months,'*— (ifr.  J?fYMi#») 

— ^instead  thereof. 
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Qnestioii  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
noposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Qnefltti 


on. 


Sib  CHASLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
was  sorry  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
ipent  about  20  minutes  in  what  he  might 
call  '<  chaffing  "  the  Cobden  Club.  Time 
was  too  valuable  at  this  period  of  the 
Sanion  to  be  occupied  in  that  way.  The 
middle  portion  of  the  speech  was  of  a 
very  different  kind.  It  was  somewhat 
of  an  academic  dissertation,  if  one  could 
conceive  of  an  academy  holding  opinions 
BO  heretical  as  those  of  the  hon.  Member. 
In  the  latter  portion  of  the  speech  the 
hon.  Member  came  to  business,  and  told 
the  House  what  he  meant,  and  it  was 
with  that  portion  he  proposed  to  deal. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  remarked  that 
it  would  be  a  great  misfortune  if  the 
House  were  to  separate  without  discuss- 
ing a  Motion  of  this  kind ;  but  in  making 
that  remark  he  had  done  but  scant  jus- 
tice to  the  debate  which  had  taken  place 
on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Gloucester,  because,  although  the  Go- 
vernment had  on  that  occasion  opposed 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  as  being 
inopportune,  they  had,  at  all  events,  an 
ouuurluniiy  of  expressing  thoir  views 
wim  regard  to  it.  In  the  course  of  the 
debate  Her  Majesty's  Government,  al- 
though they  held  tnat  it  would  be  an 
undignified  proceeding  for  the  House  to 
cany  such  a  Besolution  at  a  time  when 
the  negotiations  were  going  on,  accepted 
the  principle  put  forward  by  the  hon. 
Hember.  The  hon.  Member  opposite, 
therefore,  would  have  saved  himself 
much  trouble  if  he  had  assumed  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  have 
adhered  strictlv  to  the  declarations  they 
had  made  on  this  subject  on  the  former 
occasion.  The  hon.  Member  had  said 
that  if  it  had  not  been  for  this  discussion 
to-niffht  the  country  might  have  been 
bound  by  a  Treaty  which  would  practi- 
cally have  excluded  British  goods  from 
France.  Did  the  hon.  Member  mean 
aerioualy  to  contend  that  such  would 
have  been  the  case,  when  the  Govern- 
ment had  already  declared  that  they 
would  not  be  parties  to  the  conclusion 
of  a  Treaty  with  France  which  would 
not  leave  British  g^ods  in  as  favourable 
aposition  as  they  had  formerly  occupied? 
The  hon.  Member  had  attacked  the  Go- 
vernment on  the  ground  that  they  had 
shown  too  much  favour  to  the  Chambers 


of  Commerce,  as  compared  with  the  work- 
ing people.   No  doubt,  it  was  difficult  to 
ascertain  exactly  who  were  the  proper 
representatives  of  the  working  people, 
while  it  was  easy  to  enter  into  communi- 
tion  with  the  Chambers  of  Commerce ; 
but,  nevertheless,  exactly  the  same  con- 
sideration had  been  shown  to  the  former 
as  to  the  latter.     The  hon.  Member  had 
also  attacked  the  Government  on  the 
ground  that  they  had  kept  back  docu- 
ments.    That  was  no  new  charge    to 
bring  against  a  Government,  for  it  had 
been  made  against  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site rViscount  Sandon)  when  ho  was  a 
Memoer  of  the  late  Government.     He 
must,  however,  complain  of  the  tone  in 
which  this  charge  had  been  brought 
against  the  present  Government  by  both 
the  hon.  Member  and  by  the  noble  Lord. 
It  had  not  been  usual  on  former  occa- 
sions to  lay  before  Parliament  Protocols 
of  conferences  or  of  negotiations  which 
had  not  terminated,  although  he  admit- 
ted that  directly  such  negotiations  had 
been  concluded  the  Papers  relating  to 
them  should  immediately  be  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House.     The  late  Go- 
vernment, however,   had  not  followed 
that  wise  course  on  several  occasions. 
The  late  Gk)vernment,  who  had  conducted 
several  negotiations  of  great  delicacy  and 
importance,  had  not  only  declined,  very 
properly,  to  produce  tLto  Papers  relating 
to  them  while  they  were  proceeding,  but 
they  had  also  refused  to  produce  them 
after  they  had  been  concluded.     Thus 
not  a  single  word  had  ever  been  pub- 
lished by  the  late  Government  relative 
to  the  negotiations  that  took  place  in 
London  in  1875  between  the  Government 
of  this  country  and  that  of  Italy  with 
regard  to  the  conversion  of  ad  valorem 
into  specific  duties.   Those  Papers  never 
were  laid  before  the  House,  and  the 
House  was  entirely  without  information 
on  the  subject ;  and  yet  the  noble  Lord 
blamed    the    present    Government    for 
maintaining  secrecy  with  regard  to  these 
negotiations,    although  they  had   kept 
their  promises  to  the  letter.     In   1877 
most  important  negotiations  were  held 
in  Paris.     Those  negotiations  were  full 
of  interest  in  their  bearing  on  these 
duties.     The  Papers  and  the  Protocols 
relating  to  them  were  never  laid  before 
Parliament  at  all.     Therefore,  he  hoped 
he  had  disposed  once  for  all  of  those 
charges  against  the  present  Government. 
But  there  was  a  special  point  which  was 
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raised  by  fhe  hon.  Member  in  his  speech 
just  now,  and  it  was  a  point  in  which  he 
was  supported  by  the  noble  Lord  the  late 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
that  was  that  the  present  Government 
laid  before  the  House  more  Papers  in 
French  than  previous  Gk)vemments  had 
done,  and  that  they  did  so  for  the  purpose 
of  secrecy.  He  should  not  be  contradicted 
by  anyone  who  was  able  to  speak  with 
knowledge  of  the  fact,  if  he  said  that 
the  present  Government  had  made  the 
translation   of   papers  more  common; 
that  the  late  Government  translated  far 
less  than  ever  had  been  the  case  before. 
The  translation  of  ordinary  correspon- 
dence was    discontinued    during  Lord 
Salisbury's  tenure  of  Office,  and   was 
discontinued  by  his  order,  and  was  only 
resumed  in  consequence  of   an    order 
given  by  Earl  Ghranville.  In  this  matter 
of  the  French  negotiations.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's GK)vernment  were  under  peculiar 
difficulties  with  regard  to  giving  infor- 
mation to  the  House,  and  for  mis  rea- 
son— that  while  on  their  side  they  had 
nothing  to    fear   from  publicity,  they 
could  not  lay  the  Papers    before  the 
House  without  the  consent  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  France,  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  France  had  not  the  same  ar- 
dent desire  for  publicity  in  this  matter 
by  which  Her   Majesty's   Government 
were  affected.     He  could  not  forget  that 
while  the  negotiations  were  going  on,  it 
behoved  him  to  speak  with  consider- 
able   discretion.      The    Motion   which 
had    been    brought   forward    by    the 
hon.   Member,  and  to  which  he  only 
alluded  in  almost  the    last   words   of 
his  speech,  contained  four  heads.     He 
began  by  stating  that  he  was  against 
the  conclusion  of  the  Treaty  if  it  con- 
tained any  conversion  of  ad  valorem  and 
specific  duties,  which  would  be  unfavour- 
able to  any  article  of   British  trade. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  made  their 
declarations  upon  the  subject  of  ad  va- 
lorem and  specific  duties  in  the  debate  on 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glou- 
cester (Mr.  Monk),  and  they  adhered  to 
the  declarations  they  then  made,  which 
declarations  had  been  repeated  several 
times  by  the  Prime  Minister  and  occa- 
sionally by  himself.     What   the  trade 
asked  was  that  the  average  on  which  a 
conversion  was  made  should  be  a  fair 
average,  and  should  not  damage  any 
important  branch  of  trade.     Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  asked  that  no  article 
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should  be  damaged.  They  had  stated 
distinctly  that  they  would  not  agree  to 
any  conversion  wblch  would  destroy  any 
branch  of  British  trade.  The  second 
thing  which  the  hon.  Member  asked  was 
this — that  the  Government  should  bind 
themselves  not  to  conclude  the  Treaty  if 
any  increased  duty  was  payable  on  any 
article,  as  he  (Sir  Oharles  W.  Dilke; 
understood,  of  British  manufacture.  Did 
the  hon.  Member  mean  to  say  that  if 
we  could  get  a  Treaty  beneficial  to  the 
linen  or  the  woollen  trade.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  should  not  agree  to 
it  because  there  was  a  rise  of  2d.  on 
straw  hats  or  some  other  article  which 
was  not  very  important  to  British  trade  ? 
It  seemed  to  hmi  that  that  propositioii 
carried  its  own  refutation.  The  hon. 
Member  spoke  of  the  Sugar  Bounties 
and  of  the  bounties  on  French  naviga- 
tion. The  Sugar  Question  was  dealt  with 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  he  had  no 
doubt  he  would  be  able  to  refer  to  it  in 
the  course  of  this  debate.  But  with  re- 
gard to  sugar,  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  French  Government  that  the  bounty 
system  should  cease  to  exist.  And  wiu 
regard  to  their  new  law  upon  naviga- 
tion, the  hon.  Member,  he  thought,  was 
disposed  to  greatly  exaggerate  the  im- 
portance of  that  law.  Certainly,  at  the 
present  moment,  the  British  shipping 
trade  was  in  a  very  flourishing  condi- 
tion, compared  with  the  shipping  trade 
of  France.  The  shipping  trade  of 
France  had  been  declining  steadily ;  and 
it  was  the  opinion  of  the  highest 
authorities  in  France  that  the  proposed 
law  in  regard  to  shipping  would  not 
prevent  that  decline,  but  would  prove 
ruinous  to  the  finances  of  that  coun- 
try. They  might  take  note  of  the  fiaot 
that  the  Minister  of  Commerce  did 
not  speak  in  support  of  that  Bill.  The 
country  would  oecome  tired  of  the 
law,  aud  it  was  not  likely  to  endure. 
He  thought  the  hon.  Member's  fourth 
proposition  was  less  likely  to  be  accepted 
even  than  the  other  three.  He  (Sr 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  entirely  agreed  with 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  when  he  said  that  if  a 
Treaty  were  a  bad  one  they  did  not  want 
it  for  12  months,  for  12  weeks,  for  12 
days,  for  12  hours,  or  even  for  12  se- 
conds; but  that  if  it  were  a  good  one, 
then  they  should  endeavour  to  secure 
that  repose  to  trade  which  was  given  \fj 
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i.Treaiy  of  long  duration.  A  Treaty  ez- 
pizing  eyery  12  months  would  beinsuffer- 
iblo  to  traders ;  and  in  this  matter  he 
thought  the  policy  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment was  a  wise  one  in  giving  all  their 
Ocnnmeitdal  Treaties  a  duration  of  10 
years,  for,  he  believed,  if  they  could  get 
igood  Treaty,  10  years  was  as  short  a 
time  as  they  eliould  make  it  exist.  With 
legard  to  tne  four  proposals  of  the  hon. 
Member,  he  must  refer  to  the  reply 
which  was  made  on  behalf  of  the  late 
Government  on  this  matter.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mac  Iver\ 
who  was  in  his  place  and  would  be  able 
to  correct  him  if  he  was  in  error,  was,  he 
believed,  one  of  the  leading  supporters  of 
the  policy  which  the  Mover  of  the  Beso- 
lution  had  advocated  to-night.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Birkenhead  supported  pro- 
posals of  this  kind  at  the  meeting  re- 
oenfly  held  in  Exeter  Hall.  [^LaughtfirJ] 
Hie  hon.  Member  for  North  Warwick- 
shire (Mr.  Newdegate)  smiled.  That 
hon.  Oentleman  was,  no  doubt,  now  pre- 
pared to  take  the  same  course  as  in  the 
days  when  he  stood  forward  as  the  soH- 
tazT  advocate  of  Protection.  In  1868 
and  1 869  the  hon.  Member  was  the  only 
Member  of  the  House  who  had  the 
courage  of  his  convictions  and  the 
ability  to  express  them  in  articulate  lan- 

0;e.  The  hon.  Member  for  Birkon- 
,  on  the  25th  of  April,  1879,  asked 
the  late  Government  to  give  a  pledge — 
not  four  pledges,  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Eitchie)  now 
asked  for.  He  asked  the  late  Govern- 
ment, in  regard  to  those  very  commer- 
cial nefi;otiations  with  France,  to  pledge 
themselves  to  the  abolition  of  the  «ur- 
Ux$  d'entrepdt.  The  case  as  to  that  was 
very  strong — the  strongest  that  they  had 
in  their  negotiations  with  France.  The 
hon.  Member  asked  the  late  Govern- 
ment to  promise  not  to  conclude  a  Treaty 
without  obtaining  satisfaction  as  to  the 
turtaxe  tTentrepdt,  and  the  reply  of  the 
late  Government  said — and  they  wore 
wise  words  —  that  it  would  be  wrong 
of  tiiem,  imprudent,  inconvenient,  and 
impolitic  to  give  any  assurance  be- 
forehand of  the  nature  of  the  condi- 
tions which  the  Government  would  re- 
quire in  negotiating  the  New  Treaty  with 
France.  ^Hiat  reply  must  be  his  reply 
to  the  four  propositions  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets.  He 
could  only  repeat  that  the  Government 
were  unablC;  for  the  reasons  given  by 


the  late  Government  in  1879,  to  pledge 
themselves  beforehand  to  make  the  con- 
clusion   or    the  non-conclusion  of  the 
Treaty  dependent  on  any  particular  pro- 
posals of  that  kind.     The  hon.  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  had  referred  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  not  having 
commumcated  the  Besolution  passed  on 
the  Motion  of   the  hon.  Member  for 
Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk)  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  France.    It  was  not  usual  or 
convenient  for  the  two  Governments  to 
communicate  the  Resolutions  come  to  by 
their  respective  Parliamentary  Bodies  to 
each  other.    But  the  Sepresentatives  of 
the  French  Eepublic    m  this  country 
who  were  negotiating  the  Treaty  were 
perfectly  aware  of  that  Resolution,  hav- 
ing read  the  papers  like  other  people, 
and  they  knew  also  the  character  of  the 
speeches  which  were  made  in  its  sup- 
port ;  and  he  might  state,  if  it  was  any 
satisfaction  to  the  hon.  Member,   that 
the  Resolution  was  the  subject  of  ani- 
mated conversation  at  the  meeting  of  the 
Commissioners  next   day.      The    hon. 
Member  had  insisted  in  much  detail  on 
the  impossibility  of  converting  advahr&m 
duties  into  specific  duties.    The  Govern- 
ment had  taken  every  possible  step  to 
obtain    the     best    ii:dPormation    which 
existed  in  the    country   on  the   exact 
force  of  the  French  proposals,  as  far 
as  they  had  them  up   to  the  present 
time.      They  had    communicated    per- 
sonally and  in  writing  with  the  lead- 
ing firms  and  with  all  who  chose  to  put 
themselves  in  communication  with  them  as 
to  the  possibility  or  impossibility  of  that 
conversion .     In  that  they  had  only  taken 
the    same  steps,  though,   perhaps,    in 
greater  detail,  as  were  taken  by  the  late 
Government  on  the  same  question  in 
1875,  during  the  Italian  negotiations. 
But  the  late  Government,   having  re- 
ceived all  that  information,  acted  in  the 
teeth  of  it,  and  sanctioned  those  duties 
by  renewing  a  Treaty  with  Italy  after 
the  Chambers  of  Commerce  of  York- 
shire had    almost   unanimously  asked 
them  to  have  nothing  to  do  with  them. 
It  was  impossible  to  give  any  pledge 
that  no    such  changes    in  certain  ar- 
ticles of  British  trade  would  be  allowed, 
or  that  that  they  would  not  be  allowed 
altogether.     But  the  Government  had 
distinctly  stated,  and  he  stated  again, 
that  they  would  not  consent  to  any  such 
change  as  would  put  an  end  to  any  con- 
siderable trade  in  any  article,  and  that 
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they  must  have  a  Treaty  on  those  points 
which  would  be  as  satisfactory  as  the  exist- 
ing Treaty.  The  hon.  Member  spoke  of 
the  decline  of  British  trade ;  and  though 
he  did  not  actually  propose  Protection,  yet 
he  suggested  the  imposition  of  duties  on 
foreign  goods  manufactured  in  this  coun- 
trv,  which  it  would  be  difficult  to  raise 
wil^out  Protection  to  the  British  manu- 
facturer. The  figures  put  forward  by 
the  hon.  Member  were  misleading,  and 
so  far  from  a  decline  there  was  an  in- 
crease, although  a  less  rapid  one  than 
in  former  yecu^,  jin  British  trade.  In 
1879,  addressing^  the  other  House,  Lord 
Beaconsfield  pomted  out  by  conclusive 
figures  that  British  trade  was  not  declin- 
ing then ;  and  if  that  was  the  case  then, 
how  much  more  must  it  be  the  case 
now,  when  there  was  a  reyiyal  of  trade  ? 
The  hon.  Member  asked  in  what  .town 
was  there  a  better  trade  than  existed  a 
few  years  ago  ?  He  might  mention 
Sheffield,  Nottingham,  and  Leicester. 
He  thought  that  even  the  cotton  trade 
was  in  a  more  fiourishing  state  this 
year,  and  that  almost  the  whole  of  the 
trades  of  England  were  in  a  better  con- 
dition this  year  than  they  were  last  year 
and  the  year  before.  A  pamphlet  pub- 
lished by  the  Association  which  was  agi- 
tating the  country  in  the  hon.  Member's 
sense  showed  that  the  hostile  Tariffs  were 
not  to  blame  for  a  reduction  of  the 
British  woollen  trade.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  carefully  avoided  referring  to 
proposals  for  taxing  the  food  of  the 
people.  He  had  proposed  a  duty  on 
silk  and  certain  other  articles.  A  large 
quantity  of  the  silk  brought  here  from 
France  was  brought  for  re-exportation ; 
and  it  must  be  remembered  that  it  was 
not  imported  entirely  for  our  own  con- 
sumption. When  the  hon.  Member 
talked  of  retaliating  against  France,  he 
should  recollect  that  a  large  part  of  our 
imports  from  France  consisted  of  food, 
and  he  would  be  playing  with  edged 
tools,  because,  althoughjas  representing 
a  constituency  like  the  Tower  Hamlete 
he  would  not  himself  propose  to  tax  the 
food  of  the  people,  yet  there  were  other 
persons  co-operating  with  him  who  did 
not  refrain  from  doing^  so.  There  was 
a  great  meeting  at  Exeter  Hall  last 
week — [^An  hon.  Mbmbee  :  Not  great.] 
— well,  if  it  was  not  a  great  meeting,  it 
was  not  from  any  want  of  advertizing  or 
mending  money.  At  that  meeting,  the 
coairmani  Sir  Algemon  Borthwick,  made 
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a  speech,  in  which  the  only  practical  pro- 
posal was  a  proposal  for  the  imposition 
of  a  tax  upon  the  food  of  the  people. 
He  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  ventured  to 
say  that  nothing  could  be  more  in  con- 
fiict  with  the  principles  which  were  put 
forward  in  the  House  of  Lords  by  the 
late  Earl  of  Beaconsfield  than  the  prinoi* 
pies  which  were  now  professed  by  the 
gentlemen  who  were  behind  this  agita- 
tion, and  who  held  their  meetingps  at  the 
Beaconsfield  Club. 

Mb.  RTTCHTE  said,  he  was  not  con- 
nected with  any  organization.  He  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  meeting  at  Exeter 
Hall,  nor  with  any  body  of  people  whidi 
the  hon.  Baronet  imagined  were  behind 
him. 

Sir  GHABLES  W.  DILEE  said,  he 
accepted  the  hon.  Member's  assoranoe 
that  he  was  not  connected  with  the  meet- 
ing, nor  with  aoybody  behind  him.  He 
(Sir  Charles  W.  Duke)  observed  that 
when  the  hon.  Member  in  his  speech 
said  he  was  not  going  to  impose  Protec- 
tion, the  hon.  Member  for  North  War- 
wickshire (Mr.  Newdegate)  sorrowfiilly 
wagged  his  head.  Notwithstanding  the 
hon.  Member's  assurance,  he  (Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke)  must  point  out  that  the  lead- 
ing promoters  of  this  meeting  were  those 
who  had  been  going  about  with  the  hon. 
Member.       

Mr.  EITCHIE:  Going  about! 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
hon.  Member  attended  several  meetings 
on  the  Sugar  Question. 

Mr.  EITCHIE:  One. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
thought  it  was  more ;  but,  of  course,  he 
accepted  the  assurance.  The  promoter 
of  that  meeting  was  a  Mr.  Kelly,  who  was 
one  of  the  leading  promoters  of  the  meet- 
ing at  Exeter  Hall.  Moreover,  taking 
into  consideration  the  moment  chosen 
for  this  Motion,  the  time  of  that  meeting, 
the  allusion  to  the  great  public  opinion 
outside,  and  the  similarity  of  the  hon. 
Member's  remarks  with  the  speeches  at 
that  meeting,  there  seemed  to  be  a  con- 
nection between  this  Motion  and  the 
agitation.  He  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
would  say  no  more,  except  that  he  be- 
lieved the  people  of  this  country  would 
not  tolerate  the  re-imposition  of  taxes 
upon  food;  and  those  who  advocated 
the  imposition  of  duties  upon  foreign 
ffoods  would  find  themselves  grcAUy 
hampered  by  their  alliance  with  ttiose 
who  advocated  taxes  upoxi  food.    He 
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muBt  repeat  that  the  GtoTemment  would 
offer  their  distinot  opposition  to  this 
Motion,  because  it  sought  to  pledge 
them  to  four  separate  conditions.  They 
oonld  not  pledge  themselves  with  regard 
to  these  four  proposals,  or,  indeed,  any 
condition  at  all.  They  took  their  stand 
on  the  same  ground  taken  by  the  late 
Qoremment,  that ''  it  would  not  be  pru- 
dent"— ^in  fact,  most  inconvenient — 
''  to  give  any  assurance  beforehand  of 
the  nature  of  the  conditions  that  would 
be  required  in  the  negotiation  of  a  new 
Treaty  with  France." 

Mb.  BITOHTFi  said,  he  wished  again 
to  declare  that  he  was  in  no  way  con- 
nected with  the  meeting  in  Exeter  Hall. 

VisoouNT  SANDON  said,  he  thought 
it  was  very  desirable  that  they  should 
at  once  make  ifc  dear  that  they  were  not 
to  be  persuaded  from  discussing  the 
mat  question  of  the  French  Treaty  by 
uie  akuful  way  in  which  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  had  mixed  up  the  discussion 
with  the  question  of  JProtection.  He 
imagined  were  was  hardly  anyone  in 
that  House  who  was  not  faithful  to  the 
genuine  principles  of  Free  Trade  as  they 
were  propounded  by  the  wise  founders 
of  that  movement  many  years  ago.  The 
hon.  Baronet  seemed  to  undervalue  the 
importance  of  this  great  and  grave 
matter.  He  tried  at  nrst  to  blame  him 
(Viscount  Sandon;  for  the  course  he  had 
taken  in  the  matter.  He  complained  of 
the  tone  he  had  taken.  If,  however,  the 
hon.  Baronet  and  the  Government  had 
taken  the  straightforward  course  of  sav- 
ins that  the  public  interests  would 
suffer,  the  Opposition  would  at  once 
have  ceased  to  ask  questions ;  but  when 
they  demanded  information,  they  were 
put  off  with  all  sorts  of  excuses.  Anyone 
who  perused  the  answers,  would  find  it 
exceedingly  difficult  to  get  anything  like 
a  definite  answer.  He  denied  entirely  that 
there  was  any  blame  attaching  to  the  Op- 
position from  the  tone  which  they  had 
adopted  in  these  matters.  The  Prime 
Mizuster  the  other  day  denied  that  there 
had  been  any  concealment  or  mystery, 
and  said  that  the  negotiations  should  be 
conducted  in  the  f uU  light  of  day,  and 
that  tJie  whole  commercial  world  should 
know  what  was  going  on.  But  what 
was  the  course  really  taken?  Before 
ttie  Commission  all  that  was  done  was 
to  issue  a  general  Circular,  and  after  the 
Oommiseion  met  a  few  times,  audiences 


were  given  to  deputies  representing 
various  trades.  The  hon.  Baronet  had 
not  g^ven  a  very  satisfactory  explana- 
tion of  the  publication  in  French  of  the 
Commercial  Tariff.  What  he  said  was 
that  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  had  pub- 
lished certain  despatches  in  French  ;  but 
everything  depended  upon  whom  the 
Papers  were  for.  The  Tariff  was  required 
bythecommercialcommunity  of  England, 
and  by  a  great  number  of  the  working 
men  of  England,  and  he  re-asserted  his 
position  that  it  was  a  most  extraordinarv 
thing  to  publish  the  Tariff  in  French 
just  when  the  negotiations  were  about 
to  begin,  and  when  everybody  wished  to 
know  what  the  conditions  were.  He 
was  borne  out  in  that  view  by  the 
Chambers  of  Commerce  of  Halifax, 
Glasgow,  Greenock,  Hull,  Leeds,  Mac- 
clesfield, Carlisle,  Dewsbury,  Nortli 
Shields,  and  Tynemouth.  The  Govern- 
ment must  have  known  the  feelings  of 
the  Chambers.  More  than  this,  thev 
dropped  out  all  information  about  agri- 
culture, which  was  seriously  affected  by 
the  now  French  Tariff.  The  duty  on  oxen 
was  increased,  as  it  was  on  game  and 
other  things,  and  on  fresh  butchers' 
meat  a  new  duty  was  levied ;  but  no  in- 
formation was  given  on  these  points,  the 
subject  was  entirely  ignored.  Even  had 
the  English  farmers  been  masters  of  the 
French  tongfue,  they  would  not  have 
known  the  cnangesproposed  and  affect- 
ing agriculture.  There  was  here  great 
reason  to  complain.  Why  did  not  the 
Qt)vemment  apply  in  the  winter  to  the 
Chambers  of  Commerce  to  supply  them 
with  their  views  ?  It  was  a  great  mis- 
take to  suppose  that  it  was  only  the 
trades  direcUy  affected  that  were  in- 
terested in  this  question.  There  were 
trades  in  this  coimtry — and  he  cited 
Wolverhampton  in  particular,  the  centre 
of  the  iron  and  other  trades — which  had 
not  been  included  even  in  the  Cobden 
Treaty.  The  Government  ought  to 
have  originated  communications  with  the 
great  centres  of  commerce  to  know  what 
their  views  were.  As  this  question  had 
been  treated  in  a  somewhat  cavalier 
manner,  it  was  necessary  to  go  back  to 
1860  and  to  see  the  views  that  were 
then  held.  Surely  the  whole  condition 
of  the  world  then  was  perfectly  different 
from  what  it  was  now.  He  would  quote 
the  words  of  the  Prime  Minister  to  show 
what  was  expected  from  the  example  of 
one  or  two  of  the  principal  countnes  on 
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the  rest  of  the  world.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  on  March  9,  1860 — 

**  We  came  to  the  conclusion  that  if  France 
once  frankly,  sincerely,  and  decisively  entered 
upon  the  career  of  freedom  of  trade,  her  own 
experience  of  the  commencing  stages  would  be 
a  security  for  her  proceeding  onwurds  towards 
its  consummation  such  as  we  could  not  by  any 
other  means  obtain.  That  is  the  meaning  of  the 
Treaty.  That  is  the  reason  of  the  avoidance  of 
minute  arrangements,  because  they  would  have 
been  a  total  misconception  of  the  fundamental 
principles  of  the  Treaty The  moral  con- 
tagion of  France  and  England  acting  together 

in  the  sense  of  liberty  of  commerce I 

believe  the  example  of  France  and  England 
joined  in  one  course  and  one  policy  will  turn  the 
hearts  and  minds  of  men  to  the  blessings  of 
peace  and  g^dually  spread  from  country  to 
country  a  sense  of  the  manifold  evils  that  result 
from  protection." 

He  would  venture  to  say  that  a  different 
tone  woiUd  be  adopted  now.  Those 
hopes  had  been  dashed  to  the  ground, 
and  they  had  to  face  a  new  state  of 
things.  The  judgment  of  the  Foreign 
Secretary  on  the  Treaty  of  1860  was 
that  to  a  gpreat  extent  it  had  been  one- 
sided; its  operation  had  not  been  so 
favourable  as  was  expected.  What  were 
the  provisions  of  that  Treaty  ?  The  dis- 
cussion was  too  apt  to  drift  into  general 
vituperation  of  Protection,  and  the  real 

Provisions  of  the  Treaty  were  forgotten, 
t  ought  to  be  borne  in  mind  that  it  was 
originally  made  for  1 0  years  only.  They 
gave  up  duties  amounting  to  £1,200,000, 
and  bound  themselves  not  to  impose  fresh 
ones.  The  French  agreed  to  put  no 
higher  duty  than  80  per  cent  upon  any 
article  of  commerce.  The  community 
were  not  satisfied  with  that  Treaty.  But 
it  was  made  in  a  period  of  superabun- 
dant hopefulness.  What  had  been  its 
effect?  No  doubt,  since  it  was  made 
there  had  been  a  great  increase  of 
trade  between  this  coimtry  and  France. 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
said  the  increase  had  been  fourfold. 
How  had  the  two  countries  respectively 
been  affected  ?  He  would  quote  from 
the  figures  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Surrey,  who  was  a  great 
authority  in  these  matters.  Taking  the 
10  years  from  1851  to  1860,  their  im- 
ports from  France  were  £113,000,000; 
exports  to  France,  £83,000,000 ;  or,  ex- 
cluding foreign  and  colonial  produce 
passing  through  this  country  as  an  m- 
trepdt,  exports  were  £39,000,000,  as 
against  £113,000,000  of  imports.  In 
1861-70    imports    were    £296,000,000; 


exports,  deducting  foreigpa  and  colonial 
produce,  £129,000,000.  In  1871-80, 
there  were  £421,000,000  of  imports, 
against  exports,  deducting  foreign  and 
colonial  produce,  £124,000,000.  Thai 
was  a  picture  of  how  fairly  the  Treaty 
had  acted  with  respect  to  the  trade  of 
the  two  countries.  He  thought  it  was 
impossible  to  conceal  from  themselves  the 
fact  that  the  knowledge  of  the  enormous 
preponderance  of  their  imports  from 
France  over  our  exports  to  that  countzy 
was  creating  a  feehnff  of  irritation  and 
uneasiness  amongst  the  working  people 
of  this  country.  n\xi  as  to  the  refu  con- 
dition of  their  negotiations  with  France, 
only  a  few  favoured  Chambers  of  Com- 
merce had  been  informed;  the  rest  of 
the  country  had  been  left  in  ignorance, 
and  would  not  have  an  opportunity  of 
judging  whether  a  good  or  bad  bargain 
was  being  made.  The  general  belief 
was  that  the  increase  in  the  French 
Tariff  would  cause  a  rise  of  25  per  cent 
over  the  present  duties.  Then,  the 
change  from  ad  valorem  to  specific  duties 
was  a  serious  one,  and  the  hon.  Baronet 
had  treated  the  question  too  cavalierly. 
Chambers  of  Commerce  looked  upon  the 
question  as  of  the  highest  importance, 
and  had  an  insuperable  objection  to  it. 
In  addition  to  these  great  changes, 
France  proposed  to  make  another  great 
change  with  respect  to  Shipping  Boun- 
ties. The  hon.  Baronet  treated  the 
question  of  Shipping  Bounties  very 
lightly;  but  he  could  assure  him  that 
was  not  the  tone  taken  by  the  most  expe- 
rienced men  in  the  country.  He  said 
they  would  not  last  long.  But  that  was 
said  long  ago  about  Protection,  which 
even  now  showed  no  signs  of  disappear- 
ing. The  feeling  on  that  question  was 
very  strong  both  in  England  and  Scot- 
land. He  would  not,  however,  take 
English  opinion  on  this  subject ;  but  he 
would  take  the  opinion  of  the  Edinburgh 
Chamber  of  Commerce — shrewd  Scotdli- 
men — who,  after  a  discussion  on  the  sub- 
ject, passed  this  resolution — 

**  That,  in  view  of  the  increasing  protectiYe 
character  of  French  legislation,  especially  in  ro- 
spect  to  the  proposed  system  of  Shipping  Boun- 
ties, it  is  inexpedient  to  condude  anv  Commer- 
cial Treaty  with  France  which  will  have  th« 
effect  of  interfering  with  the  free  action  of  the 
British  Govomment  in  regard  to  its  fiscal 
arrangements." 

The  Edinburgh  Chamber  of  Commerce 
looked  upon  me  enormous  trade  of  the 
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neat  lines  of  BteaznBhips,  Buoh  as  the 
Oanard  Line,  with  its  immense  number 
of  ewipUn/iSy  as  greatly  affected  by  those 
Boontiee.  By  those  interests  the  present 
state  of  things  was  looked  upon  as  most 
ilarming.  Similar  views  were  expressed 
at  Glasgow.  If  shrewd  Scotchmen  were 
alazmed  on  the  subject  of  the  Shipping 
Bounties,  people  in  England  should  look 
yery  sharpy  to  this  matter ;  and  he  was 
Borry  to  find  how  very  little  the  Goyem- 
inent  seemed  to  be  alive  to  this  gprave 
question.  He  ventured  to  say  that  the 
position  was  a  very  grave  one,  and,  he 
thought,  ought  to  be  treated  with  rather 
more  gravity  by  the  Government.  He 
did  not  think  it  was  at  all  fair  that  an 
endeavour  should  be  made  to  put  them 
off  the  scent  by  talking  of  P^tection, 
whereas  what  they  wanted  was  a  serious 
and  sober  consultation  as  to  a  matter  of 
grave  national  interest.  Nor  were  the 
accounts  received  from  their  Consuls 
abroad  more  encouraging.  Their  Consuls 
at  Havre  and  Nantes  had  written 
aooounts  of  the  Bounty  system  which 
were  calculated  to  cause  the  greatest 
alarm.  He  could  by  no  means  take  the 
eQuUur  de  rote  view  of  their  commercial 
position  which  the  hon.  Baronet  had 
expressed.  He  quite  agreed  that  the 
trade  of  England  was  enormous ;  but  he 
knew  enough  of  the  feeling  prevalent 
in  the  great  centres  of  industry — in 
London,  Liverpool,  Staffordshire,  and 
the  Black  Country — to  make  him  feel 
that  every  possible  endeavour  should  be 
made  to  better  their  position,  and  that 
they  needed  every  possible  advantage 
that  the  Government  could  give  them 
which  might  raise  and  increase  the 
emoluments  which  they  got  from  the 
trade  of  their  country.  So  far  as  he 
could  see,  they  could  not  ignore  the  fact 
that  depression  did  exist ;  and  it  was  no 
use  shutting  their  eyes  to  it,  that  there 
was  a  lack  of  employment,  and  that 
there  was  a  f  eeUng  that  their  sufferings 
were  considerably  due  to  the  general 
dosing  of  the  markets  of  the  world  to 
this  country.  Whether  they  were  right 
or  wrong  was  a  matter  for  very  serious 
and  careful  consideration,  and  he  felt 
they  were  bound  to  give  that  considera- 
tion to  it.  What  nation  in  the  world 
was  now  opening  its  markets  to  them  ? 
Was  Austria,  Italy,  Germany,  or  the 
United  States,  or  their  own  Colonies  ? 
What  leading  market  was  more  open  to 
tbemi  "withtjie  exception  of  Turkey,  than 


it  was  30  years  ago  ?  Instead  of  that 
they  saw  tms  spectacle.  It  seemed  to  be 
almost  a  law  that,  as  force  institutions 
prevailed,  as  popular  Assemblies  gained 
more  and  more  control  of  the  great 
States  of  the  world,  as  the  popular  voice 
got  more  powerful  and  potent  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  affairs,  it  seemed  almost 
to  be  a  law  that  industries  of  these  coun- 
tries were  immediately  greatly  more  pro- 
tected in  consequence.  It  only  bore  out 
the  wisdom  of  the  remark  made  by  the 
Earl  of  Beaconsfield  in  1860,  when  he 
said  that  they  could  never  trust  to  the  de- 
mocracy of  France  to  allow  her  great 
industries  to  be  subverted  or  destroyed. 
He  thought  this  country  would  act  very 
rashly,  with  the  great  uncertainty  of 
trade  which  existed,  if  they  bound  them- 
selves to  Treaties  for  any  long  period. 
The  hon.  Baronet  expressed  great  con- 
tempt with  regard  to  this ;  but  let  him 
observe  that  Parliament  would  have  no 
chance  whatever  of  having  its  say  with 
respect  to  the  bargain  to  be  made  with 
France.  The  Treaty  would  be  virtually 
concluded,  and  it  might  be  a  matter  for 
a  Vote  of  Censure  on  the  Government 
next  year.  Considering  the  feeling  of 
the  country  and  the  uncertainty  of  trade 
for  the  future,  it  was  surely  wiser  to 
limit  the  Treaty  to  12  months.  After 
the  experiment  it  might  be  wise  enough, 
if  the  country  approved,  to  continue  the 
Treaty  for  a  longer  period ;  but  he  ven- 
tured to  say  it  would  be  much  more 
acceptable,  both  to  the  leading  manu- 
facturers and  to  the  great  mass  of  the 
working  people,  if  it  was  settled  that  their 
future  with  France,  considering  the  enor- 
mous interests  involved,  should  not  be 
tied  up  for  a  very  long  period.  There 
was  one  argument  which  he  wished  the 
House  to  attend  to.  The  Prime  Minister 
seemed  to  treat  as  a  very  slight  affair 
their  Treaties  being  terminable  after  10 
years.  He  held  in  his  hand  a  list  of  the 
Treaties  with  Austria,  Belgium,  Italy, 
Columbia,  Eussia,  Sicily,  and  the  United 
States.  The  period  of  10  years  for  which 
they  wore  mostly  settled  had  long  since 
expired,  and  in  many  of  these  cases  trade 
with  those  countries  had  been  going  on 
with  a  12  months'  notice  for  periods  of 
8,  12,  and  16  years.  He  never  heard 
that  there  was  any  uncertainty  with  re- 
gard to  those  countries.  He  would, 
therefore,  beg  the  House  to  insist  that 
the  Treaty  with  France  should  be  con- 
cluded only  for  a  short  period.    He  had 
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very  considerable  fear  with  regard  to 
the  action  of  the  Ooyemment  in  respect 
to  this  Treaty.  There  had  been  what 
was  called  so  much  shilly-shallying 
about  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  junior  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  surely  meant  something 
when,  writing  in  the  course  of  last 
month,  he  stated  that — 

'*  Her  Majesty's  Govemment  will  be  guided 
by  the  general  sentiment  of  this  country.  I 
have  no  doubt  that  this  feeling  is,  generally 
speaking,  opposed  to  the  conclusion  of  any 
Troaiy  -w^nch.  should  be  materially  worse  in  its 
terms  than  the  present  one." 

That  he  (Yiscoimt  Sandon)  held  to  be  a 
very  threatening  expression  to  use.  He 
believed  it  entirely  misrepresented  the 
feeling  of  the  country.  They  did  not 
want  a  Treaty  worse  than  the  present 
one.  On  the  other  hand,  they  wanted 
one  better,  and  he  believed  the  country 
would  be  bitterly  disappointed  if  they 
found  they  had  a  Treaty  not  much  bet- 
ter. Then,  again,  the  langu^e  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
himself  was  very  doubtful.  He  said 
they  would  not  agree  to  anything  which 
would  destroy  any  article  of  British 
trade,  as  if  he  thought  it  possible  that 
any  British  Govemment  would  conclude 
a  Treaty  with  France  which  should  de- 
stroy an  article  of  British  trade.  All 
this  pointed,  not  to  a  better  Treaty,  but 
a  worse  Treaty.  The  truth  was,  that 
France  was  evidentiy  very  clever  about 
this.  She  had  frightened  Her  Majesty's 
Government  apparently,  and  the  fact 
was  they  felt  now  that  u  they  got  some- 
thing a  littie  worse  than  the  present 
Treaty  they  would  do  a  very  good  thing 
in  comparison  with  the  state  of  things 
which  f^rance  dangled  before  their  eyes. 
He  wanted,  without  doubt,  a  much  bet- 
ter Treaty.  Allusion  had  been  made  to 
the  Cobden  Club,  and,  as  this  was  so, 
he  would  venture  to  quote  the  words  of 
the  noble  Lord,  now  President  of  the 
Council,  who,  as  president  of  the  Club, 
said,  as  reported  in  The  Times  in  July, 
1880— 

"We  find  that  the  principles  of  this  Club  are 
becoming  prominent  all  over  the  world,  and 
that  in  Free  Trade,  in  foreign  policy,  and  in 
home  policy,  those  principles  are  what  you  have 
adopted  as  the  motto  for  your  books — *  Free 
Trade,  peace,  and  goodwill  among  nations.'  " 

This  expression  showed,  in  his  view, 
that  there  were  many  gentlemen  liv- 
ing in  a  sort  of  fool's  paradise.   They 
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were  shutting  up  the  markets  of  the 
world,  instead  of  opening  them,  when 
they  abandoned  such  commeroial  out- 
posts as  Candahar — ^many  of  which,  he 
thought,  in  the  future  would  have  led  to 
a  great  increase  in  British  trade.  If  they 
went  on  the  principle  of  drawing  in,  in- 
stead of — where  it  legitimately  oould  be 
done — opening  out  fresh  markets  fbr 
themselves,  it  behoved  them  to  be  still 
more  careful  in  their  negotiations  with 
the  old  coimtries  of  the  world ;  and,  as 
far  as  he  saw,  there  was  no  substantial 
indication  that  the  Govemment  were 
awake  to  the  serious  gravity  of  this 
matter.  He  would  venture  to  appeal  to 
all  those  who  valued  the  principles  of 
Free  Trade,  llronieal  eksert,']  That 
was  the  way  the  Govemment  tried,  if 
they  could,  to  throw  this  matter  of  ocmph- 
mercial  negotiations  into  a  question  of 
Protection;  but  he  would  appeal  to 
those  who  valued  Free  Trade  to  oe  veiy 
careful  in  their  negotiations  with  the 
rest  of  the  world,  so  as  to  secure  that 
their  great  industries  should  not  suffer 
and  be  seriouslv  damaged  by  the  Pro- 
tection action  of  other  nations,  beoanse 
he  thought  he  must  be  veiy  blind  to  the 
signs  of  the  times  who  did  not  see  thai 
for  some  reason  or  other  their  erpoits 
were  diminishing,  and  the  oountry  was 
flooded  with  foreign  productions,  and 
that  in  consequence  there  was  sure  to 
be  a  feeling  arise  against  the  principles 
of  Free  Trade.  He  trusted  they  would 
have  some  more  satisfactory  statement 
from  the  Govemment,  and  some  assur- 
ance that,  in  revising  their  relations  with 
France,  tiiey  would  not  bind  themselves 
for  a  period  of  many  years 

Mr.  J.  K.  CEOSS:  I  heartily  agree 
with  a  good  deal  that  has  fidlen  mnn 
the  noble  Viscount  (Viscount  Sandon), 
and  with  some  of  tiie  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Bitchie),  and  so  far  as  their  reoom- 
mendations  to  the  Govemment  go,  as  to 
the  making  of  a  Treaty  with  France, 
which  shall  be  better  than  the  present 
Convention,  the  noble  Lord  and  the  hon. 
Member  will  have  the  support  of  almost 
every  Member  on  this  side  of  the  Honse. 
But  it  seems  to  me.  Sir,  that  there  is  a 
good  deal  of  misapprehension  as  to  the 
bearings  of  this  question,  as  to  ourtiade 
with  France,  and  also  as  to  our  trade 
with  many  foreign  countries ;  and  a  good 
deal  of  the  opposition  to  the  negotiation 
of  a  new  Treaty  is  based  uf(mignaaac9 
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of  fSeuit.  Xhere  are  certainly  objections 
to  any  Treaty  of  Commerce  from  a  Free 
Trade  standpoint;  the  greatest,  to  my 
mind,  being  that  we  give  colour  to  the 
fallacy  that  in  reducing  or  abolishing 
import  duties  it  is  not  the  nation  which 
abolishes  the  duty  which  is  chiefly  bene- 
fited, that  it  is  not  the  nation  which 
adopts  Free  Trade  that  gains  the  most. 
Then,  why  have  a  Treaty  at  all  ?  For 
this  reason,  Sir,  that  without  Treaty  our 
ffoods  will  be  subject  to  the  General 
Tariff— a  Tariff  which  before  1860  was 
prohibitive,  and  which  is  largely  pro- 
nibitiye  now,  but  with  which  we  have 
no  more  right  to  interfere  than  we  have 
to  interfere  with  the  Tariffs  of  the  United 
States  or  Germany.  We  have  abso- 
lutely nothing  to  do  with  the  fiscal,  or 
even  with  the  protective,  arrangements 
of  foreign  countries;  their  Ti^Lffs  are 
arranged  by  their  Bulers  in  what  they 
conceive  to  be  their  own  interest ;  and 
though  we  know  that  they  would  be 
miners  by  the  abolition  of  edl  protective 
auties,  we  have  no  rij^t  to  impose  our 
notions  upon  them.  What  interest  can 
be  served  by  trying  to  tie  up  the  hands 
of  the  Government,  and  by  forcing  them 
to  break  off  negotiations  before  they 
know  what  are  the  best  terms  offered 
by  France?  The  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  perfectly  dear  in  this  matter; 
they  understand  the  interests  of  the 
community ;  and  surely  those  who  are 
so  capable  in  the  ordinary  affairs  of  life 
will  be  able  to  negotiate  a  Treaty  which 
will  be  satisfactory,  if  such  a  Treaty  be 
possible.  The  noble  Lord  seems  to  be 
labouring  imder  an  extraordinary  de- 
lusion respecting  the  General  Tariff,  and 
he  oonfounds  it  with  the  Tarif  d  Discuterj 
azguinff  as  if  they  were  one  and  the 
same  thing.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamets  considers  specific  duties 
an  evil.  Speaking  as  a  manufacturer, 
wishing  to  do  the  largest  possible  trade 
with  France,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  in  every  case  where  it  is  possible  to 
assess  a  specific  duty  at  all,  it  is  prefer- 
able to  an  ik^  valorem  duty.  It  is  much 
better  for  the  manufacturers  of  this 
oountiy  that  the  duties  charged  upon 
their  goods  should  always  bear  the  same 
relative  proportion  to  their  cost  of  pro- 
duction, irrespective  of  raw  material; 
that  the  duty  should  always  bear  the 
same  proportion  to  the  wages.  In  cases 
where  the  raw  material  varies  greatly  in 
price,  the  price  of  goods  varies  also, 


and  with  ad  valorem  duties,  the  tax  upon 
the  goods  will  at  one  time  be  equal  to 
30  per  cent,  and  at  another  to  60  per 
cent,  on  the  wages  price.  It  is  better 
for  the  French  competitor  also  that  the 
duties  should  be  specific,  for  he  will 
then  be  able  to  depend  on  a  certain 
fixed  protection,  whereas  in  the  case  of 
ad  valorem  duties  his  protection  is  a 
movable  quantity,  not  easily  ascertain- 
able. The  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  went  on  to  speak  of  the  Sugar 
Bounties.  That  is  a  matter  which  has 
often  been  discussed  in  the  House,  and 
which  has  caused  much  interest  in  the 
country ;  but  it  has  always  been  a  ques- 
tion whether  the  effect  of  the  drawback 
was  properly  understood.  A  great  re- 
duction has  taken  place,  not  only  in  the 
duty  but  also  in  the  drawback  allowed 
on  refined  sugar  exported  from  France ; 
and  the  saccharine  test  has  been  altered, 
so  that  now,  I  believe,  there  is  no  bounty 
whatever  on  its  export ;  and  when  sugar 
refiners  complain  that  they  are  injured 
by  the  drawback  allowed  by  the  Austrian 
Government  on  raw  sugar,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  that  they  are  injured  by  the 
French  drawback  on  refined  sugar,  I 
really  do  not  imderstand  what  they 
mean;  for,  at  any  rate,  the  drawback 
on  raw  sugar,  if  it  has  any  effect,  must 
cheapen  raw  sugar  to  them.  What  are 
the  facts  concerning  French  refined 
sugar?  The  latest  published  accounts 
of  the  French  Government  show  that 
the  exports  of  refined  sugar  from  France 
to  all  the  world — exports  which  are  ruin- 
ing the  English  sugar  refiner — have 
fallen  from  74,000,000  francs  in  1876  to 
39,000,000  francs  in  1881,  in  the  first 
six  months  of  the  year,  or  that  they  are 
about  half  now  what  they  were  in  1875  ; 
and  still  our  sugar  refiners  seem  to  be 
no  better  off  for  the  failure  of  the  com- 
petition. I  am  told  that  some  of  the 
members  of  one  great  Scotch  firm  have 
bought  land  on  the  Thames,  are  spend- 
ing £15(»,000,  and  are  going  to  produce 
70,000  tons  a- year  more  refined  sugar, 
to  add  to  the  depression.  I  heard  some- 
thing the  other  aay  which  will  illustrate 
the  position  of  the  sugar  refiners.  Some 
six  sugar  refiners,  I  think  from  Liver- 
pool, called  to  see  an  hon.  Member,  and 
met  him  in  the  Lobby ;  they  told  him 
their  dismal  story,  to  which  he  listened 
with  patience.  When  they  had  finished, 
he  said — "Well,  gentlemen,  if  you  can 
find  me  a  sugar  refiner  who  lives  in  a 
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hooBO  of  lesB  than  £200  a-year  rent,  I 
will    support    Mr.    Bitchie's    Motion." 
They  sighed,  but  they  went  away  sor- 
rowful, for  they  had  great  possessions. 
Next  day,  he  met  two  of  tnem  in  the 
Boyal  Academy,  and  asked  if  they  had 
bought  any  pictures.  **  No,"  they  said, 
"  there  is  nothing  worth  buying ; "  but 
one  of  the  gentlemen  found  something 
worth  buying  before  he  left  town,  for  he  is 
reported  to  have  bought  a  pleasant  little 
house  for  the  modest  sum  of  £37,000. 
Of  course,  there  may  be  poor  sugar  re- 
finers ;  but  in  such  cases  as  these  I  do 
not  think  much   sympathy  is  needed. 
There  are  a  great  many  people  outside 
the  House  who  oppose  a  new  Treaty  with 
France  on  very  different  grounds ;  but 
the  question  is  really  whether  the  Beso- 
lution  brought  for  ward  to-night  is  not  an 
unfurlmg  of  the  old  flag  of  Protection  ? 
I  am  glad  to  hear  hon.  Members  say 
that  nothing  is  further  from  their  inten- 
tion ;  but  what  are  the  reasons  alleged 
for  tiie  great  opposition  to  this  Treaty  V 
It  has  been  stated  over  and  over  again  by 
Members  outside  this  House,  and  inside 
too,  and  in  the  public  Press,  that  our 
trade  is  in  a  decaying  state.    There  was 
a  meeting  the  other  night  in  a  great  hall 
in  London,  at  which  many  Members  of 
Parliament  were  present ;  it  was  there 
stated  that  the    effect   of  Commercial 
Treaties  had  been    disastrous  to  this 
countnr;  that  France  was  now  in  the 
yan  of  commerce,  America  second,  and 
England  a  bad  third.  There  were  a  good 
many  Members  of  Parliament  present, 
but  not  one  of  them  had  the  ^ace — 
nay,  I  may  say  not  one  of  them  Bad  the 
common    honesty  —  to   protest  against 
such  a  statement.    A  bttle  time  ago  I 
ventured  to  move  for  a  Beturn  showing 
the  exports  of  France  and  England,  in 
their    nome    manufactures    of  cotton, 
woollen,  linen,  and  silk.     That  Beturn, 
presented  on  the  1st  July,  showed  that 
the  exports  of  England  were,  in  1849, 
£40,000,000;    in    1859,    £73,000,000; 
1869,      £107,000,000  ;     in      1879, 


in 


£94,000,000 ;  and  in  1880  they  were 
£109,000,000.  The  French  exports  of 
the  same  manufactures  were — in  1849, 
£16,000,000  ;  in  1859,  £32,000,000;  in 
1869,£35,000,000;  in  1879,  £28,000,000 ; 
and  in  1880  they  were  £29,000,000; 
showing  an  increase  in  the  English  ex- 
ports between  1859  and  1879  of  32  per 
cent,  against  a  decrease  in  the  French 
exports  in  the  same  period  of  11  per 


cent ;  and,  carrying  the  comparison  on 
to  the  year  1880,  we  find  mat  whilst 
the  English  exports  of  these  four  staple 
articles  had  between  1859  and  1880  in- 
creased 50  per  cent,  the  French  exports 
of  her  own  production  of  these  aitioles 
had  decreased  10  per  cent.     How  then 
can  it  be  said  that  France  is  beatingus 
out  of  the  markets  of  the  world  ?    dvX 
I  shall  be  asked  why  do  I  not  oompare 
the  international   exports  and  imports 
of  the  two  countries  r    Is  it  not  a  fact 
that  France  sends  to  us  much  more  than 
we  send  to  her  ?    Yes,  she  sends  to  us 
direct  much  more  than  we  send  to  her 
direct;  but  what  does  it  matter  to  us 
if  she  takes  calioo  from  Manchester  in 
return  for  butter,  or  if  she  takes  silk  firom 
China  or  coffee  j&om  Ceylon  ?  The  goods 
sent  from  here  to  those  oountriee  really 
discharge  our  debt  to  France.    A  good 
deal  of  stress  is  laid  on  the  fact  that,  ac- 
cording to  the  Betums,  France  appears 
to  be  sending  to  us  some  £15,000,000  a- 
year  more  merchandize  than  we  send  to 
her ;  and  we  are  asked  if  this  will  not 
cause  a  drain  of  buUion,  and  if  this  is 
not  the  sign  of  a  losine  trade  P    Well, 
Sir,  how  stands  the  bumon  aooonnt?    I 
have  as  much  right  to  judge  the  state  of 
trade  by  the  bullion  account  as  anyone 
else  has  to  judge  it  by  the  trade  account ; 
and  if  I  find  that  we  get  much  more 
bullion  from  France  than  we  send  to  her, 
I  might  point  to  that  as  a  proof  of  a 
profitable  trade.    What  are  the  facts  ? 
in  the  last  two  years  we  have  received 
from  France  £9,437,000  in  gold  and 
silver  coin  and  bullion,   and  we  have 
sent    to    her    £2,192,000,    showing   a 
balance  in  our  favour  of  £7,245,000 ; 
and  I  have  just  as  much  right  to  ^uote 
this  as  a  proof  of  profitable  trade  as  hon. 
Members  have   to  quote   their  figures 
as  a  proof  of  unprofitable  trade.     But, 
Sir,    such    comparisons    are  worthless. 
Then,  an    exact  comparison  is  impos- 
sible for   another   reason ;   our   Board 
of   Trade    Betums     do    not    discrimi- 
nate between  goods  going  into  France 
through    foreign    countries    and    those 
which   are  sent  for  home  consumption 
to  those  countries.    In  connection  with 
the  Treaty  Commission  I  had  occasion 
to  try  to  obtain  accurate  information. 
Finding  that  the  export  of  English  yam 
to  France  appeared  in  the  export  tables 
as  £478,000,  and  not  thinking  this  cor- 
rect, I  made  inquiries  from  half-a-dosen 
merchants   in  Manchester,  and  foiind 
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thai  tliey  alone  sent  more  yams  to 
Erance  than  the  export  tables  showed, 
but  that  the  greater  part  of  their  send- 
ings  went  through  Antwerp,  and  did 
not  appear  in  the  exports  to  France  at 
all.  1  found  also  that  many  goods 
coming  to  this  country  from  Switzerland 
and  some  from  Italy  were  entered  among 
the  French  imports,  making  it  impos- 
sible to  compare  the  items  of  inter- 
national trade.  But  really  these  returns 
matter  nothing.  These  matters  may  be 
well  left  to  our  merchants.  What  our 
merchants  have  to  do  is  this — they  have 
to  take  care  that  they  get  more  than 
they  give.  What  are  our  Board  of 
Trade  Betums  ?  They  are  a  record  of 
the  sum  total  of  the  national  business 
^-a  record  of  the  aggregate  of  the  indi- 
tidoal  transactions  of  our  merchants; 
but  I  am  afraid  they  are  something 
which  many  hon.  Members  do  not  under- 
iftaad,  for  when  it  is  stated  that  our  im- 
ports are  £120,000,000  a-year  more  than 
wa  exports,  I  hear  hon.  Members  say, 
shaking  their  heads — ''  What  nation  on 
earth  can  stand  such  a  drain  ?  "  Well, 
Sir,  the  drain  has  been  going  on  for  a 
long  while.  In  the  last  23  years  we 
haTeimported£l,600,000,000more  mer- 
chandize and  some  £70,000,000  more 
coin  and  bullion  than  we  have  ex- 
ported ;  we  have,  at  the  same  time,  in- 
creased our  foreign  investments  in  a 
marvellous  manner.  We  have  more 
railways,  more  shipping,  more  mines 
and  manufactories,  and  more  comforts 
of  all  kinds;  and  I  venture  to  think 
that  even  if,  in  the  course  of  a  few 
years,  our  imports  should  exceed  our 
exports  by  £200,000,000  annually,  we 
shall  not  be  ruined.  I  may  mention 
one  article  which  does  not  appear  in  the 
Board  of  Trade  Beturns  at  SA,  We  do 
a  large  business  as  manufacturers  and 
exporters  of  ships  ;  but  ''  shipping  " 
does  not  appear  among  our  many  ex- 
ports. May  I  say  a  few  words  as  to 
uie  meaning  of  the  great  iiffures  put 
before  us  by  the  Board  of  Trade?  Hon. 
Members  cannot  quite  understand  how 
it  is  we  get  home  £120,000,000  a-year 
more  than  we  send  out.  It  arises,  to  a 
great  extent,  from  the  fact  that  our  mer- 
Oiants  know  exceedingly  well  what  they 
fore  doinff.  When  they  send  a  com- 
modity abroad  they  must  get  more  for 
it  than  they  g^ve  at  home.  If  the  House 
will  allow  me,  I  will  give  in  detail  three 
instances  of  our   export   and   import 
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trade.  In  the  first  place,  I  will  take 
the  shipment  of  £1,000  worth  of  cotton 
eoods  to  Bombay,  the  returns  coming 
home  in  raw  cotton ;  in  the  second,  I 
will  take  the  shipment  of  £1,000  worth 
of  pig  iron  to  Calcutta,  the  returns 
coming  homo  in  jute  ;  and  in  the  third, 
the  shipment  of  £1,000  worth  of  coal 
from  Cardiff  to  San  Francisco,  tiie  re- 
turns coming  home  in  wheat.  I  give 
the  gross  returns  in  order  to  avoid  con- 
fusion in  detail.  In  the  shipment  of 
£1,000  worth  of  cotton  goods  to  Bombay 
the  freight  will  be  £50  ;  on  arrival  the 
goods  will  have  to  fetch  £1,050  to  clear 
expenses;  the  merchant  or  his  agent 
will  have  the  cash  in  hand ;  he  might 
send  it  home,  but  this  is  the  last  thing 
he  thinks  of,  and  he  invests  his  £1,0^0 
in  cotton,  freighting  it  to  Liverpool  or 
London  at  a  cost  of  £70.  This  cotton 
will  require  to  be  sold  for  £  1 , 1 20  to  clear 
expenses.  There  will  appear  in  the  ex- 
port table  an  "export"  of  £1,000  of 
cotton  goods,  and  there  will  appear  in 
the  import  table  an  ''import "  of  £1,120 
of  raw  cotton,  and  no  one  will  suffer 
loss  by  excess  of  import.  In  the 
second  instance,  £1,000  spent  in  pig 
iron  will,  at  very  low  prices,  buy  500 
tons,  the  freight  of  this  by  steamer 
to  Calcutta  wiU  be  £500 ;  the  iron  must 
realize  £1,500,  which  sum  invested  in 
jute  will  purchase  100  tons;  the  freight 
to  Dundee  will  be  £300,  and  the  vedue 
of  the  jute  on  arrival  £1,800.  There 
will  appear  in  the  Board  of  Trade  Be- 
tum  an  ''export"  of  £1,000  of  iron 
and  an  "import"  of  £1,800  of  jute, 
and  no  one  will  be  damnified  thereby. 
The  next  instance  is  more  startling. 
£1,000  will  buy  2,000  tons  of  coal,  free 
on  board  at  Cardiff ;  the  freight  of  this 
coal  to  San  Francisco  will  oe  £1,500; 
the  amount  realized  for  it  in  San  Fran- 
cisco will  be  £2,500,  which  sum  invested 
in  wheat  will  purchase  2,000  quarters. 
The  conveyance  of  this  wheat  to  Liver- 
pool will  cost  £1,500,  and  it  will  re- 
quire to  be  sold  at  £4,000  in  Liverpool 
to  cover  cost  and  expenses.  In  the  im- 
port tables  there  will  be  an  entry  of 
£4,000  wheat ;  in  the  export  tables  there 
will  be  an  entry  of  £1,000  coal ;  the  one 
exchanges  for  the  othor.  Is  anyone 
poorer  tor  this  transaction  ?  But  it  may 
be  said  these  are  ideal  figures.  [Mr. 
Newdegate  :  Hear,  hear jl  Does  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Warwickshire 
not  accept  them?    Well,  I  will  quote 
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from  the  Board  of  Trade  Betums  them- 
eelves.  Last  year  (1880)  687,000  tons 
of  coal  were  sent  from  this  country  to 
India.  They  were  valued  here  at 
£265,000,  and  appear  at  this  figure  in 
our  export  tables ;  in  the  Indian  import 
tables  they  are  valued  at  11,380,000 
rupees,  or  a  little  over  £900,000  sterling 
money.  This  sum  purchased  60,000 
tons  of  jute,  the  value  of  which  on 
arrival  here  was  £1,080,000.  The  coal 
left  this  country  valued  at  £265,000  ;  its 
equivalent,  the  jute,  came  home  valued 
at  £1,080,000,  and  I  do  not  know  that 
anyone  is  worse  off  for  the  exchange. 
But  it  is  said  to  be  unpatriotic  to  ex- 
port our  coal  in  exchange  for  wheat, 
that  we  had  bettor  grow  our  com  at 
home,  and  engage  more  English  labour. 
But  would  that  be  the  result?  Will 
any  hon.  Member  say  that  on  imported 
wheat  we  spend  less  in  labour  than  on 
home-grown  wheat?  What  was  the 
cost  of  the  labour  employed  in  the  pro- 
duction of  a  quartor  of  wheat  in  Eng- 
land ?  I  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Ohaplin),  who  is  an  au- 
thority on  suah  matters.  He  will,  I  hope, 
correct  me  if  I  am  wronff.  From  what 
I  can  learn,  I  believe  that  in  quoting 
10«.  as  the  labour  cost  of  the  produc- 
tion of  a  quartor  of  wheat  in  England  I 
am  in  excess  of  the  average.  Well, 
what  is  spent  on  the  getting  of  a  ton  of 
coal  in  this  country,  sending  it  to  San 
Francisco,  exchanging  it  there  for  a 
quartor  of  wheat,  and  bringing  the 
wheat  home  ?  The  getting  of  the  coal  will 
cost  nearly  As,  in  labour ;  it  will  be  put  on 
the  railway  and  on  shipboard  by  Eng- 
lishmen and  sent  across  the  ocean  in  a 
ship  built  by  Englishmen,  with  English 
capital.  On  arrival  at  San  Francisco  it 
is  exchanged  for  wheat,  the  sending  of 
which  home  again  employs  English 
shipping,  labour,  and  capital.  When 
the  wheat  arrives  here,  how  much  of  ito 
cost  is  representod  by  British  labour? 
There  is  the  labour  spent  on  sinking  the 
pit,  on  getting  the  coal,  on  transferrins 
it  to  the  port,  on  building  the  ship  and 
manning  it ;  and  there  is  the  labour  em- 
ployed in  taidng  out  the  coal  and  bring- 
ing home  the  wheat.  I  do  not  know 
how  I  can  assess  the  labour  on  a  quartor 
of  coal-won  wheat  at  less  than  30«.,  or 
probably  three  times  as  much  as  is  spent 
on  a  quartor  of  home-grown  com.  But 
what  IS  the  advantage  to  the  nation  ?  A 
merchant  buys  500  or  1,000  toxis  of  coal, 
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sends  it  abroad,  and  exchanges  it  for 
wheat.  He  brings  home  a  quartor  of 
wheat  in  exchange  for  a  ton  of  coal.  A 
ton  of  coal  in  England  at  the  present 
time  is  not  worth  more  than  St.,  in  many 
cases  not  nearly  so  much.  If  we  get  in 
exchange  for  coal  something  which,  in  this 
country,  is  worth  five  times  as  much  as 
the  coal,  is  not  this  an  advantage  to  the  na» 
tion  ?  I  do  not  see  that  we  are  worse  off 
through  entering  into  transactions  such 
as  these.  Well,  Sir,  what  is  to  be  the 
Autumn  campaign  of  Gentlemen  oppo- 
sito  ?  Is  the  flag  of  Protection  again  to 
be  unfurled  ?  Are  we  to  lose  that  free- 
dom of  action  we  have  enjoyed  so  long  ? 
Are  we  to  accept  trammels  which  hon. 
Gentlemen  are  not  bold  enough  to  sup- 
port in  this  House,  but  which,  when  out- 
side these  walls,  they  do  not  hesitate  to 
advocate?  I  do  not  think  their  pro- 
gramme will  succeed.  I  suppose  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  will  allow  that 
if  foreign  nations  imposed  no  duties  on 
our  exports,  our  trade  would  be  vezy 
flourismng.  Well,  there  is  one  great 
trade  not  nampered  by  foreign  Taii£b, 
the  greatest  industry  in  this  country,  ex- 
cept agriculture-— the  coal  trade;  the 
trade  which  really  is  the  key  to  the 
commerce  of  the  world.  Every  nation 
is  ready  to  receive  our  coal,  yet  the  coal 
trade  was  never  in  a  condition  so  de- 
pressed as  it  is  now,  notwithstanding 
that  the  production  of  last  year  was  the 
greatost  on  record.  What  will  be  the 
result  of  Protection,  if  you  try  it  ?  Yon 
must  take  heed  from  Germany.  She  is 
not  now  pointed  at  as  a  nation  in  the  van 
of  commerce.  She  was  so  a  little  while 
ago ;  but  the  blighting  breath  of  Pro- 
tection  has  passed  over  her,  and  she  is 
falling  behind.  Some  hon.  Members 
wished  to  place  a  differential  duty  on 
wheat.  They  have  such  duties  in  Ger- 
many, and  they  are  very  moderato ;  not 
more  than  5  per  cent.  Yet  it  is  (mlcu- 
latod  that  the  difference  in  the  price  of 
rye  bread,  through  the  action  of  this 
duty,  is  such  that  a  man  will  find  him- 
self short  of  a  month's  provision  during 
the  year.  If  the  price  of  food  is  ad- 
vanced 10  per  cent,  as  some  propose,  the 
purchasing  power  of  the  workman,  and 
of  everyone,  would  be  correspondingly 
reduced  unless  wages  were  nuaed ;  but 
there  is  no  record,  so  far  as  I  know,  in 
the  history  of  mankind  where  a  tax  upon 
food  has  raised  the  rato  of  wages ;  and 
in  Germany  the  question  now  is  n<il( 
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whether  wages  shall  be  raised,  but  whe- 
ther the  workman  can  have  as  much 
work  and  wbj^  as  before.  Manufac- 
tories are  going  on  to  shorter  hours, 
and  discharging  workmen  to  emigrate, 
nntil  it  appears  that  no  less  than 
145,000  emierants  have  left  the  shores 
of  Germany  during  the  last  six  months ; 
and  it  is  said  that  during  the  current 
jear  the  export  of  humanity  from 
that  country  will  be  250,000.  Per- 
haps I  may  be  excused  if  I  speak 
earnestly  on  this  subject.  My  earliest 
days  were  passed  in  the  shade  of  Pro- 
tection. I  ao  not  want  those  times  to 
come  again.  May  I  quote  a  short  de- 
scription of  those  times,  written,  not  by 
a  £adica),  not  even  by  an  enthusiast  for 
Free  Trade,  but  written  by  the  French 
historian,  M.  GKdzot?  The  quotation 
refers  to  my  native  town  ;  and  he  says, 
speaking  of  the  time  from  1836  and 
1840— 

'*  Bolton,  a  town  of  the  second  class  in  Lan- 
euhire,  near  Manchester,  containing  about 
60,000  people,  had  been  thrown  by  &e  com- 
mercial cnsis  into  a  condition  of  utter  misery. 
Out  of  60  manufactures  30  were  closed,  more 
than  6,000  operatives  knew  not  where  to  seek 
or  to  obtain  the  means  of  sustenance.  Disorder 
and  crime,  as  well  as  misery,  increased  with 
awful  rapidity;  nearly  half  tiie  houses  were 
tenantless ;  the  prisons  overflowed,  infants  died 
in  their  mothers'  arms,  fathers  deserted  tlieir 
wives  and  families,  striving  to  forget  those 
whom  they  could  no  longer  maintain.  But  the 
evil  continued;  no  succour  came.'' 

Then  it  was.  Sir,  that  the  agitation  in  fa- 
Tour  of  Free  Trade  began.  Do  hon.Mem- 
bers  opposite  wish  for  a  return  of  those 
times  ?  My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  we  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  no 
doubt,  remembers  the  condition  of 
Bolton  then,  and  I  do  not  think  that  any- 
one will  wish  to  exchange  our  present 
experience  for  a  return  of  those  old  days. 
In  regard  to  this  Besolution,  I  am  most 
anxious  that  our  Qoyernment  should 
have  the  power  to  make  reasonable 
Treaties  with  foreign  nations  in  the  in- 
terests of  commerce.  I  have  the  fullest 
confidence  that  the  Government  will 
carry  out  the  best  arrangements  that 
can  be  made,  not  only  with  France,  but 
with  other  countries  also;  and  I  sin- 
cerely hope  that  nothing  may  ever  be 
done  by  our  statesmen  to  endanger  that 
most  precious  privilege  of  Englishmen 
•—the  right  to  buy  what  we  most  want 
where  we  best  can. 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  he  wished  only 
to  give  a  few  reasons  why  the  House 


should  adopt  the  Besolution  of  his  hon* 
Friend.  He  was  sure  everyone  who  had 
listened  to  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bolton  (Mr.  J.  K.  Cross)  must  have 
felt  satisfaction  in  listening  to  such  an 
interesting  and  able  speech.  It  was  not 
his  intention  to  follow  him  in  the  line 
he  had  taken.  It  surprised  him,  how- 
ever, to  hear  the  hon.  Member  express 
a  desire  for  specific  as  against  ad  valorem 
duties ;  and  he  was  surprised  to  hear  the 
statement  that  we  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  way  in  which  the  French  levied 
their  duties.  He  had  always  understood 
that  the  Treaty  of  1860  was  a  bargain 
between  the  two  countries,  and  he  had 
yet  to  learn  that  one  of  the  parties  had 
no  right  to  interfere  when  they  felt  that 
bargain  had  been  broken.  In  the  next 
place,  he  could  not  accept  the  view  of  the 
hon.  Member  that  it  was  a  siffn  of  pros- 
perity that  our  imports  very  largely  ex- 
ceeded our  exports.  If  that  were  so, 
why  did  not  the  hon.  Oentleman  recom- 
mend that  no  effort  should  be  made  to 
reduce  the  rates  in  the  new  French 
Treaty — ^because  that  would  most  effec- 
tually limit  our  exports,  and  probably 
iacrease  our  imports?  Coming  back, 
however,  to  the  question  in  hand,  there 
were  one  or  two  points  in  the  speech  of 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  which  he  thought  came  very 
strangely  from  him.  He  could  not  help 
thinking  when  he  was  addressing  the 
House  that  he  was  making  a  very  clever 
speech ;  but  he  evaded  the  difficulties 
which  had  been  brought  before  them.  In 
regard  to  specific  duties,  he  pointed  out 
that  this  question  had  been  considered  by 
the  late  Government  in  regard  to  a  pro- 
posed Commercial  Treaty  with  Italy. 
He  also  pointed  out  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  no  objection  in  principle  to 
specific  duties.  He  (Mr.  Jackson)  at 
once  said  he  had  no  objection  in  prin- 
ciple to  specific  duties ;  but  the  difficulty 
which  he  and  his  constituents  felt  in 
regard  to  the  question  was  that  all  at- 
tempts hitherto  made  to  convert  ad  va- 
lorem into  its  exact  equivalent  in  their 
manufactures  had  failed.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  enlighten  the  House 
as  to  whether  the  Commissioners  had 
been  able  to  find  out  an  equivalent  in 
specific  duties  which  would  be  satisfac- 
tory to  Bradford  and  Leeds  manufac- 
turers and  merchants.  The  question 
under  discussion  was  one  in  which  his 
constituents  took  a  deep  interest,   and 
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one  in  which  they  were  vitally  con- 
cerned. A  Petition  had  been  presented 
to  the  House  that  day  which  practically 
followed  the  lines  of  the  Besolution, 
and  which  was  signed  by  25,350  of  his 
constituents,  prayine  the  House  to  sanc- 
tion no  Treaty  witn  France  on  worse 
terms  than  the  existing  one.  Of  the 
15,000,000  of  British  manufactures 
which  were  exported  from  England  to 
France  about  one-fourth  was  exported 
from  the  West  Eiding  of  Yorkshire,  and 
that  showed  how  deeply  interested  the 
district  was  in  the  question.  Instead  of 
BO  many  complaints  being  made  against 
the  Gt>Yemment,  he  would  rather  that 
their  hands  were  strengthened  so  as  to 
enable  them  to  make  a  better  Treaty.  He 
did  not  see  why  the  Government  should 
not  have  followed  the  course  adopted 
in  reeard  to  the  Treaty  of  1860,  and 
have  lefb  to  Parliament  the  power  of 
final  ratification.  Many  persons  to  whom 
he  had  spoken  on  the  subject  did  not 
think  this  would  in  the  least  degree  have 
endangered  the  Treaty  or  diminished 
the  chances  of  making  better  terms. 
As  regarded  the  proposal  to  alter  ad 
valorem  to  specific  duties,  he  would 
remind  the  House  that  the  Joint  Com- 
mission—  British  and  French  —  which 
Bat  in  1860  was,  after  several  months' 
labour,  unable  to  come  to  any  agreement 
as  to  any  proper  equivalent  speofic  duty 
BO  far  as  woollens  were  concerned.  He 
was  open  to  correction  if  he  was  wrong ; 
but  he  was  informed  that  the  proposals 
which  the  French  Commissioners  had 
made  for  the  conversion  of  ad  valorem 
into  specific  duties  on  mixed  woollens 
represented  an  increase  in  the  present 
rate  of  duties  of  from  20  to  200  per  cent. 
If  these  were  the  most  favourable  pro- 
posals the  Government  had  received,  he 
could  not  conceive  that  they  would  for 
one  moment  listen  to  them,  as  they 
would  destroy  the  trade  of  a  very  large 
district,  so  far  as  France  was  concerned. 
The  district  which  he  had  the  honour  to 
represent  had  another  important  trade — 
namely,  the  leather  trade.  Leather  was 
divided  into  four  classes.  The  French 
Government  proposed  to  make  some 
slight  increase  in  three  of  the  classes, 
but  a  very  large  increase  in  the  fourth. 
They  proposed,  in  the  last-mentioned 
ease,  to  increase  the  duty  from  10  francs 
per  100  kilos  to  50  francs  per  100  kilos, 
or  an  increase  of  400  per  cent.  This 
proposal,  although  it  affected  only  one 
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category  of  goods,  affected  90  per  cent 
of  the  total  amount  of  leather  exported 
from  this  country  to  France,  and  covered 
the  whole  amount  of  leather  of  Britiah 
manufacture  exported.  He  mentioned 
that  to  show  the  danger  of  the  Oommis- 
sioners  being  misled  in  endeavouring  to 
fix  an  average  which  would  be  equiva- 
lent to  the  present  ad  valorem  duties.  A 
constituent  of  his  had  received  a  trade 
circular,  dated  June  6,  from  a  wool 
broker  in  Melbourne,  which  said  that  in 
the  address  of  the^^retiring  Chairman  of 
the  Melbourne  Chamber  of  Commeroe 
reference  was  made  to  the  contemplated 
new  line  of  steamers  from  MarseiUeB  to 
that  port,  which  the  French  Government 
were  likely  to  subsidize  for  the  speoial 
purpose  of  enabling  French  manufsM- 
turers  to  obtain  their  supplies  of  wool 
direct.  That  might  be  considered  siniply 
a  trade  circular;  but  the  BeturuB  rar- 
nish&d  by  the  Board  of  Trade  tended  to 
confirm  the  view  that  France  had,  dur- 
ing the  last  10  years,  been  more  and 
more  taking  her  supplies  of  raw  material 
frt)m  abroad  direct,  and  not  through  the 
London  markets.  The  exports  of  Bri- 
tish produce  and  manufactures  and  of 
foreign  and  Colonial  goods  from  thia 
country  to  France  showed  this  result. 
In  the  10  years  from  1861  to  1870  the 
exports  of  British  manufactured  produce 
to  France  amounted  to  £101,590,000, 
those  of  foreign  and  Colonial  goods 
to  £128,490,000.  From  1871  to  1880 
British  exports  to  France  had  increased 
to  £160,230,000,  while  the  exports  of 
foreign  and  Colonial  produce  had  fallen 
to  something  over  £124,000,000.  The 
bounties,  therefore,  which  Ihe  French 
proposed  to  give  to  their  shipping  in- 
volved, not  an  imaginary,  but  a  real 
danger.  So  far  as  he  was  able  to  judffe, 
under  the  Treaties  at  present  in  exist- 
ence, subject  to  annuUine  on  12  months' 
notice,  there  had  been  &und  no  incon- 
venience to  trade.  When  the  revision 
of  Treaties  of  Commerce  had  to  be  taken 
in  hand,  it  was  exceedingly  undesirable 
to  bind  this  country  for  a  long  period. 
One  other  matter  he  might  refer  to. 
Under  the  present  French  Patent  Laws, 
inventors,  more  especially  the  manufiio- 
turers  of  machinery  in  this  country,  were 
placed  at  a  great  disadvantage.  Under 
any  patent  taken  out  in  France  the  pa-* 
tented  part  must  be  made  in  that  oountiy. 
The  consequence  was  that  one  portion  of 
the  machinery  was  probably  made  in  this 
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•oonntiy  and  another  portion  in  France. 
That  was  an  arrangement  which  worked 
Tory  disadrantageoualy  for  the  manufac- 
tinera  of  machinery,  in  this  country,  and 
especially  in  the  borough  (Leeds)  he 
had  the  honour  to  represent,  which  con- 
tained some  of  the  most  eminent  ma- 
chine makers  in  England.  One  firm  had 
found  the  inconvenience  so  great  that  it 
had  been  compelled  to  take  a  workshop 
in  Lille  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out 
the  arrangement.     He  hoped  that  in 
negotiating  a  new  Treaty  with  France 
care  would  be  taken  that  our  machine 
manufactarers  should  be  placed  on  equal 
tenns  with  the  French.  They  had  heard 
a  great  deal  that  niffht    about   Free 
Trade,  Beciprocity,  and  Protection.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  Slagg), 
whom  he  always  listened  to  with  plea- 
sure, went  out  of  his  way  the  other  day 
to  say  something  with  regard  to  Beci- 
prodty  and  Protection,  and  he  looked  to 
technical  education  as  the  cure  for  the 
difficulties  under  wliich  we  laboured  with 
regud  to  hostile  Tariffs.    Well,  he  had 
heard  a  story  which  might  throw  some 
light  on  that  point.    A  Bradford  manu- 
fjMtorer  told  a  merchant  dealing  with 
America  that  he  had  some  goods  which 
he  wanted  to  send  to  that  country.    He 
was  recommended  to  send,  not  the  whole 
of  those  goods,  but  only  three  bales, 
representing  about  £400.    Those  goods 
were  sold  at  a  great  advance  upon  Brad- 
ford prices ;  but  when  the  merchant  told 
the  manufacturer  that  there  was  a  debit  of 
£36  against  him,  he  had  the  greatest 
difficulty  in  making  the  manufacturer 
understand  that  in  consequence  of  the 
duties,  ad  valorem  and  specific,  and  the 
charges  imposed,  the  manufacturer,  had 
he  given  the  goods  away  at  Bradford, 
•would  have  been  £36  in  pocket.    How 
would  technical  education  remedy  that  ? 
He  should  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  thought  that  the  extension 
•of   any  system  of  technical  education 
in  this  coimtry — an  extension  which  he 
should  be  glad  to  see — would  enable  us 
to  compete  against  such  a  state  of  things 
as  that.    The  hon.  Gentleman  had  said 
that  Bedprocity  and  Protection  were 
dead  and  buried;   but  that  there  had 
been  an  attempt  to  resuscitate  them.   It 
struck  him  that    the  hon.   Gentleman 
must  have  been  visiting  their  grave  and 
have  seen  their  ghosts,  so  very  much 
afraid  of  them  was  he.    Becently  he 
was  speaking  to  an  American  Free 


Trader,  who,  he  believed,  was  a  friend 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bochdale  (Mr. 
Potter),  and  who  had  recently  come 
from  America,  and  he  asked  the  gen- 
tleman when  the  Americans  were  going 
to  take  their  duties  off.  The  gentle- 
man replied  that  he  did  not  think 
much  progress  was  being  made  in  Ame- 
rica in  the  way  of  Free  Trade.  He  (Mr. 
Jackson)  asked  him  what  would  be  the 
effect  of  imposing  a 'duty  upon  all  com 
imported  from  America,  and  the  reply 
was — 

"  Tho  imposition  of  a  duty  upon  com  by  the 
British  nation  would  do  inoro  to  spread  Free 
Trade  principles  in  America  than  anything  which 
has  taken  place  for  a  long  time." 

It  had  been  stated  on  high  authority 
that  force  was  no  remedy;  but  when 
persuasion  and  entreaty  had  failed  it 
might  be  useful  to  try  a  little  coer- 
cion.    He  did  not  believe  that  there 
was  a  man  in  this  country  who  desired 
Protection  for  Protection's  sake.    But  if 
we  did  not  occasionally  speak  out  and 
make  it  known  that  we  intended,  if  need 
be,  to  protect  ourselves,  we  should  find 
ourselves  left  behind  in  the  commercial 
race.    He  quite  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  who  preceded    him  that   the 
country  was  not  in  a  deplorable  condi- 
tion ;  but  the  mere  fact  that  our  trade 
was  a  large  one  did  not  prove  that  em- 
ployment was  being  provided  for  the 
large  mass  of  the  population,   and  he 
could  show  by  figures  that  at  all  events 
with  regard  to  particular  industries  our 
imports  were  increasing,  while  our  ex- 
ports were  decreasing.    Taking  manu* 
factured  woollen  goods  as  an  example, 
it  would  be   found  that   whereas   the 
value  of  our  imports  from  France  in  1872 
amounted  to    £2,800,000,    in    1880    it 
amounted  to  £4,800,000 ;  while  in  the 
same  period  that  of  our  exports  to  that 
country  had  diminished  by  £1,000,000, 
That,  at  all  events,  was  not  a  condition 
of  things  which  was  satisfactory  to  the 
British  manufacturers.     Looking  at  the 
matter  in  a  broader  way,  it  would  be 
found  that  while  the  total  value  of  our 
exports  of  woollen  goods  in  1872  was 
£32,000,000,   it  had  fallen  in  1880  to 
£17,265,000,  or  nearly  one-half.     On 
the  other  hand,  the  value  of  our  total 
imports  of   the    same  class    of  goods 
had  risen  from  £4,380,000  in  1872  to 
£7,649,000  in    1880.    It  was  a  note- 
worthy fact  that  our  periods  of  pros- 
perity in  this   country  ^qt^  \Xvsw»  Sjbl 
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whioli  we  ezporfced  the  largest  quantity 
of  goods ;  while  our  periods  of  depression 
were  those  in  which  we  exported  the 
least  and  imported  the  most.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  that  the  Government  would 
agree  to  this  Besolution,  which  he  be- 
lieved would  strengthen  their  hands  in 
the  negotiations  for  a  Treaty  with  France, 
and  would  tend  to  promote  the  interests 
of  the  manufacturing  industry  of  this 
country. 

Mb.  BABRAN  said,  he  must  congra- 
tulate his  hon.  Friend  and  Colleague 
(Mr.  Jackson)  upon  the  temperate  tone 
of  his  speech.  If  his  example  had  been 
followed  by  Gentlemen  of  more  expe- 
rience in  the  House,  very  much  better 
service  would  have  been  done  to  the 
trade  and  commerce  of  the  country.  He 
thought  the  House  would  have  no  diffi- 
culty in  discerning  that  the  object  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Bitchie)  was  the  very  object  which  he 
had  himself  deprecated.  There  could  be 
no  doubt  at  all  that  the  question  of  the 
Sugar  Bounties  and  the  question  of  Be- 
ciprocity  was  to  be  the  Party  cry  of  the 
Tory  Party.  The  new-bom  zeal  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Liverpool 
(Viscount  Sandon)  on  behalf  of  tiie 
working  men  of  this  country  would  have 
been  very  much  better  manifested  at  a 
time  when  the  noble  Lord  was  in  power, 
and  when  the  late  Government  in  the 
year  1877  had  a  fair  chance  of  con- 
cluding a  Treaty  on  terms  such  as  we 
should  be  able  to  accept  at  the  present 
day.  He  was  quite  sure  that  whatever 
might  be  said  of  the  action  of  the 
Foreign  Office  at  the  present  day,  their 
conduct  compared  favourably  with  that 
of  their  Predecessors.  They  had  been 
willing  at  all  times  and  under  all  cir- 
cumstances to  lend  their  aid  in  further- 
ance of  trade  and  commerce.  The  posi- 
tion of  the  Liberal  Party  entitled  the 
Ministers  to  some  consideration.  At  any 
rate,  they  did  claim  to  be  Free  Traders ; 
and,  as  Free  Traders,  they  claimed  to  be 
the  champions  of  the  best  interests  of 
the  nation.  He  had  not  lost  his  faith  in 
Free  Trade,  and  he  thought  that  the 
public  would  be  reassured  when  they 
read  the  speech  delivered  that  night  by 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bolton 
(Mr.  J.  K.  Cross) ;  and  those  who  had 
been  disposed  to  jrield  a  little  to  the 
Mitreaties  of  men  who  were  anxious  to 
return  to  the  trammels  of  Protection 
would  also,  he  imagined,  be  inclined  to 
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have  some  faith  in  Free  Trade  principles* 
If  we  looked  back  to  1860,  when  the 
Treaty  was  first  made,  and  compared 
the  condition  of  the.  trade  and  commerce 
of  this  country,  if  we  compared  the 
social  condition  of  the  people, the  Betums 
of  pauperism,  or  the  state  of  the  labour 
market  of  that  time  with  the  present, 
we  must  feel  that  veiy  great  strides  had 
been  made.  We  were  now  asked  to 
return  to  the  old  i^stem  of  Protection. 
The  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  would  lead  us 
into  the  difficulty  of  having  no  Treaty 
with  France  and  of  being  subjected  to 
the  same  disadvantages  as  we  expe- 
rienced in  1860.  At  that  time  France 
was  in  a  state  of  great  depression ;  her 
industries  were  languishing,  and  her 
people  dissatisfied.  She  adopted  a  more 
wise  and  liberal  principle,  and  negotiated 
with  this  country  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
ducing her  duties.  Up  to  that  time  her 
duties  were  prohibitory.  He  was  right 
in  saying  that  both  England  and  France 
had  been  largely  benefited  by  the  ohanffes 
then  made.  The  changes  were,  no  doubt, 
subject  to  the  fluctuations  of  trade  and 
commerce ;  and  France  had,  no  doubt, 
suffered,  as  other  nations  had  suffered, 
from  depression  in  trade.  When  this 
depression  occurred  from  time  to  time, 
people  were  naturally  disposed  to  seek 
for  remedies ;  and  the  probability  was 
that  France,  at  the  present  time,  was 
seeking  for  a  remedy  which  many  of 
them  would  condemn.  He  was  anxious 
that  we  should  not  follow  her  example— 
that  we  should  maintain  our  principle  of 
Free  Trade.  But  he  contonded  that  we 
had  a  perfect  right  to  make  such  terms 
with  France  as  we  felt  disposed  to  do. 
We  were  in  the  same  condition  as  re- 
garded France  as  we  were  in  1860. 
France  had  denounced  the  Oommercial 
Treaty  and  had  set  us  free.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  spoke 
of  France  as  if  she  were  doing  some- 
thing unfair  by  imposing  certain  condi- 
tions. He  was  not  sure  that  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  say  that  fVaJice  had 
no  right  to  promulgate  a  Oeneral  Tariff. 
She  had  promulgated  a  General  Tariff. 
Those  were  the  terms  on  which  she  was 
disposed  to  do  trade  with  the  whole 
world.  But  she  did  not  say  that  die 
was  not  prepared  to  make  spedal  con- 
ditions with  us.  She  had  appointed 
Bepresentatives  to  enter  into  negotiations 
witQ  us.    They  had  met  iu  London  and 
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theyhad  eocbhanged  views  with  the  Com- 
misaioiien.  He  nad  great  confidence  in 
the  ultimate  result  being  satisfactoir. 
We  must  accept  the  best  terms  we  could 
ffet,  orwe  must  adopt  the  principle  of 
hayinff  no  Treaty.  He  contendea  that 
the  advantage  which  we  enjoyed  in  a 
moral  point  of  view  from  the  Treaty 
with  France  was  equal  to  that  which  we 
enjoyed  in  a  fiscal  respect — that  the 
fears  of  a  French  invasion  had  vanished 
in  consequence  of  our  commercial  inter- 
course with  France.  This  was  a  ques- 
tion not  merely  of  poimds,  shilling,  and 
pence ;  it  was  a  question  of  living  on 
amicable  terms  with  our  neighbours, 
which  would  lead  to  the  prosperity  of 
the  two  nations.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Liverpool  said  he  knew  a 
great  deal  about  me  working  men,  and 
ne  was  anxious  about  their  present  con- 
dition. Though  the  trade  between  this 
country  and  France  had  not  lately  been 
as  prosperous  as  many  manufacturers 
wished,  ne  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
tihat  the  condition  of  our  people  gene- 
rally was  very  satisfactory;  that  there 
was  very  much  less  distress,  much  less 
pauperism,  and  much  more  satisfaction 
and  peace  among  our  people  now  than  30 
or  40  years  ago.  Emigration  from  this 
oountrv  to  America  had  decreased  30  per 
cent.  One  of  the  causes — the  main  cause 
—of  the  depression  which  existed  in  this 
country  at  the  present  time  was  a  pro- 
duction of  goods — and  he  took  blame 
to  himself  in  that  matter — in  excess  of 
the  demand  of  the  nation  and  of  the 
world.  He  had  no  fear  for  England, 
except  we  lost  confidence  in  ourselves. 
If  we  maintained  our  Free  Trade  prin- 
ciples and  continued  to  have  such  a 
MmistEy  as  we  had  now,  and  which  had 
done  so  much  to  promote  our  material 
welfare,  we  should  enjoy  happiness  and 
prosperity. 

Ife.  NEWDEGATE  said:  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  wish  to  say  nothing  that 
may  disturb  the  confidence  of  the  hen. 
Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Barran),  who 
has  just  sat  down ;  but  I  confess  that  it 
is  with  intense  satisfaction  I  find  the 
commercial  interests  of  this  country  pre- 
paring for  a  Oommercial  Treaty,  by 
g'vinff  this  House  the  benefit  of  their 
lowledge  and  experience.  I  well  re- 
member the  Treaty  of  1860,  and  I  re- 
member how  very  much  we  were  kept 
in  the  dark  as  to  the  negotiations,  which 
were  previously  conducted  by  Mr.  Oobden 


— as  it  appeared  afterwards,  on  the  part 
of  the  Government.    There  is  a  most' 
singular  despatch  from  the  late  Lord 
Clarendon,  who  was  then  pur  Minister 
in  France.     He  wrote  to  the  Foreign 
Office  begging  to  know  in  what  capacity 
Mr.  Cobden  appeared,  for  it  was  evident, 
although  Lord  Clarendon  most  good- 
humouredly  overlooked  the  fact,   that 
Mr.  Cobden  was,  in  fact,  superseding 
our  Minister  in  Paris,  by  negotiating 
without  authority  with  the  French  Im- 
perial Government.     That  despatch  is 
in  the  Library,   and    I  think  that  it 
affords  a  warning,  which  the  commercial 
interest  and  its  representatives  in  this 
country  should  bear  in  mind,  to  the 
effect  that  when  it  is  known  that  a  Com- 
mercial   Treaty  is  contemplated,   they 
should  urge  their  views  upon  the  Go- 
vernment in  this  House.    1  rejoice  to 
say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  in  answer  to 
a  Question  from  myself  the  other  day, 
assured  this  House  that  whatever  nego- 
tiations might  be  carried  on — whatever 
agreement  might  be  made  between  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  and  the  Ministers  of- 
France  with  respect  to  a  Commercial 
Treaty — the  functions  and  the  rights  of 
this  House  should  be  respected,  and 
that  any  such  agreement  should  be  pro- 
visional until  it  received  the  consent  of 
this  House.  [Mr.  Gladstone  dissented.] 
I  am  sorry  to  see  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  shakes  his  head  and  denies 
the  accuracy  of  my  impression.     It  is 
necessary  that  this  House  should  re- 
member that  Commercial  Treaties  differ 
from  all  other  Treaties,  inasmuch  as  al- 
though the  conditions  of  a  Commercial 
Treaty  may  not  alter  existing  duties,  it 
is  almost  inevitable — actually  inevitable 
— that  the  Treaty  should  trench  upon 
the  functions  and  the  power  of   this 
House  as  to  the  imposition  of  new  or 
renewed  duties.     Now,  Sir,  in  1860  this 
question  was    formally    decided ;   and, 
with  the  permission  of  the  House,  I  will 
read    the  words  of  I-iord   Palmerston, 
showing  how  genuinely  he  understood 
and  respected  the  right  of  the  House  to 
have  its  powers  and  its  functions  re- 
served unfettered  by  any  engagement 
entered  into  by  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
without  the  assent  of  this  House.  Speak- 
ing of  that  Treaty,   Lord  Palmerston 
said — "When  ratified  the  Convention 
will  be  laid" — (he  did  not  call  it  a 
Treaty,  but  he  called  it  a  Convention)— 
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<'  Whon  ratified,  the  Convention  will  be  kid 
l)efor6  the  House;  but  this  much  I  will  say 
now  in  answer  to  the  question  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  " — 

(the  late  Lord  Beaconefield) — 

''  as  to  what  would  be  the  function  of  this 
House  in  regard  to  that  Convention  " — 

(he  did  not  call  it  a  Treaty) — 

*^  that  the  arrangements  stipulated  to  be  made 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty  are  made  conditional 
on  the  consent  of  Parliament  to  them.  Unless 
we  have  the  consent  of  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment we  are  &ee  from  any  engagement  that  has 
been  contracted.*' — [3  Hansard,  clvi.  109.] 

And  that  is  the  position  which  I  trust 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  reserve 
to  this  House,  as  it  was  reserved  before. 
Notwithstanding  the  declaration  of  Lord 
Palmerston, which  I  have  quoted,in  1860 
the  House  still  was  not  satisfied  that  it 
had  been  sufficiently  consulted,  and  what 
did  Mr.  Disraeli — then  the  Leader  of  the 
Conservative  Party  in  this  House  ?  Sir, 
he  moved  this  Besolution  because  the 
House  felt  that  there  had  been  an  undue 
degree  of  concealment  in  the  negotia- 
tions— 

«  This  House  does  not  think  fit  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee on  the  Customs  Acts,  with  a  view  to  the 
reduction  or  repeal  of  the  Duties  referred  to  in  the 
Treaty  of  Commerce  between  Her  Majesty  and 
the  Emperor  of  the  Frendi,  imtil  it  shall  have 
considorod  and  assented  to,  the  engagements  in 
that  Treaty." 

The  House  divided.  It  was  a  very  full 
House,  and  these  are  the  numbers : — 
For  the  Motion  230 ,-  against  the  Mo- 
tion 293 :  Majority  63.  This  shows 
plainly  how  determined  the  House  was 
not  to  allow  itself  to  be  led  blindfold  into 
any  compromise  of  its  power  of  taxation. 
I  am  glad,  therefore,  to  find  that  the 
Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
has  elicited  from  the  House  the  true 
spirit  of  independence,  which  Mr.  Pitt, 
tne  negotiator  of  the  first  Commercial 
Treaty  with  France,  so  much  respected 
in  1797  that  he  laid  the  whole  conditions 
that  he  had  proposed  to  France  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  for  five  months  be- 
fore the  Treaty  was  completed.  I  men- 
tion these  facts  to  show  how  completely 
justified  is  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  in  bringing  this  subject 
before  the  House;  since  now,  at  the 
conclusion  of  the  Session,  we  have  the 
prospect  of  negotiations  with  France; 
and  the  House,  in  the  fulfilment  of  its 
duty  to  the  country,  is  bound  to  reserve 
its  assent  and  its  sole  power  of  dealing 
with  taxation,  lest  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
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ters  should  imag^e  that  (lie  House  has 
abandoned  to  them  the  functions  which 
rest  solely  with  itself.  I  was  glad  to 
read  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  said  at  the  Lord  Mayor's 
dinner,  that  he  believed  this  House  to 
be  in  no  way  deficient  in  talent,  as  com* 
pared  with  any  of  its  predecessors ;  and  I 
think  the  House,  by  its  conduct  to-night, 
is  proving  itself  worthy  of  that  com- 
mendation by  showing  its  readiness  to 
defend  the  rights  and  functions  with 
which  the  nation  has  intrusted  us.  To- 
night I  am  better  satisfied  on  this  sub- 
i'eot  than  I  have  been  for  years.  The 
Lon.  Member  for  Bolton  (Mr.  J.  E. 
dross)  wished  to  tempt  me  into  a  dis- 
cussion as  to  the  balance  of  trade.  It  is  a 
subject  on  which  I  have  both  written  and 
spoken ;  but  I  have  become  more  cautious 
than  the  hon.  Member  for  Bolton  seems 
to  be,  for,  looking  across  the  House, 
after  presenting  some  figures  calculated 
to  produce  a  very  strong  impression  in 
favour  of  the  present  commercial  policy, 
as  affecting  the  balance  of  trade — look- 
inp^  across  the  House  the  hon.  Member 
said — ''  But  I  shall  be  told  that  I  am  deal- 
ing with  imaginary  fibres."  I  could  not 
withhold  the  expression  of  my  assent. 
I  have  had  some  experience  of  the  diffi- 
culty of  obtaining  exact  statistics  to  illus- 
trate fairly  the  balance  of  the  trade  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  it  is  not  by 
partial  instances  of  isolated  transactions 
that  that  great  question  can  be  duly  or 
safely  tested.  I  stand  here.  Sir,  un- 
blushing in  the  retention  of  my  former 
opinions.  I  am  prepared  to  say  what  I 
was  obliged  to  tell  the  Mayor  of  Bir- 
mingham, the  brother  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade.  The  Mayor,  at  a  meeting  in 
Birmingham,  feared  that  I  might  enter 
on  this  subject.  I  replied — "  You  must 
remember  that  though  I  may  be  in  a 
minority  in  England,  I  have  the  ma- 
jority of  the  commercial  world  with  me 
in  these  opinions."  I  cannot  believe 
that  our  brethren  across  the  Atlantic  are 
lunatics  any  more  than  ourselves.  I 
think  it  would  be  a  reflection  on  the 
English  race  if  I  were  to  be  so  pre- 
sumptuous as  even  to  appear  to  admit 
anyminp^  of  the  kind.  Will  hon.  Mem- 
bers believe  that  I,  who  was  the  last 
Chairman  of  the  Protection  Society  for 
the  United  Eangdom  and  the  Ooloniee — 
will  hon.  Members  believe  me  to-night, 
when  I  tell  them  that  when  I  first  jomed 
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tliat  Society  my  first  straggle  was  to  in- 
duce the  members  of  it  to  agree  with  the 
late  Sir  Bobert  Peel,  who  had  then  pro- 
posed the  redaction  of  various  Customs' 
i>utie8,  which  had  been  imposed  or  en- 
hanced by  the  previous  Liberal  Govern- 
ment ?  I  can  assure  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  such  is  the  fact.  I,  and  the 
late  Mr.  Beokett-Denison,  supported,  and 
soccessfnlly  supported,  the  Tariff  intro- 
duced in  1842,  and  the  ftirther  reduction 
of  Costoms'  Duties  by  the  late  Sir  Eobert 
Peel  up  to  1 845.  And  yet  you  nominal  Free 
Traders  seem  to  consider  me  a  fanatic — 
I,  who  supported  the  late  Sir  Eobert  Peel 
in  oonverting  the  prohibitory  Tariff  of 
this  country,  which  had  been  imposed 
and  enhanced  by  the  Liberal  Govern- 
ments which  preyed  that  of  Sir  Eobert 
Peel  in  1842,  into  a  scale  of  moderate 
protective  duties.  The  term  Free  Trade 
nas  been  perverted ;  it  has  been  misused 
for  years  to  desippiate  the  system  of  free 
imports  maintamed  by  tliis  country, 
while  the  Tariffs  of  other  coxmtries  are 
becomine  more  and  more  protective. 
That  which  hon.  Members  on  this  side 
of  the  House  and  the  commercial  public 
are  beginning  to  demand  is  not  Free 
Trade  in  the  perverted  sense  that  I  have 
described,  but  Fair  Trade,  so  that  we  may 
trade  with  foreigners  on  something  like 
terms  of  equality.  The  only  difference 
between  the  two  sides  of  the  House  is,  I 
believe,  as  to  the  means  by  which  fair 
trade  may  be  obtained  for  the  commercial 
and  industrial  interests  of  this  country. 
I  hope,  I  have  reason  to  believe,  that  the 
bigotry  of  free  imports  is  being  dispelled. 
The  Bepresentatives  of  the  commercial 
interests  are  here.  I  am  here  in  answer 
to  the  appeal  virtually  made  by  the 
Prime  Minister  in  his  speech  at  the  Lord 
Mayor's  dinner.  We  are  here  for  the 
purpose  of  arming,  for  the  purpose  of 
strengthening  the  hands  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  in  their  negotiations  for 
a  Oommercial  Treaty  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  France. 

Mb.  WILLIAMSON  said,  it  was 
quite  true  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bitchie)  did  not 
advocate  Protection  pure  and  simple ; 
but  he  did  not  advocate  Free  Trade. 
The  hon.  Member  advocated  Betaliation, 
and  that  they  knew  to  be  only  another 
name  for  Protection.  Although  the  hon. 
Member  repudiated  the  idea  of  imposing 
a  dutv  on  breadstuffs,  yet,  from  the  cross- 
fflnimination  to  which  he  subjected  him 


(Mr.  Williamson)  before  the  Boyal 
Commission,  some  notion  of  that  kind 
must  have  been  floating  through  his 
mind.  It  mig:ht  appear  paradoxical, 
but  ho  had  the  impression  that  the  hos- 
tile Tariffs  of  some  of  the  competing  na- 
tions did  not  do  us  the  injury  that  some 
hon.  Members  opposite  imagined,  but 
helped  to  stimulate  our  trade  to  a  cer- 
tain extent.  At  least,  they  gave  us  a 
firmer  g^p  on  the  non-manufacturing 
countries,  such  as  South  America,  (Jhina, 
Japan,  and  Australia,  which  were  the 
largest  consumers  of  our  goods.  He  did 
not  think  the  hon.  Member  had  treated 
the  House  fairly  in  the  years  he  had  se- 
lected for  comparison.  He  had  also  not 
placed  the  figures  in  every  case  fairly  be- 
fore the  House.  In  truth,  no  nation  that 
imposed  high  Tariffs  on  manufactured 
goods  could  compete  with  us,  and  never 
would  be  able  to  do  so.  Practically  the 
shipping  trade  of  America  had  been  anni- 
hilated by  Protection,  while  the  British 
shipping  trade  had  been  remarkably 
prosperous  for  the  last  two  years,  and 
he  hoped  that  prosperity  would  continue. 
No  doubt  less  profits  were  made,  and 
complaints  were  heard  in  consequence ; 
but  that  was  one  of  the  results  of  the 
altered  conditions  brought  about  by 
telegraphy  and  other  things,  and  they 
must  accept  the  situation.  He  did  not 
concur  in  the  gloomy  views  taken  by 
the  hon.  Member  as  to  the  trade  of  the 
country.  A  number  of  our  manufactur- 
ing districts — notably  Leicester  and  Not- 
tingham— had  been  fairly  prosperous  of 
late,  and  the  workmen  fully  employed. 
In  Bradford,  on  the  other  hand,  there 
had  been  much  depression ;  but  that  was 
capable  of  explanation.  He  did  not 
think  the  Bradford  people  were  up  to 
the  mark  in  point  of  taste.  They  manu- 
factured cheap  articles  of  dress  for 
women,  and  it  was  very  difficult  to  make 
these  tastefully.  They  also  manufac- 
tured them  chiefly  of  lustres,  whilst  of 
late  the  fashion  had  changed  in  favour 
of  softer  and  more  clinging  substances. 
As  to  the  sugar  trade,  he  was  sure  that 
we  had  suffered  more  from  antiquated 
methods  of  refining  than  from  foreign 
bounties ;  and  he  understood  that  recent 
legislation  had  so  modified  the  French 
Sugar  Bounties  that  they  could  exercise 
but  little  influence  on  British  trade.  He 
would  contend  that  some  of  the  facts 
stated  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  &e  Town  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bitchie) 
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tfnd  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Viscount  Sandon)  were  ca- 
pable of  explanations  different  from  those 
which  they  had  given.  He  did  not  sup- 
pose for  a  moment  that  the  House  would 
Biinction  the  Motion,  and  he  hoped  it 
would  be  rejected  by  a  large  majority. 

Mb.  EOEOYD  begffed  to  compliment 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bolton  (Mr.  J.  K. 
Gross)  upon  his  able  speech.  In  this  de- 
bate it  was  no  Party  question  they  were 
discussing ;  and  if  there  was  one  thing 
more  than  another  which,  as  a  new  Mem- 
ber, he  was  pleased  to  observe  in  the 
House,  it  was  the  ready  allowance  made 
for  honest  differences  of  opinion  which 
they  must  always  expect  to  find  among 
men  who  studied  great  political  ques- 
tions. It  was  not  to  be  wondered  at  that 
there  were  great  diversities  of  opinion 
among  those  who  were  classed  as  Pro- 
tectionists. No  doubt,  some  Gentlemen 
did  desire  to  see  a  return  to  Protection  ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Ecroyd)  was  not  one  of 
them.  There  were,  no  doubt,  also  those 
who  held  the  opinion  that  the  best  way 
to  bring  round  nations  like  the  United 
States  and  France  was  to  retaliate  upon 
them  in  this  way — that  if  they  put  a 
duty  of  20  or  50  per  cent  on  our  leading 

Productions  we  should  put  the  same 
uties  upon  titieirs.  He  could  conceive 
no  principle  more  irrational,  and  none 
less  capable  of  being  carried  into  prac- 
tical application;  and  if  that  were  the 
meaning  of  BetaUation  he  was  no  Be- 
taliationist.  With  regard  to  the  term 
Beciprocity,  it  was  very  difficult  to  under- 
stand what  meaning  to  attach  to  it.  It 
contained  within  itself  the  germs  of  those 
high  desires  expressed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leeds  (Mr.  Barran)  for  the 
peace  and  better  understanding  between 
nations  in  which  they  all  agreed.  Beci- 
procity, in  whatever  sense  they  took  its 
meaning,  must  surely  be  a  thing  they 
would  all  desire  to  bring  about.  There 
had  been  a  great  deal  of  discussion  about 
the  balance  of  trade,  and  perhaps  the 
P^eneral  question  might  be  approached 
in  that  way  very  profitably.  He  was 
one  of  those  who  attached  no  necessary 
importance  to  the  discrepancy  between 
the  exports  and  imports  of  this  country. 
We  had  very  large  foreign  investments, 
and  in  connection  with  our  great  carry- 
ing trade  a  large  amount  of  wages  must 
accrue  to  us.  The  income  due  to  us  on 
these  accounts  must  cause  our  imports, 
'-a  general  rule,  considerably  to  exceed  J 


our  exports  in  value ;  but  one  important 
element  had  been  left  out  of  sight  by 
those  who  would  explain  the  whole  excess 
in  that  way.  The  years  1871,  1872, 
1873,  and  1874  were  years  of  great  pros- 
perity to  this  country,  in  which  our  in- 
dustries were  in  active  employment.  In 
those  years  there  was  a  tendency  ex- 
hibited to  a  nearer  approximation  of 
the  amounts  of  our  expoits  and  imports 
than  during  the  less  prosperous  years 
that  followed.  According  to  many  of 
the  explanations,  which  reaUy  over- 
explained  the  reason  of  the  great  dif- 
ference between  our  exports  and  our 
imports,  those  ought  to  have  been  years 
when  the  nation  was  becoming  im- 
poverished ;  but  he  did  not  think  any- 
one on  the  opposite  Benches  would  be 
bold  enough  to  assert  that.  The  real 
explanation  was  that  in  those  years,  be- 
cause our  industries  were  fully  emplojedy 
because  we  were  earning  a  laree  sur- 
plus income,  we  were  greatly  adding  to 
our  investments  abrot^;  whilst  in  the 
years  which  had  followed  our  industries 
had  only  been  two-thirds  employed,  and 
there  had  been  a  great  amount  of  en<) 
forced  idleness.  The  result  had  been 
that  having  the  same  or  a  greater 
population  to  feed  and  clothe,  upon  a 
reduced  income,  we  had  been  oompelled 
to  withdraw  from  foreign  countries  part 
of  the  value  of  our  investments  there. 
He  had  observed  the  extremely  optimist 
tone  in  the  speeches  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  many  of  them  Bepresentatives 
of  large  manufacturing  towns,  where  he 
knew  there  existed  a  great  amount  of 
discontent  on  the  part  of  the  working 
classes  with  the  present  position  of  our 
commerce  and  industries ;  and  he  ven- 
tured to  think  they  would  find  it  much 
more  difficult  to  justify  themselves  before 
their  constituents  than  would  those  who 
had  invited  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  subj  ect.  The  great  question  of  Free 
Trade,  and  what  it  had  done  for  tlids 
country,  was  dwelt  upon  in  somewhat 
eloquent  language  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bolton  in  the  latter  part  of  his 
speech.  He  (Mr.  Ecroyd^,  too,  was  one 
of  those  who  had  the  privilege  of  wit- 
nessing the  success  of  the  agitation  for 
Free  Trade ;  and,  though  a  yoiuig  mm, 
he  took  a  deep  and  proud  interest  in 
what  was  then  done  by  the  country.  He 
had  never  thought  that  course  mistaken, 
and  still  believed  that  what  was  then 
done  was  rightly  done.    He  reoogniied 
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to  flie  fullest  extent  the  great  benefits 
that  Free  Trade  had  brought  to  the 
worldng  dasses  of  this  country.  But 
the  state  of  things  was  much  changed 
since  then.  At  tluit  time  the  laws  of  this 
country  were  the  great  barrier  against  a 
free  interchange  of  commodities,  and 
there  was  little  restriction  on  the  part  of 
the  United  States.  Now,  the  Protection 
and  exclusion  were  on  the  part  of  the 
States,  which  had  created  an  artificial  sys- 
tem for  the  purpose  of  excluding  foreign 
manufactures.  That  country  was  be- 
coming more  and  more  independent  of 
England.  The  old  state  of  things  could 
not  be  restored.  Those  considerations 
were  the  key  to  the  discussion  of  the 
neat  question,  which  was  falsely  called 
Reciprocity.  This  country  had  within  its 
boundaries  a  population  skilled  and  in- 
dustrious in  all  manufactures  beyond 
any  people  the  world  had  eyer  seen. 
They  were  not  in  the  position  of  a  nation 
which  could  live  upon  its  own  limited 
resources.  They  had  to  manufacture  for 
Tast  regions  of  the  world,  and  they  were 
dependent  for  the  food  of  the  people 
on  free  intercourse  with  other  nations. 
During  the  last  10  years  that  intercourse 
had  been  restricted,  and  this  want  of 
Beciprocity  was  the  thing  of  which  they 
comj^iained.  They  desired  that  the 
bamer  now  imposed  by  the  United 
States  should  be  removed  as  effectually 
as  England  removed  in  1846  the  barrier 
which  she  had  erected.  He  maintained 
that  what  was  contended  for  at  present 
under  the  name  of  Free  Trade  was  not 
the  substance  but  the  shadow  which  was 
fought  for,  not  by  working  men,  but  by 
the  docirinairea  by  whom  the  working 
men  allowed  themselves  to  be  led.  He 
had  some  authority  to  say  this,  because 
he  had  been  returned  to  the  House  by 
a  large  working-class  constituency,  after 
be  had  expressed  to  them  with  great 
freedom  his  opinions  on  this  subject. 
There  had  been  an  attempt  made  in  this 
country  to  set  up  the  principle  of  free 
land ;  but  he  should,  for  one,  leave  it  to 
those  who  had  landed  property  to  judge 
for  themselves  how  it  could  be  turned  to 
the  best  account,  and  he  should  en- 
oourage  no  one  to  attempt  the  growth  of 
wheat  under  conditions  where  it  could 
not  pay.  He  knew  very  well  the  stigma 
that  must  attach  to  anyone  who  would 
proclaim  his  belief  in  the  necessity  of 
proposing  any  tax  whatever  upon  the 
hoaol  tae  people;  bat  if  the  difficulty 


from  which  we  suffered  was  this — that 
we  were  obliged  to  purchase,  say, 
£100,000,000  sterling  of  food  every  year 
from  people  who  would  not  take  our 
productions  in  exchange,  it  must  be  a 
matter  of  vital  importance  to  try  if  we 
could  not  establish  within  our  own  Em- 

Sire  the  power  of  growing  those  pro- 
ucts.  The  sacrifice  could  only  be  tem- 
porary, and  the  moment  we  succeeded  in 
estabHshing  that  power  we  should  enjoy 
the  substance  instead  of  the  shadow  of 
Free  Trade.  The  Cobden  Treaty  was  an 
attempt  to  promote  the  principle  of  Free 
Trade ;  but  he  could  not  admit  that  it 
had  succeeded  as  its  promoters  ex- 
pected. In  negotiating  with  the  French 
Government  it  was  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance that  we  should  not  at  this 
time  enter  into  any  Treaty  which  was 
irrevocable.  He  was  not  going  to  say 
that  Betaliation  was  the  policy  to  be 
adopted  towards  France.  He  hoped  we 
should  have  a  friendly  establishment 
of  increased  freedom  of  exchange  be- 
tween this  and  other  countries.  jBut  it 
might,  unfortunately,  be  otherwise,  and 
we  should  stand  in  a  worse  position  if 
we  bound  ourselves  beforehand  by  a 
self-denying  ordinance  not  to  impose 
duties  under  any  circumstances  upon 
manufactures  imported  from  France  into 
this  country. 

Me.  chamberlain  :  At  the  com- 
mencement of  the  interesting  and  mode- 
rate speech  just  delivered  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Ecroyd),  he 
referred  to  speeches  from  this  side  of 
the  House,  which,  in  his  opinion,  con- 
tained references  to  subjects  outside  and 
beyond  the  immediate  issue  under  dis- 
cussion. I  cannot  but  think  that  the 
same  criticism  will  apply  to  much  that 
has  fallen  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self;  but  I  do  not  make  this  a  matter  of 
complaint.  On  the  contrary,  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  the  real  interest  of 
this  discussion  consists  in  those  portions 
of  it  which  have  reference  to  the  new 
doctrines  of  Fair  Trade,  Reciprocity,  and 
Retaliation,  of  which  we  have  heard  so 
much  and  know  so  little,  and  with  re- 
spect to  which  we  are  naturally  anxious 
to  have  accurate  and  definite  informa- 
tion. I  had  hoped,  in  view  of  this  de- 
bate, that  at  last  we  should  be  able  to 
grasp  the  phantom  which  has  so  long 
eluded  us.  I  confess  that  these  expec- 
tations have  been  disappointed,  and  that 
even  noW;  after  having  listened  atten- 
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tiyely  to  eyerything  T^hioli  lias  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  and  from  pre- 
vious speakers  on  his  side  of  the  House, 
I  am  still  in  the  dark  as  to  what  they 
mean,  and  even  as  to  whether  they  un- 
derstand their  own  meaning  themselves. 
It  is  gratifying,  no  doubt,  to  be  assured, 
as  we  have  been  by  all  of  them,  that 
they  are  opposed  to  Protection  and  in 
favour  of  **  real "  Free  Trade ;  but  it  is 
difficult  for  a  plain  man  to  reconcile  these 
assurances  with   the  other  statements 
which  they  have  made.    We  have  had 
expounded  to-night  several  shades  in 
the  new  heterodoxy  which  seems  at  last 
to  have  secured  tiie  patronage  of  the 
Conservative  Party.     We  have,  in  the 
first  place,  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Worth  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newde- 
gate),  whose  consistency  we  all  gladly 
recognize,   and  who  tells  us   that  he 
stands  before  tiie  House  "  unblushing," 
the  last  Chairman  of  the  old  Protection 
Society,  the  last  rose  of  summer,  for  40 
years  left  blooming  alone,  and  now  both 
gratified  and  astonished  to  see  himself 
surrounded  by  so  large  a  company.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Sitchie)  refuses  to  go  as  far  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Warwickshire. 
He  tells  us  that  he  is  not  in  favour  of 
Protection;    but  then  he  adds  that  he 
approves  of  countervailing  duties,  and 
that  he  considers  that  we  should  now  do 
wisely  to  take  up  once  more  the  weapons 
which  we  have  prematurely  abandoned 
—  meaning,    by    this    expression,    the 
duties  upon  foreign  produce  by  which,  in 
former  times,  home  industry  was  sup- 
posed to  have  been  protected.    Then  we 
have  Uie  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Viscount  Sandon).     He  is  in- 
dignant that  an  attempt  should  be  made 
to  mix  him  up,  of  all  persons  in  the 
world,  with  the  discarded  doctrines  of 
Protection.     He  protests,  in  almost  pa- 
thetic tones,  his  admiration  and  respect 
for  the  deceased  leaders  of  the  Free 
Trade  movement ;   and  I  cannot  avoid 
saying,  in  passing,  that  it  is  a  charac- 
teristic fact  in  this  and  similar  discus- 
sions that  those  who   agree  with  the 
noble  Lord  are  fond  of  expressing  their 
respect  for  the  Free  Trade  leaders  and 
Political  Economists  who  are  gone  from 
us,  and  who  cannot  repudiate  the  here- 
sies which  are  now  attributed  to  them  ; 
while  they  are  unwilling  to  accord  any 
authority  at  all  to  the  utterances  of  those 
SVee  Traders  and  Eoonomists  who  are 


still  alive — ^who  are  the  legitimate  heirs 
and  successors  of  the  dead,  and  who  con- 
tinue and  maintain  their  true  faith  and 
best  traditions.     The  noble  Lord  tells 
us  that  he  is  in  favour  of  ''  Fair  Trade." 
I  have  a  great  respect  for  the  noble  Lord, 
though  I  am  not  able  to  take  him  at  his 
own  estimate  as  the  true  Representative 
of  the  trading  classes  and  tne  commer- 
cial interests  of  this  country.    But  it  is 
in  no  disrespect  to  his  general  ability 
that  I  challenge  him  to  point  out  to  the 
House  any  practical  distinction  between 
what  he  calls  Fair  Trade,  and  what  the 
rest  of  the  world  have  hitherto  consented 
to  call  Protection.    He  complains,  ftr 
instance,   with   regard  to  the  Cobden 
Treaty  tJiat  it  bound  this  country  not  to 
impose  any  duties  on  French  prodaoSy 
while  it  lefb  the  French  free  to  levy 
duties  not  exceeding  30  per  cent  on  the 
products  of  Engli^  industry,  and  he 
says  that  this  is  not  a  fair  arrangement. 
But  how  does  he  propose  to  alter  itf 
He  may,  of  course,  endeavour  to  per- 
suade the  French  to  give  up  their  duties 
and  to  allow  the  free  import  of  Eoglish 
goods.    He  knows,  however,  that  this  is 
impossible,  and  the  only  alternative  open 
to  him  is  to  meet  the  French  in  their 
folly,  and  to  impose  duties  not  exceeding 
30  per  cent  on  their  exports.     That  may 
be  right,  or  it  may  be  wrong ;  but,  lU; 
least,   the  operation  would  produce  a 
state  of  things  exactly  similar  to  that 
which  existed  under  the  protective  sys- 
tem which  the  noble  Lord  professes  to 
disapprove.      On  the  whole,  then,  al- 
though the  means  are  different  and  tibe 
language    varies,   it  appears  in  every 
case,  and  in  spite  of  protests  to  the  con- 
trary, that  hon.  Members  opposite  do 
intend  to  revert  to  a  system  of  proteo- 
tion,  although  they  prudently  refuse  to 
tell  us  the  exact  nature  of  the  protective 
measures  which  they  desire  us  to  adopt. 
Although  in  this  respect  they  continue 
indefinite  and  vague,  we  have,  at  least, 
as  one  result  of  the  discussion,  a  full 
statement  of  the  g^unds  on  which  the 
claim  for  Beciprocity  or  Betaliation  is 
based ;  and  I  am  here  to  challenge  the 
allegations  which  have  been  made,  and 
to  say,  with  regard  to  them,  that  th^ 
are,  in  the  main,  either  greatly  exag- 
gerated or  altogether  inaccurate. 

Before  I  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  facts  and  figures  on  which  I 
shall  rest  my  case,  I  have  to  notice  a  pre- 
liminary matter  wluch  has  been  refeixed 
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to  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Liyerpool.  In  language  so  strong  as  to 
be  abnost  ofiEensive,  he  accuses  the  Oo- 
Temment  of  practisingconcealment  upon 
Fftrliament  and  the  people.  I  emphati- 
eally  repel  these  imputations  of  motive, 
and  these  insinuations,  which  are  un- 
worthy of  the  noble  Lord.  I  admit  that 
he  ought  to  be  a  good  judge  of  what 
constitutes  concealment.  While  he  was 
a  Member  of  the  late  Administration  ho 
had  much  experience  and  practice  in 
this  matter ;  and  I  will  venture  to  say 
that  the  great  difference  between  the 
late  and  the  present  Qovemment  is  that 
the  present  Qovemment  conceal  nothing 
that  they  can  possibly  publish,  while  the 
late  Government  published  nothing  they 
oonid  possibly  conceal.  Sir,  the  dis- 
ooveiy  of  the  noble  Lord  is  a  monopoly 
of  his  own ;  the  charge  of  concealment 
bis  not  been  made  or  supported  by  any 
other  Member.  It  has  not  been  sug- 
gested on  behalf  of  any  representative 
commercial  body,  or  on  behalf  of  any 
of  those  organizations  of  working  men 
whose  interests  the  noble  Lord  now 
undertakes  to  champion!  and  the 
grounds  on  which  he  bases  his  accusa- 
tion are  childish  and  frivolous  in  the  last 
degree.  He  complains,  in  the  first 
place,  that  we  have  not  published  the 
propositions  which  have  oeen  made  to 
us,  from  time  to  time,  on  behalf  of  the 
French  Government.  He  knows  that 
we  have  been  anxious  to  lay  these  pro- 

Csitions  before  the  country,  and  that  we 
ve  only  been  precluded  from  doing  so 
W  the  express  refusal  of  the  French 
dovemment  to  allow  them  to  be  treated 
as  otherwise  than  confidential.  Then, 
in  the  second  place,  he  refers  to  what  he 
calls  once  more,  in  spite  of  contradiction, 
the  refusal  of  the  Government  to  give  a 
translation  of  the  General  Tariff.  We 
gave,  at  his  request,  a  copy  of  this  Tariff 
m  the  original  JPrench,  although  we  con- 
ndered  that  it  was  entirely  unnecessary, 
as  the  General  Tariff  has  not  yet  been 
the  subject  of  discussion,  and  it  may 
never  have  any  practical  interest  for  this 
country.  ^The  non.  and  learned  Member 
fbrSheffield(Mr.Stuart-Wortley);wa8tho 
&Bt  to  adc  for  a  translation.  Now,  I  be- 
lieve, it  is  nsual  not  to  refuse  any  Eotum 
pressed  for  by  any  hon.  Member  unless 
its  publication  is  inconsistent  with  the 
interests  of  the  public  service;  and, 
therefore,  I  did  not  refuse  the  request  of 
fhe  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Shef- 


field ;  but  I  took  him  into  my  confidence, 
and  explained  to  him  the  reasons  which 
led  the  Government  to  think  that  the 
translation  was  unnecessary,  and  I  asked 
him  whether,  imder  those  circumstances, 
he  would  not  think  it  well  not  to  press 
his  Motion.  A  few  days  afterwards  the 
noble  Lord  came  down  to  the  House, 
and,  in  a  hectoring  tone,  and  with  a 
**  stand  and  deliver  "  manner,  demanded 
an  explanation  of  what  he  called  my 
extraordinary  reply,  and  insisted  on  an 
inmiediate  assent  to  the  Motion.  I  ven- 
tured to  deprecate  the  noble  Lord's 
warmth,  and  I  begged  him  to  wait  for  a 
few  days  until  I  had  an  opportunity  of 
consulting  the  Kepresentatives  of  the 
commercial  classes  to  know  whether  they 
considered  the  publication  would  be  of 
general  service.  The  noble  Lord  has 
said  to-night  that  we  ought  to  have  con- 
sulted the  Chambers  of  Commerce  at  an 
earlier  period ;  but  when  I  proposed  to 
communicate  with  them,  the  noble  Lord 
expressed  his  contempt  for  these  autho- 
rities, and  declined  absolutely  to  be 
bound  by  their  opinion,  preferring  to 
rely  upon  his  own  special  sources  of  in- 
formation. This  is  the  inadequate 
foundation  on  which  the  noble  Lord 
seeks  to  erect  his  superstructure  of  charge 
and  accusation  against  the  Government. 
He  goes  on  to  say  that  in  a  Itetum 
which  we  presented  some  time  ago  we 
dropped  out  all  information  about  agri- 
culture ;  and  he  insinuates  that  this,  too, 
was  part  of  the  insidious  plan  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  withhold  information  from 
all  concerned.  Sir,  the  noble  Lord  would 
have  been  more  ''  straightforward,"  to 
use  his  own  expression,  if  he  had  told  the 
House  that  the  Beturn  to  which  he  re- 
fers was  a  preliminary  Beturn,  contain- 
ing the  changes  of  duty  on  the  principal 
articles  of  export  from  England  to 
France.  There  is  no  considerable  ex- 
port of  agricultural  produce  to  France  ; 
and  consequently  it  was  not,  and  indeed 
could  not  have  been,  included  in  tliis 
Beturn.  But  when  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  North  Leicestershire  (Lord 
John  Manners)  asked  for  particular  in- 
formation on  the  point,  I  had  no  hesita- 
tion whatever  in  at  once  acceding  to  his 
request.  Lastly,  the  noble  Lord  com- 
plains that  the  Government  did  not  take 
an  earlier  opportunity — during  the  win- 
ter, I  think  he  said — of  consulting  Cham- 
bers of  Commerce  and  the  Mayors  of  the 
large  towns  with  regard  to  the  proposi- 
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tions  of  {he  French.  The  Mayors  of  the 
large  towns  and  the  Bepresentatives  of 
the  oommeroial  classes  are  people  of 
common  sense,  and  they  would  not  have 
thanked  the  Government  if  we  had  at- 
tempted to  consult  them  before  we  had 
any  proposition  at  all  to  lay  before  them. 
My  non.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  Oharles  W. 
Dilke)  has  already  pointed  out  that  if  it 
be  an  offence  to  delay  the  publication  of 
documents  connected  with  commercial  ne- 
gotiations, thelate  Goyemmenthave  much 
more  to  answer  for  than  we.  It  is  true 
that  the  noble  Lord  disclaims  any  com- 
parison between  the  present  negotiations 
and  the  arrangements  with  Servia  which 
were  withhela  from  Parliament  during 
the  time  of  the  late  Goyemment.  But 
my  hon.  Friend  did  not  rest  his  case 
upon  this,  but  on  the  fact  that  in  the 
negotiations  on  two  seyeral  occasions — 
in  I^aris — in  connection  with  the  French 
Oonyention,  the  Protocols  and  Papers 
were  not  produced  by  the  late  Goyem- 
ment. There  is  anotiier  case  in  point. 
In  1877,  a  most  important  Commission 
was  held  in  France  to  inquire  into  the 
state  of  industry  in  that  country  and 
into  the  condition  of  the  labouring 
classes.  This  was  a  matter  which  had 
the  greatest  interest  for  the  working 
classes  here,  whose  claims  on  the  present 
occasion  the  noble  Lord  has  without  any 
authority  assumed  to  represent.  But 
what  happened  ?  When  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
(Mr.  Mundella)  again  and  again  pressed 
the  late  Goyemment  to  giye  a  transla- 
tion of  the  Beport  of  the  proceedings 
of  this  Commission  it  was  refused  by 
them  on  the  score  of  expense.  I  am 
not  now  sayiog  whether  the  refusal  was 
justified  or  not;  but  I  do  complain  that 
those  who  liye  in  glass  houses  like  the 
noble  Lord  should  not  be  so  exceedingly 
ready  to  throw  stones. 

In  listening  to  the  speech  of  the 
Moyer  of  the  Eesolution,  I  haye  had 
occasion  to-night  to  ask  myself  seyeral 
times  what  can  be  the  object  of  the 
Motion  which  he  has  made.  I  am  driyen 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  is  his  desire, 
and  that  of  the  hon.  Members  who  sup- 
port him,  to  preyent  any  Treaty  being 
negotiated  at  all.  I  belieye,  in  1 860,  the 
Gonseryatiye  Party  did  all  in  their  power 
to  secure  the  failure  of  the  negotiations ; 
and,  no  doubt,  they  are  only  consistent  in 
now  endeayouring  to  make  it  difficult  for 
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the  Goyemment  to  continue  or  to  ex- 
tend the  proyisions  of  the  Treaiy  then 
concluded.  The  hon.  Member  asked  the 
House  to  agree  to  conditions  precedent 
to  the  making  of  a  Treaty  which  eyezy- 
one  knows  are  impossible,  and  if  they 
were  accepted  by  tne  House  no  Treaty 
at  all  womd  be  practicable.  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AfiBuiB 
has  already  pointed  out,  forcibly  and 
conclusiyely,  that  under  this  Besolution, 
if  the  French  Goyemment  offered  a 
Treaty  which  on  99  points  out  of  100 
was  a  great  amelioration  of  the  existing 
Conyention,  the  Goyemment  would  be 
unable  to  agree  to  it  if  on  the  100th 
point,  howeyer  imimportant  it  might  be, 
there  were  any  increase  of  duty,  how- 
eyer  small.  But  I  want  more  parfcioa* 
larly  to  call  the  atetntion  of  the  House 
to  the  third  condition  in  the  Bosolution 
of  the  hon.  Member.  We  are,  in  the 
words  of  the  Besolution,  to  conclude  no 
Treaty  which  does  not  leaye  us  "  fidl 
liberty  to  deal  with  the  question-  of 
bounties."  There  is  no  douot  thai  this 
is  aimed  at  the  ''  Most  Fayoured  Nation 
Clause,"  which  has  been  asserted  on 
other  occasions  against  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member  to  impose  what  he 
calls  counteryailing  duties  in  the  ease  of 
sugar.  The  effect  of  this  condition 
would    be,    taken   with   those    which 

8 recede  it,  that  not  only  would  the 
Goyemment  be  unable  to  make  what 
is  ordinarily  known  as  a  Oommeroial 
Treaty,  but  they  would  not  eyen  be 
allowed  to  fall  back  upon  a  simnle 
<<  Most  Fayoured  Nation  Clause,"  onaer 
which,  in  the  case  of  both  France  and 
other  countries,  English  trade  has  de- 
riyed  the  most  striking  adyantages,  and 
without  which  it  would  be  possible  for 
France  to  impose  differential  duties 
against  all  articles  of  English  manufac- 
ture. On  what  ground  is  this  condition 
to  be  imposed  ?  It  cannot  be  necessary 
in  the  case  of  the  Shipping  Bounties 
which  the  French  haye  recentiy,  most 
imprudently  and  foolishly,  in  my  opinion, 
undertaken  to  grant.  There  is  nothing, 
I  belieye,  in  the  Treaty  stipulations 
which  would  interfere  with  the  right  of 
the  Goyernment  to  re-enact  the  Nayiga- 
tion  Laws  if  they  were  silly  enough  to 
do  so,  after  the  experience  of  the  past, 
and  with  full  knowledge  of  the  enormouB 
and  unexampled  extension  of  British 
shipping  which  has  taken  place  sinoa 
the  repeal  of  that  legislation,  and  which 
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has  made  the  Mercantile  Marine  of  tliis 
oonntry  the  envy  and  astonislunent  of 
the  world.  And  as  regards  sugar,  what- 
ever might  have  heen  the  case  in  the 
past,  there  is  now  no  ground  for  in- 
terference on  this  head  either.  In  the 
eourse  of  the  last  18  months  the  French 
Goyemment  have  reduced  the  duty  on 
sugar  by  one-half,  and  have  altered 
the  method  of  testing  for  drawback, 
and  by  these  two  changes  they  have, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  experts  whom  I 
have  consulted,  reduced  the  drawbacks 
until  there  is  now  no  bounty  at  all,  or, 
at  least,  no  bounty  of  the  slightest  prac- 
tical importance  on  the  export  of  re- 
fined sug^.  But  suppose  that  my  in- 
finmation  is  incorrect,  and  that  there 
still  exists  a  bounty,  or  that  one  results 
in  the  future  from  changes  in  manufac- 
ture. In  this  case,  who  is  to  decide  the 
amount  of  countervailing  duty  which  is 
to  be  imposed  as  against  the  bounty  ? 
There  is  not  the  slightest  agreement  be- 
tween the  difTerent  representatives  of 
sugar  refiners,  the  Board  of  Trade  and 
other  authorities,  and  the  French  Go- 
vernment and  their  experts,  as  to  what 
is  the  precise  amount  of  bounty  in  each 
case.  Is  it  likely  that  any  nation  will 
allow  us  to  be  judge  in  our  own  cause 
and  to  assert,  as  against  their  informa- 
tion and  belief,  the  amount  of  duty 
which  we  are  entitled  to  levy  without 
iufiinging  the  '*  Most  Favoured  Nation 
Clause  ?  The  only  result  of  such  an 
attempt  would  be  to  lead  to  disputes 
and  retaliation.  The  ''  Most  Favoured 
Nation  Clause ''  would  be  whittled  away 
until  it  practically  ceased  to  exist,  to 
the  great  injury  of  British  commerce. 

I  say,  then,  that  it  is  impossible  to 
regard  the  Besolution  otherwise  than  as 
an  indication  of  the  desire  of  the  Party 
opposite  that  no  Treaty  at  all  should  be 
concluded  with  France.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Tower  Hamlets  has  said  that 
the  people  of  this  country  would  be  un- 
willing to  accept  any  Treaty  that  did 
not  greatly  improve  the  existing  con- 
dition of  things. 

Mr.  EITCHTE  :  I  did  not  say  so. 
What  I  said  was  that  the  people  of  this 
country  would  not  accept  any  Treaty 
which  was  not  on  equally  good  terms 
with  the  Treaty  of  I860. 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  accept  the 
hon.  Member's  correction ;  but  if  he  did 
not  say  so,  other  speakers  in  the  debate, 
and  notably  the  noole  Lord  the  Member 


for  Liverpool,  pressed  his  contention  up 
to  the  limit  I  have  stated.  But  though 
the  noble  Lord,  by  putting  forward  im- 
practicable demands,  would  do  his  best 
to  make  a  Treaty  impossible,  I  cannot 
doubt  that  he  and  his  Friends  would  be 
disposed  to  throw  the  whole  blame  for 
failure  on  the  Government,  and  to  ignore 
the  part  they  themselves  would  have 
taken  in  securing  this  result. 

Before  going  further,  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  House  to  consider  briefly  what 
has  been  the  effect  of  this  Treaty,  whose 
continuance  seems  to  be  regarded  with 
indifference  by  hon.  Members  opposite. 
I  find  that  in  the  10  years,  1851  to  1860, 
before  the  conclusion  of  the  Treaty, 
our  average  exports  to  France  were 
£8,300,000  per  annum.  Of  these,  Bri- 
tish produce,  as  distinguished  from  Colo- 
nial and  other  produce,  was  represented 
by  £4,400,000.  Last  year  these  figures 
had  risen  to  atotal  export  of  £28,000,000, 
£16,000,000  of  this  being  for  British 
produce  alone.  This  Betum  is  1 7  per 
cent  loss  than  the  Betum  for  1871, 
which  was  the  highest  year,  and  10  per 
cent  more  than  the  Beturn  for  1877, 
which  was  the  lowest ;  and  I  quote  these 
figures  because  it  is  necessary  to  observe 
that  there  are  great  fiuctuations  in  the 
trade,  and  nothing  can  be  more  unfair 
than  to  take  only  selected  years  for  pur- 
poses of  comparison.  Now,  coming  to 
the  imports,  I  find  that  for  the  first 
period  of  1 85 1  -60  the  average  imports 
were  £11,300,000,  and  they  had  risen, 
in  1880,  to  about  £42,000,000.  These 
figures  are  40  per  cent  greater  than 
those  for  1871,  the  lowest  year;  and  10 
per  cent  less  than  those  for  1875,  which 
IS  the  highest.  But  these  figures,  im- 
portant and  satisfactory  as  they  are,  do 
not  represent  the  whole  facts  of  the  case. 
The  Heturns  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
accurate  in  themselves,  must  be  taken 
with  qualifications  and  applied  with 
knowledge.  Thus  the  figure  for  the  im- 
ports must  be  considerably  reduced  if 
we  wish  to  arrive  at  the  actual  amount 
of  produce  of  French  origin  which  is 
retained  for  consumption  in  this  coun- 
try. There  are,  for  instance,  large  ex- 
Eorts  of  textiles  of  different  kinds  from 
witzerland  to  Great  Britain  which  come 
through  France,  and  cannot  possibly  be 
separated  in  our  Betums  from  French 
imports.  Again,  much  of  what  comes 
from  Franco  is  taken  into  warehouse 
for  a  short  time  in  this  country,  which 
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is  the  great  depot  of  the  oommeTce  of 
the  world,  but  is  only  temporarily  held 
here,  and  goes  on  quickly  to  its  real  and 
intended  destination  in  the  United  States 
or  our  own  Colonies. 

With  regard  to  the  exports,  on  the 
other  hand,  they  have  to  be  increased  if 
the  true  amount  of  British  trade  with 
France  is  to  be  correctly  ascertained.  I 
am  informed,  for  example,  that  British 
^ams  intended  for  French  manufacturers 
in  the  Yosges  go  through  by  way  of 
Antwerp,  and  would  consequently  ap- 
pear in  our  Eetums  as  exports  to  Bel- 
gium, although  really  part  of  our  trans- 
actions with  France.  When  these  allow- 
ances are  made,  it  will  be  seen  that, 
satisfactory  as  are  the  figures  derivable 
from  the  British  trade  statistics,  they  do 
not  fully  represent  the  importance  to 
this  country  of  the  commerce  which  has 
been  created  and  stimulated  by  the 
action  of  the  Oobden  Treaty. 

Passing  now  to  more  general  con- 
siderations, I  gather  from  the  speeches 
which  have  been  made  that  it  is  the  con- 
tention of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that 
during  recent  years  Englisn  trade  has 
been  declining  and  leaving  the  country ; 
that  wages  have  fallen,  and  that  g^at 
Buffering  consequently  exists  among  the 
working  classes ;  that  the  profits  of  trade 
have  disappeared,  and  that  generally 
the  country  is  on  the  verge  of  ruin. 
They  also  appear  to  think  that  foreign 
countries  have  benefited  by  our  loss,  and 
in  proportion  to  it.  Now,  Sir,  I  chal- 
lenge all  these  assertions.  It  is  said  that 
we  take  too  optimistic  a  view  of  the  pre- 
sent state  of  English  industry,  and  I 
am  prepared  at  the  outset  to  make  some 
admissions.  I  admit  that  the  state  of 
agriculture  has  been  for  some  time  such 
as  to  cause  to  all  of  us  the  greatest  con- 
cern. I  believe  Mr.  Caird  has  estimated 
that  the  difference  in  production  from 
agriculture  during  the  past  three  years, 
as  compared  with  the  normal  average, 
has  been  equivalent  to  a  loss  of 
£  1 50, 000, 000  sterling.  Some  other  eco- 
nomists have  put  it  at  double  that 
amount ;  and  clearly  it  is  impossible  that 
£300,000,000,  or  even  £150,000,000,  can 
be  subtracted  from  the  purchasing  power 
of  the  country  without  more  or  less 
affecting  injuriously  every  other  trade 
and  interest.  But  this  is  not  a  question 
of  Protection  or  Free  Trade ;  and  the 
state  of  things  which  we  deplore  arises 
mainly  from  the  absence  of  sun,  and  the 
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unfavourable  seasons  of  the  last  four  or 
five  years. 

Again,  there  have  been  special  trades 
recently  —  as,  indeed,  in  ail  preceding 
periods — which  have  been  injurioosly 
affected  by  special  causes,  ana  subje^ 
to  special  depression.  The  case  of  the 
Bradford  trade  is  the  best  known  in- 
stance of  this ;  but  it  is  due  almost  en- 
tirely to  a  change  of  fashion,  and  is  also 
independent  of  questions  of  Protection 
and  Free  Trade. 

Lastly,  there  has  been,  no  doubt,  a 
most  serious  diminution  in  the  profits  of 
capital,  due  to  the  rash  and  violent 
speculation  and  over-production  which 
prevailed  a  few  years  ago.  The  case  of 
the  coal  trade  is  one  in  point.  The  pro- 
duction of  coal  in  this  country  last  year, 
which  was  the  year  of  greatest  depre^ 
sion,  was,  nevertheless,  the  largest  ever 
turned  out  of  our  mines.  The  period 
when  the  demand  for  coal  exceeded  the 
supply  was  known  as  the  coal  famine, 
although  even  then  more  coal  was  being 
raised  than  in  preceding  years.  Bi2 
that  famine  induced  a  rise  in  price  of 
something  like  16«.  a-ton,  and  naturally 
brought  into  the  trade  a  number  of  per- 
sons who  opened  fresh  mines;  and, 
although  the  demand  has  continued,  the 
supply  has  increased  in  still  greater  pro- 

goruon,  and  there  has  been  a  consequent 
eavy  fall  in  prices.  The  same  tbdng 
has,  no  doubt,  taken  place  in  other 
trades,  and  notably  in  the  g^at  iron  in- 
dustry of  the  country.  But  a  loss  of 
profit  from  such  a  cause  must  not  be 
confounded  with  a  loss  of  trade,  or  sup- 

Eosed  to  indicate  approaching  ruin,  it 
as  sometimes  been  said  that  g^mblinff 
is  the  secret  of  England's  success,  and 
no  doubt  while  we  are  grumbling  we  are 
continually  tending  to  improvement  and 
perfection ;  but  it  would  not  be  safe  to 
accept,  without  further  consideration, 
the  complaints  of  those  who  are  not 
doing  so  well  as  they  think  they  ought, 
as  representing  accurately  the  general 
condition  of  the  country.  Statistics  are 
against  them ;  the  irresistible  logic  of 
facts  is  opposed  to  the  pessimism  which 
sometimes  prevails. 

Let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  some  figures  illustrating  the  more 
cheerful  view  which  I  have  ventured  to 
t£ike  of  the  situation. 

First,  as  to  our  foreign  trade.  I  find 
that,  with  regard  to  exports,  the  total 
value  export^  in  the  six  years,  IIW 
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to  1874,  was  £1,688,000,000;  the  total 
ralae  for  the  Buoceeding  six  years,  1875 
to  1880,  was  £1,571,000,000,  or  a  fall  of 
aboat  Tper  cent.  Bat  I  must  pnoint  out 
to  the  Mouse  that  this  fiEdl  was  in  value 
only,  and  that  as,  during  the  same  pe- 
riod, there  was  a  general  reduction  in 
price,  averaging  probably  not  less  than 
20  per  cent,  the  real  volume  of  our  ex- 
port trade  has  considerably  increased, 
even  during  the  worst  period  of  depres- 
sion, as  compared  with  the  period  of 
greatest  inflation. 

And,  if  even  the  value  has  not  in- 
creased, and  if  the  volume  has  not  in- 
ereased  in  gpreater  proportion  than  has 
actually  been  the  case,  that,  I  may  in- 
form me  House,  is  to  be  attributed,  not 
to  Vtbq  Trade,  but  to  the  action  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
GtoneraL  This  statement  may  appear 
paradoxical ;  but  the  House  will  recol- 
wt  that  it  was  at  the  instigation  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  that,  some  years 
ago,  a  Oommittee  sat,  of  which  he  was 
the  Chairman,  to  consider  the  subject  of 
foreign  loans.  That  Oommittee  destroyed 
the  credit  of  more  than  one  foreign  coun- 
try. They  were  no  longer  able  to  bor- 
row money  here,  and  as  they  could  not 
get  credit  they  could  no  longer  take  our 
goods.  It  cannot  be  considered  a  disad- 
vantage that  we  do  not  sell  to  people  who 
will  never  pay  for  what  they  buy ;  but 
flie  result,  no  doubt,  was  temporarily  to 
reduce  the  export  of  British  produce. 

doming  now  to  the  imports,  I  find 
that,  after  deducting  re-exports,  they 
were,  in  the  first  period  I  have  selected 
for  comparison,  £1,702,000,000 ;  and,  in 
the  second,  £1,947,000,000,  or  an  in- 
crease of  about  14  per  cent.  There  are 
some  persons  who  regard  the  increase 
of  imports  with  dissatisfaction;  and  it 
may  be  interesting  to  point  out  why  it 
is  that  this  increase  has  taken  place. 
During  the  period  referred  to  we  largely 
increased  our  investments  in  foreign 
countries.  The  interest  on  these  invest- 
ments had  to  be  paid,  and  foreign 
countries  have  paid  ibr  them  by  export- 
ing goods,  which  have,  of  course,  swelled 
our  import  returns.  And  if  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  the  advocates  of  a  Beci- 
procity  system,  were  successful  in  erect- 
ing some  barrier  by  which  these  impor- 
tations could  be  arrested,  what  would 
be  the  result  ?  Foreign  coimtries  must 
continue  to  pay  their  debts.  Not  being 
able  to  pay  in  goods,  they  would  have 
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for  the  time  to  pay  in  bullion  and  specie; 
there  would  be  an  accumulation  of  the 
precious  metals  in  this  country,  and  that 
would  speedily  bring  about  a  rise  in  the 
price  of  all  other  articles.  When  that 
rise  had  been  established,  our  power  to 
export  would  be  diminished;  the  amount 
of  our  exports  would  be  reduced  until 
the  balance,  or  excess  of  imports  over 
exports,  was  again  re-estabUshed,  al- 
though the  volume  of  each  would  be 
lessened,  to  the  enormous  disadvantage 
of  all  concerned.  In  other  words,  the 
effect  of  an  attempt  to  redress  the  balance 
would  be  promptiy  to  lessen  the  value 
of  our  exports,  but  could  not  ultimately 
affect  the  difference  in  amount  between 
them  and  our  imports. 

In  confirmation  of  what  I  have  said 
as  to  the  increase  in  the  volume  of  our 
trade,  I  now  turn  to  some  items  of  our 
production.  I  have  taken  the  figures 
which  I  am  going  to  quote  from  an  inte- 
resting article  in  last  week's  Economist, 
from  which  it  appears  that  in  the  first 
period  of  six  years,  to  which  I  have  al- 
ready referred,  the  production  of  coal 
was  710,000,000  tons;  in  the  second  it 
was  813,000,000.  In  pig  iron  the  pro- 
duction increased  from  37,000,000  tons 
to  39,000,000.  The  consumption  of  wool 
advanced  from  1,064,000,000  lbs.  to 
1,232,000,000  lbs. ;  and  the  consumption 
of  cotton  from  7,215,000,000  lbs.  to 
7,578,000,000.  I  might  easily  add  to 
the  list ;  but  in  all  the  principal  articles 
of  which  we  have  Beturns  the  increase 
in  our  trade  is  equally  marked.  But 
then  it  is  said  wages  have  been  reduced, 
and  the  condition  of  the  working  classes 
is  that  of  great  distress;  in  fact,  we 
have  been  given  to  understand  that  they 
can  hardly  keep  body  and  soul  together. 
Undoubtedly  there  has  been  a  reduction 
of  wages  in  almost  every  trade  from  the 
level  which  they  reached  in  the  time  of 
g^atest  inflation  ;  but  what  is  also  true 
is  that  the  purchasing  power  of  wages 
has  become  considerably  greater  in  the 
same  period,  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
it  appears  that  the  consumption  of  every 
important  article  of  necessity  or  luxury 
by  the  working  classes  has  shown  a  re- 
markable increase.  Thus  the  consump- 
tion of  sugar,  an  article  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
is  so  anxious  to  increase  in  price,  has 
advanced  from  42^  lbs.  per  head  in 
1869,  to  63^  lbs.  per  head  in  1880. 
It  is  not  wonderful;  under  these  cir- 
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cnmstances,  that  the  sugar  trade,  in 
spite  of  the  desire  of  some  of  the  refiners 
for  protective  duty,  is  in  a  condition  of 
great  prosperity — a  fact  which  the  Re- 
turns leave  beyond  a  doubt,  and  which 
is  confirmed  by  information  I  have  re- 
cently received  to  the  effect  that  on  a 
dissolution  of  partnership,  in  the  case  of 
a  great  firm  in  the  North,  while  the 
original  house  is  maintaining  its  pro- 
duction, the  outgoing  members  of  the 
firm  have  just  purchased  eight  or  ten 
acres  of  land  in  London  on  which  they 
propose  to  erect  a  refinery  at  a  cost  of 
about  £150,000,  which  will  turn  out 
something  like  70,000  tons  of  refined 
sugar  per  annum.  Then,  in  the  same 
period,  the  consumption  of  tea  has  in- 
creased from  3*63  lbs.  to  4*59  lbs.  per 
head  per  annum;  of  tobacco,  fit>m 
1*35  lbs.  to  1*43  lbs;  and  of  spirits, 
British  and  imported  together,  from  *98 
of  a  gallon  to  1*09  gfulons.  It  is  im- 
possible to  ignore  the  significance  of 
these  facts,  which  show  that  whatever 
may  have  been  the  depression  of  trade, 
it  has  not  yet  affected  the  power  of  the 
working  classes  to  procure  for  them- 
selves increasing  quantities  of  the  neces- 
sities, the  comforts,  and  the  luxuries  of 
life.  There  is  one  other  article  to  the 
consumption  of  which  I  refer  with  some 
reserve,  as  I  have  been  unable  to  check 
the  figures,  which  I  have  obtained  from 
an  interesting  statistical  work,  called 
The  Progress  of  the  World,  But  in  this 
book  I  find  it  stated  that  during  the 
period  of  20  years,  from  1831  to  1850, 
the  consumption  of  wheat  per  inhabi- 
tant was  270  lbs.  per  annum.  In  the 
nine  years,  1871  to  1879,  it  had  risen  to 
341  lbs.,  and  in  the  same  period  the 
price  had  fallen  from  55«.  per  quarter  to 
48«.,  which  is  a  fact  of  the  more  import- 
ance and  interest  because  it  has  been 
shown  by  Dr.  Farr,  in  his  statistical  ab- 
stracts, that  the  death-rate  of  the  popu- 
lation falls  3  per  cent  for  each  2s,  per 
bushel  in  the  price  of  wheat. 

I  may  also  refer  to  the  subject  of 
pauperism.  If  the  working  classes  were 
being  ruined  in  consequence  of  a  mis- 
taken fiscal  and  commercial  policy,  the 
result  would  be  manifest  in  the  Poor 
Law  Returns ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  it 
appears  that  while,  in  1869,  1,167,000 
persons  were  receiving  pauper  relief  in 
England  and  Scotland,  in  1880  the  num- 
bers had  fallen  to  a  little  under  902,000 
persons. 

Mf.  ChamberMi^ 


As  regards  emigration,  while  the  total 
number  of  persons  who  left  these  shores 
in  six  years,  1869  to  1874,  was  1,218,000, 
in  the  six  years  between  1875  and  1880 
the  numbers  fell  to  850,000 ;  and  it  is 
remarkable  that  in  Protected  Germany, 
during  the  whole  of  that  period,  emi- 
gration has  been  considerably  increas- 
ing. 

1  must  now  go  back  for  a  moment  to 
the  excess  of  imports  over  exports  which 
causes  so  much  anxiety  to  a  certain  class 
of  persons  in  this  country,  and  is  re- 
garded by  them  as  a  sign  of  weakness 
and  a  proof  of  our  commercial  decline. 
I  consider  it,  on  the  contrary,  as  a  fact 
which  ought  to  give  us  the  greatest 
satisfaction,  and  I  think  I  can  show  con- 
clusively that  this  is  the  case.  Let  ns 
take  a  comprehensive  view  of  the  qnes- 
tion.  I  find  that  during  the  last  40 
years,  which  embraces  the  whole  Free 
Trade  period,  the  total  balance  of  trade 
or  excess  of  imports  over  exports  is, 
roughly  speaking,  £1,600,000,000.  Now, 
how  is  it  supposed  that  this  is  paid  for  f 
It  seems  to  be  the  idea  with  some  persons 
that  the  whole  of  this  vast  sum  has  been 
paid  by  this  country  in  what  they  call 
*  *  hard  cash, "  meaningbullion  and  specie. 
But  an  examination  shows  that  during 
the  same  period  the  imports  of  bullion 
and  specie  have  exceeded  the  exports 
by  something  like  £40,000,000;  and, 
therefore,  the  total  balance  of  goods 
and  specie  together  must  be  taken  at 
£1,640,000,000. 

Again,  I  ask,  how  is  this  aoooonted 
for?  Is  it  supposed  that  this  country 
owes  thatjsum  to  other  nations?  Nothing 
can  be  farther  from  the  fact.  On  the 
contrary,  in  the  period  to  which  I  have 
referred,  the  indebtedness  of  other  na« 
tions  to  this  country  has  enormously  in- 
creased. It  is  now  estimated  at  not  less 
than  £1,500,000,000,  and  no  one,  I 
imagine,  would  put  its  amount  at  the 
commencement  of  the  period  at  more  than 
£500,000,000.  Consequently,  foreign 
countries,  whilesendingus£  1,640,000,000 
more  than  they  have  received  from  us, 
have  at  the  same  time  got  into  our  debt 
to  the  extent  of  £1,000,000,000.  This 
investment  has  been  made,  not  in  specie 
or  bullion,  but  in  English  goods,  and  if 
it  had  not  been  made  our  exports  would 
have  been  something  like  £1,000,000,000 
less,  and  the  balance  of  trade  would  have 
been  increased  to  the  larger  sum  I  have 
named.  Whc^tdoesthisenormous balance 
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repreflenty  then  ?  In  the  firat  instance; 
it  represents  the  cost  of  freight,  the 
carrying  trade  of  the  world,  and  espe- 
cially of  English  goods,  having  passed 
almost  entirdy  into  English  hands.  But 
over  and  above  this  item,  it  represents 
nothinff  more  nor  less  than  the  profit 
derived  by  this  country  from  its  external 
trade  and  the  interest  from  its  invest- 
ments abroad,  daring  these  40  years. 

There  is  another  way  of  looking  at 
this  matter.  Instead  of  taking  it  in 
bnlk,  consider  the  details  of  our  foreign 
trade,  and  let  us  f oUow  out  a  particular 
transaction.  I  have  seen  it  stated  that 
in  Birmingham  there  exists  a  profitable 
industry  in  the  manufacture  oi  idols  for 
South  African  negroes,  and  another  in- 
dustry for  the  manufacture  of  guns  war- 
ranted to  burst  the  first  time  they  are 
fired.  Generally  speaking,  I  observe 
that  eveiything  wiiich  is  said  about 
Birmingham  is  inaccurate,  and  I  dis- 
claim any  belief  in  these  stories;  but 
suppose,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  that 
this  charge  against  the  morality  of  my 
Hsllow-townsmen  coiQd  be  substantiated, 
and  that  a  Birmingham  manufacturer 
aeUs  a  brass  deity  to  the  negroes,  or  a 
gun  such  as  those  which  were  disposed 
of  by  the  late  Government  to  the  num- 
ber of  200,000  at  the  rate  of  2«.  Qd, 
a-piece;  then,  if  for  either  of  these 
oonmiodities  the  Birmingham  trader  re- 
ceived an  ounce  of  gold,  as  he  well 
might,  in  return,  the  transaction  would 
appear  in  the  statistical  tables  as  an  ex- 

Srt  of  2«.  6<^.,  and  an  import  of  about  £3. 
le  balance  of  trade  would  be  £2  1 7«.  ^d. 
against  the  Birmingham  tradesman, 
and  yet  I  do  not  think  he  would 
have  any  cause  to  be  dissatisfied  with 
the  pecuniary  results  of  the  transaction. 
But  why  should  what  is  profitable  in  the 
case  of  the  individual  become  unprofit- 
able when  miQtiplied  by  the  thousand 
or  tiie  nullion  in  the  case  of  the  nation  ? 
And  yet  this  is  the  contention  of  gentle- 
men who  fume  and  fret  whenever  the 
value  of  what  we  receive  is  greater  than 
the  value  of  what  we  give. 

I  have  a  few  more  words  to  say  on 
the  proposition  that  foreign  nations  have 
benefited  during  the  period  of  depression 
in  this  coimtry.  This  supposition  is 
entirely  unwarranted  by  the  facts.  There 
are  periods  of  depression  in  all  countries, 
alUiough  it  is  important  to  bear  in  mind 
that  they  are  not  always  coincident,  and 
that  it  18^  therefore,  unfair  to  compare 


the  same  years  without  taking  circum- 
stances  into  account.     Taking  first  the 
case  of  France,  and  dealing  with  exports 
only    as  a   test  of   prosperity,   I  find 
that  the  exports  of  domestic  produce, 
which  averaged  in  the  two  years  1868-9 
£83,000,000,  had  increased  in  the  two 
years  1878-9  to  £128,000,000,  an   in- 
crease of  £45,000,000,  or  54  per  cent. 
In  the  United  Kingdom  the  increase  in 
the  same  period  was  from  £123,000,000 
to  £192,000,000,  an  actual  increase  of 
£69,000,000,  and  a  percentage  of  .in- 
crease of  57  per  cent.     On  these  figures 
I  have  to  make  two  observations — first, 
that  it  is   more  important  to  consider 
the  actual  increase  in  money  than  the 
percentage,  because,  as  the  initial  figures 
in  the  case  of  foreign  countries  are  very 
much  smaller  than  those   of    English 
trade,  the  proportionate  increase   may 
well  be  larger,  even  when  the  actucd 
increase  is  very  much  less;   and,   se- 
condly, I  must  point  out  that  the  in- 
crease, such  as  it  is,  in  French  trade  is 
much  greater  than  it  would  have  been 
but  for  the  loss  of  Alsace  and  Lorraine. 
In  other  words,  while  the  internal  trade 
of  France  has  suffered  by  the  cession  of 
territory,   the  external    trade  has    in- 
creased by  the  transfer  of  this  portion 
of  her  internal  trade,  or  a  considerable 
part  of  it,  to  the  statistics  of  her  external 
commerce.     If  to-morrow  Ireland  were 
separated  from  the  United  Kingdom, 
no  doubt  a  large  trade  between  the  two 
countries  would  continue  to  exist ;  but 
it  would  go  to  swell  the  exports,  and, 
apparently,  to  increase  the  foreign  trade, 
and  would  cease  to  be  reckoned  as  part 
of  the  internal  transactions  of  the  coun- 
try.    Taking  these  facts  into  account, 
it  would  appear  that  in  Protected  Franco 
the  advance  and  improvement  in  foreign 
trade  has  been  much  less  marked  and 
considerable  than  in  Free  Trade  Eng- 
land. 

I  have  already  referred  to  the  fact 
that  in  1877  trade  in  Franco  was  so  bad 
that  a  Commission  was  specially  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  it.  In  the 
United  States  the  depression  preceded 
that  in  this  country.  It  began  and 
finished  earlier  ;  but,  as  a  proof  of  its 
severity,  I  may  mention  that  while  from 
1869to  1873  the  immigration  into  the 
United  States  averaged  200,000  per 
annum,  in  1874  the  balance  of  immigra- 
tion over  emigration  was  only  about 
1,000.   In  1878  the  iron  industry  was  so 
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depressed  that,  according  to  the  Trade 
HeportSy  nearly  two-thirds  of  the  fur- 
naces were  out  of  blast,  while  in  1866 
tho  total  exports  from  the  United  States, 
which  had  been  £65,000,000  in  1860, 
had  fallen  to  £27,000,000.  Next  year 
they  were  about  double  this  amount — 
the  fluctuations  being  largely  due  to  the 
action  of  the  Civil  War ;  but  they  are  illus- 
trations of  the  fluctuations  which  take 
place  in  the  trade  of  all  countries  at 
some  time  or  another.  I  remember  being 
in  Belgium,  at  Liege,  during  the  height 
of  the  depression  in  the  iron  trade 
in  this  country,  when  it  was  supposed 
that  Belgian  manufactures  were  largely 
competing  with  us.  I  found  there  the 
same  complaints  as  to  loss  of  trade  and 
profit,  and  I  was  told  that  the  manufac- 
turers were  working  at  aloss,  and  selling 
only  to  keep  their  works  partially  em- 
ployed, while  the  shares  of  great  Iron 
Companies  both  in  Belgium  and  West- 
phalia had  fallen  in  many  cases  much 
Delow  par.  And  in  connection  with  this 
I  might  mention  a  statement  which  was 
made  to  me  by  Mr.  Hick,  formerly  an 
esteemed  Member  of  this  House.  I  had 
seen  in  the  newspapers,  as  a  proof  of 
the  extent  of  foreign  competition,  a  re- 
port that  the  girders  for  a  large  factory 
in  Lancashire  had  been  purchased  in 
Belgium,  and  I  asked  Mr.  Hick  to  ex- 
plain it.  He  said — "  The  best  explana- 
tion I  can  give  to  you  is  a  contradiction, 
for  those  very  girders  were  cast  in  my 
own  foundry."  The  fact  is  that  the 
effects  and  extent  of  foreign  competition 
are  almost  always  exaggerated.  Un- 
founded statements  are  made  and  ac- 
cepted as  true  without  inquiry;  but  I 
am  confident,  from  my  own  experience, 
that  as  regards  the  hardware  and  iron 
trades  more  especially,  of  which  I  know 
most — though  I  think  the  same  remark 
would  apply  to  other  industries  also — 
there  never  has  been,  for  any  consider- 
able time  together,  serious  competition 
from  foreign  manufacturers  with  the 
standard  industries  of  this  country. 
Within  the  last  few  days  I  have  seen  an 
extract  from  a  Beport  of  the  Chamber 
of  Commerce  at  Berlin,  in  which  a  pro- 
test is  made  against  the  Protectionist 
policy  of  Prince  Bismarck  ;  and  if  time 
permitted  I  might  multiply  instances  to 
show  that,  whatever  the  extent  of  the 
depression  here  may  be,  it  has  been  in 
recentyears  paralled  or  exceeded  in  every 
other  countiy  in  the  world. 

Mr.  CAamherlain 


And  now,  Sir,  I  turn  to  a  considera- 
tion of  the  remedies  which  are  proposed 
bv  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  for  a  state 
of  things  which,  as  I  have  shown,  exists 
largely  at  all  events  only  in  their  ima- 

S nation.  Wo  are  to  adopt  a  policy  of 
eciprocity  and  Betaliation.  But,  I 
want  to  know,  what  are  the  predse 
steps  by  which  this  policy  is  to  be  car- 
ried into  effect  ?  Hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site do  not  agree  among  themsefves. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr. 
Ecroyd)  is  the  only  speaker  who  has 
gone  into  some  details.  He  said  that  it 
is  the  duty  of  our  working  men  to  make 
some  sacrifice  in  order  to  re-oonquer  the 
free  and  fair  trade  which  we  haye  lost. 
There  is  no  doubt  about  the  sacrifice 
which  the  working  men  would  have  to 
make  in  order  to  adopt  the  policy  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  His  view  appears  to 
be  this — and  I  do  not  say  that  there,  is 
not  an  appearance  of  justification  for  it 
— we  are  to  retaliate  on  foreim  ooun* 
tries  by  putting  on  protective  duties  in 
order  to  induce  them  to  take  off  the 
duties  which  they  now  levy  on  our  goods. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to  con- 
sider that  his  proposal  was  a  temporazy 
expedient,  to  be  adopted  with  reluctance 
and  regret,  and  to  be  abandoned  as  soon 
as  possible.  But  suppose  foreign  coun- 
tries are  not  persuaded  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, or  by  his  Betaliatory  policy,  to 
take  off  their  duties  ?  How  long  is  the 
experiment  to  last  ?  Is  it  to  be  for  five 
years,  or  for  10  years,  or  for  20  years, 
or  for  ever,  that  the  working  classes  are 
to  be  called  upon  to  make  the  sacrifices 
which  it  is  admitted  will  be  entailed 
upon  them  ? 

Then,  again,  on  what  goods  are  we  to 
retaliate  ?  On  which  of  our  imports  are 
we  to  put  duties  ?  That  is  a  question  of 
cardinal  importance  on  which  the  advo- 
cates of  Beciprocity  ought  to,  but  do  not, 
agree.  Does  the  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
pose, for  instance,  to  tax  foreign  manu- 
factures? I  understand  him  to  say 
that  it  would  be  foolish,  in  the  last  de- 
gree, to  attempt  to  put  duties  on  the 
principal  manufactures  of  foreign  coun- 
tries. 

Mb.  ECBOYD  explained  that  he 
meant  that  it  would  be  ioolish  to  impose 
in  each  case  duties  corresponding  in 
amoimt  to  those  directed  ag^nst  us. 
What  he  proposed  was  to  put  moderate 
but  xmiform  duties  on  foreiim  manu- 
footores. 
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Mb.  OHAMBEBLAIN  :  I  am  glad  to 
haye  the  explanation  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. I  understand  that  if  the  foreigner 
charges  40  or  50  per  cent  duty  on  Eng- 
lish manufactures,  the  hon.  Member 
would  retaliate  by  putting  10  per  cent 
on  the  manufactures  of  the  foreigner. 
But  the  hon.  Member  is  altogether  in- 
consistent in  such  a  proposal.  He  stands 
up  as  the  advocate  of  "  Fair"  Trade; 
but  does  he  not  see  that  it  is  just  as  un- 
fair that  there  should  be  duties,  say  of 
40  per  cent  on  one  side  and  10  per 
cent  on  the  other,  as  if  there  were  30  per 
cent  on  the  one  side  and  none  on  the 
other?  Unless  the  duties  imposed  by 
us  are  the  same  as  those  imposed  against 
us  it  is  clear  that  trade  will  not  be  fair, 
although  it  will  no  longer  be  free.  But 
there  is  another  point  which  I  submit  to 
the  consideration  of  the  House.  Eng- 
land is  of  all  coimtries  the  most  yulner- 
able  in  this  matter — that  is  to  say,  that 
in  spite  of^  or  rather  I  am  inclined  to 
say  in  consequence  of,  the  Protectionist 
policy  of  foreign  coimtries,  we  export  a 
great  deal  more  than  we  import  in  the 
wigr  of  manufactures. 

Mb.  ECROYD:  The  great  bulk  of 
our  exports  go  to  India  and  China. 

Mb.  chamberlain  :  I  challenge 
the  view  of  the  hon.  Member ;  and  I  say 
that  there  is  no  country  with  which  we 
hare  trade  of  any  importance  to  which 
our  exports  of  manufactured  goods  are 
not  in  excess  of  our  imports.  Take  the 
case  of  the  United  States  as  an  example. 
That  is  the  worst  instance  of  Protection 
with  which  wo  have  to  deal.  I  am 
speaking  from  memory,  and  I  do  not 
pledffe  myself  to  the  exact  figure  ;  but, 
rou^dy  speaking,  I  am  under  the  im- 
preesionthatweexport  about  £  1 6,000, 000 
of  manufactured  goods  to  the  United 
States,  while  our  imports  are  only  about 
£8,000,000,  the  rest,  and  great  bulk  of 
our  imports,  consisting  entirely  of  raw 
materials  and  food ;  and,  therefore,  such 
a  commercial  war  as  the  hon.  Member 
proposes  would  do  us  more  harm  than 
the  foreigner,  who  might  retaliate  on 
our  retaliation  by  prohibiting,  or  still 
further  increasing  his  duties  on,  our 
goods,  or  eren  by  putting  a  duty  on  the 
exports  of  articles  which  we  do  not  pro- 
duce for  ourselves. 

I  have  already  asked  how  long  these 
sacrifices  are  to  be  imposed  on  the  work- 
ins-men — for  10,  for  20,  or  for  30  years  ? 
[Mr.  Egbotd:   No,  no!]       The  hon. 


Member  only  intends  it  as  a  temporary 
expedient ;  but  the  effect  of  such  a  policy 
will  be  to  foster  weak  industries  unsuited 
to  the  country — such,  for  instance,  as 
those  which  existed  in  Coventry  or  at 
Bethnal  Gbeen,  which,  even  in  the  times 
of  Protection,  had  only  an  unhealthy 
life,  and  which,  when  the  time  of  ex- 

Seriment  ceased,  would  be  immediately 
estroyed,  carrying  with  them  in  their 
ruin  the  fortunes  of  all  who  had  been 
tempted  by  this  mistaken  policy  to  en- 

fage  in  them.  [Mr.  Eitchie  :  Wines.] 
ir,  I  have  alreaHy  detained  the  House 
too  long  in  answer  to  the  speeches  which 
have  been  made.  If  I  am  to  undertake 
to  answer  arguments  in  the  nature  of 
interjections,  I  am  afraid  I  shall  have  to 
make  an  excessive  demand  on  the  pa- 
tience of  hon.  Members.  But  the  answer 
which  I  have  made  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Preston  does  not  satisfy  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets.  It  is 
the  difficulty  of  this  subject  that  everr 
man  has  his  own  separate  specific,  though 
all  call  it  by  the  same  name  of  Beci- 

?rocity;  but  the  Reciprocity  of  the 
'ower  Hamlets  differs  from  the  Reci- 
procity of  Preston ;  and  the  Reciprocity 
of  the  Tower  Hamlets  differs  at  different 
times  in  the  evening.  What  I  now 
imderstand  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  to  say  is  that  we  ought 
to  put  a  duty,  not  on  manufactures  gene- 
rally, but  on  wines,  and  gloves,  and  silks. 
As  regards  silks  and  gloves,  I  have  the 
same  answer  to  make  which  I  have 
already  made  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston.  If  they  are  not  industries 
which  can  be  maintained  in  this  country 
without  Protection,  it  would  be  most  im- 
prudent and  unwise  to  foster  them  by 
imnatural  means,  and  the  result  would 
only  end  in  the  misery  and  suffering  of 
all  concerned.  Wine,  no  doubt,  stands 
on  a  different  footing.  The  duty  on 
wine  and  on  spirits  is  not  protective; 
it  is  partly  fiscal  and  partly  moral,  and 
might  be  dealt  with  upon  those  con- 
siderations ;  and  if  the  Treaty  negotia- 
tions with  France  should  break  down, 
the  English  Government  would  be  per- 
fectly justified  in  dealing  with  the  Wine 
and  Spirit  Duties  as  they  thought  best 
for  the  interests  of  the  country. 

Well  then,  does  anyone  propose  to 

Sut  a  duty  on  raw  materials  ?  The  hon. 
[ember  for  Preston,  in  the  speech  which 
he  made  at  Exeter  HaU,  protested 
against  so  suicidal  a  proposal.    Is  it 
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oonoeiyable  that  we  Bhould  ever  be 
foolish  enough  to  do  away  with  the 
foundation  of  a  g^eat  part  of  our  trade 
— namely,  the  freedom  with  which  we 
receive  the  raw  material?  Take  the 
case  of  sugar.  Why  is  it  that  this  trade 
has  been  so  prosperous  of  late  years,  so 
much  so  that  I  have  heard  it  currently 
reported  that  one  of  the  leaders  in 
this  manufacture  has  made  a  fortune  of 
£1,000,000  or  £2,000,000  in  less  than 
20  years  ?  It  is  partly,  at  all  events,  in 
consequence  of  the  injudicious  Bounty 
system  adopted  by  other  countries  which 
has  enabled  our  manufacturers  to  get 
their  raw  su^ar  at  less  than  cost  price, 
and  has  enabled  them  to  imdersell  the 
manufacturers  of  the  rest  of  the  world, 
especially  in  neutral  countries.  This  is 
a  fact  which  the  Austrians  have  begun 
to  find  out ;  and  manufacturers,  both  in 
Austria  and  in  France,  are  naturally 
protesting  against  a  system  which  places 
this  immense  advantage  at  the  disposal 
of  the  British  refiner. 

Lastly,  Sir,  is  anyone  bold  enough  to 
propose  that  we  should  put  duties  upon 
fooa?  The  hon.  Member  for  Preston, 
no  doubt,  has  the  courage  of  his  convic- 
tions. He  has  referred  to  the  sacrifices 
which  he  would  require  from  the  work- 
ing classes,  and  he  does  not  hesitate  to 
make  the  demand  upon  them  that  they 
should  pay  an  extra  price  of  10  per  cent 
upon  the  most  important  articles  of  their 
daily  comsumption.  Well,  Sir,  I  can 
conceive  it  just  possible,  although  it  is 
very  improbable,  that  under  the  sting  of 
great  suffering,  and  deceived  by  misre- 
presentations, the  working  classes  might 
be  willing  to  try  strange  remedies,  and 
might  be  foolish  enough  to  submit  for  a 
time  to  a  proposal  to  tax  the  food  of  the 
country ;  but  one  thing  I  am  certain  of, 
if  this  course  is  ever  taken,  and  if  the 
depression  were  to  continue,  or  to  recur, 
it  would  be  the  signal  for  a  state  of 
things  more  dangerous  and  more  disas- 
trous than  anything  which  has  been 
seen  in  this  country  since  the  repeal  of 
the  Corn  Laws.  With  the  growth  of 
intelligence  on  the  part  of  the  working 
classes,  and  with  the  knowledge  they 
now  possess  of  their  own  power,  the  re- 
action against  such  a  policy  would  be 
attendedby  consequences  so  serious  that 
I  do  not  like  to  contemplate  them.  A 
tax  on  food  would  mean  a  decline  in 
wages.  It  would  certainly  involve  a 
reduction  in  their  productive  value ;  the 
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same  amount  of  money  would  have  a 
smaller  purchasing  power.  It  would 
mean  more  than  this,  for  it  would  raise 
the  price  of  every  article  produced  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  it  would  indubi- 
tably bring  about  the  loss  of  that  gigantic 
export  trade  which  the  industry  and 
energy  of  the  country,  working  under 
conditions  of  absolute  freedom,  has  been 
able  to  create. 

Sir,  I  think  I  have  now  dealt  in  turn 
with  the  arguments  which  have  beeq 
brought  before  the  House.  I  may  sum- 
marize my  conclusions  by  quoting  to  the 
House  the  opinion  of  one  entitled  to 
respect  as  an  authority  on  this  subject. 
The  extract  I  am  about  to  read  is  from 
a  work  entitled  Twenty  Tea/re  of  Finm^ 
eial  Poliey,  and  was  written  in  1862  by 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Memb^ 
for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote).  It  is,  in  my  opinion,  as  appli- 
cable to  the  present  state  of  things  as  it 
was  to  the  time  when  it  was  written,  and 
I  do  not  suppose  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  swerved  since  uien  one 
iota  from  the  views  which  he  has  so  well 
expressed.    He  says — 

'*  The  great  fiscal  and  oommercial  meaanres  ol 
the  last  20  years  have  wrought  a  wonderful 
change  in  the  circumstances  of  the  country.  A 
complete  revolution  has  taken  place  in  many 
parts  of  our  moral,  social,  and  ^litical  system 
which  may  be  directly  traced,  either  wholly  or 
in  great  part,  to  the  effects  of  those  measures. 
Our  material  wealth,  too,  has  enormously  in- 
creased— our  trade  has  developed,  and  our  manu- 
factures have  been  carried  to  great  perfection. 
There  have  been  seasons  of  temporary,  local, 
and  partial  suffering,  and  the  changes  which 
have  proved  beneficial  to  the  pubUc  have  some- 
times pressed  hardly  on  particular  interests; 
but,  upon  the  whole,  it  can  hardly  be  questioned 
that  the  condition  of  ever^  portion  of  the  com- 
munity has  been  greatly  improved  by  the  new 
poUey." 

In  conclusion,  I  can  assure  the  House 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  are  fully 
alive  to  the  feeling  in  this  country  with 
reference  to  the  present  negotiations. 
That  feeling  is  not  keen  for  the  condu- 
sidn  of  a  Treaty,  and  would  not  be  satis- 
fied with  any  arrangement  which  was 
worse  than  the  one  now  expiring ;  but  I 
believe  it  would  be  disappointed  if  any 
effort  were  spared  to  brmg  the  negotia- 
tions to  a  success^  issue.  As  long, 
therefore,  as  there  appears  to  be  a  chance 
of  a  happy  result,  we  will  not  be  forced 
by  unwarrantable  and  frivolous  oharges 
of  concealment  and  secrecy,  or  by  at- 
tempts to  impose  exto^onate  or  unxea- 
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flonable  oonditions,  to  giv^  op  the  nego- 
tiations in  a  pet,  and  without  exhausting 
eveiy  means  of  arriying  at  an  under- 
standing honourable  and  beneficial  to 
.both  countries.  The  commercial  results 
of  the  Cobden  Treaty  I  have  shown  to 
be  of  gceat  importance — of  great  value 
to  this  country,  and  of  greater  value 
still  to  France ;  since  the  trade,  large  as 
it  is,  is  a  much  smaller  proportion  of  our 
total  transactions  than  it  is  of  those  of 
our  neighbours  across  the  Channel.  But 
these  results  are,  in  my  opinion,  over- 
shadowed by  the  political  advantages  of 
the  good  understanding  which  has  so 
long  prevailed.  I  hope  that,  by  the 
exercise  of  wisdom  and  discretion,  and 
fifood  feeling  on  both  sides,  it  may  yet 
be  possible  to  renew  and  to  extend  rela- 
tions which  have  contributed  so  mate- 
rially to  the  prosperity  of  both  countries, 
and  to  the  welfare  and  the  peace  of  the 
world. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  rose  with 
great  diffidence,  and  with  some  trepida- 
tion, after  the  warning  addressed  to  him 
in  the  earlier  part  of  the  evening  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  to  ask  the  per- 
mission of  the  House  to  state,  in  a  few 
sentences,  why  he  intended  to  give  his 
vote  in  support  of  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Itiend  the  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets ^Mr.  Bitchie).  The  hon.  Baronet 
had  informed  him,  and  informed  the 
House,  that  he  had  no  claim  to  speak 
with  any  authority  on  the  subject.  He 
could  not  help  thinking  that  that-  was 
wholly  unnecessary  inn>rmation.  He 
was  not  aware  that  he  had  ever  pre- 
tended to  do  so.  It  was  quite  true,  and 
he  acknowledged  it  with  great  humility, 
that  he  had  never  yet  pretended  to  be 
an  authority  in  the  matter.  He  had 
never  claimed  to  be  a  sapient  member  of 
the  Cobden  Club,  or  a  duly-instructed 
disciple  of  those  Gamaliels  of  political 
economy  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
who  professed  to  be  so  immensely  supe- 
rior to  the  Occupants  of  the  Benches  on 
the  Tory  side  of  the  House.  Neverthe- 
less, he  hoped,  before  he  sat  down,  that 
he  should  be  able  to  convince  the  House 
that  the  reasons  by  which  he  was  guided 
in  supporting  the  Motion  were  dictated 
by  plain  common  sense.  But  before  he 
did  this,  he  would  ask  the  permission  of 
the  House  to  refer,  in  a'  few  words,  to 
the  speeches  which  had  been  addressed 
Jbo  them  that  evening.    In  the  earlier 


part  of  the  evening  they  heard  from  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bolton 
(Mr.  J.  K.  Cross)  a  speech  which  he 
presumed  to  characterize  as  a  speech  of 
the  greatest  ability,  and  one  to  which  he 
had  listened  with  great  interest  and  ad- 
miration. Further  than  that,  they  had 
been  favoured  with  a  lecture  of  consider- 
able severity  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
he  could  not  understand  what  they  meant 
by  the  Motion.  He  hoped,  before  he 
sat  down,  to  be  able  to  make  the  right 
hon. Gentleman  understand,  at  all  events, 
what  his  (Mr.  Chaplin's)  views  on  the 
49ubject  were.  But  neither  was  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  able,  for  the  life  of  him, 
to  draw  any  distinction  between  Fair 
Trade  and  Free  Trade.  If  he  was  not 
mistaken,  before  many  months  had 
passed,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
find  his  intellect  on  that  question  consi- 
derably sharpened  by  the  agitation  and 
feeling  which,  he  suspected,  no  one  knew 
better  than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  were  widely  and  rapidly  spread- 
ing in  the  country  on  the  subject.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  fallen  foul  of 
the  noble  Viscount  the  Member  for  Liver- 
pool (Viscount  Sandon),  whom  he  ac- 
cused of  being  grossly  deficient  in  the 
courtesies  of  debate. 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN:  The  hon. 
Member  entirely  misrepresents  me.  I 
did  not  use  such  words.  I  never  said 
that  the  noble  Lord  was  grossly  deficient 
in  the  courtesies  of  debate. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  was  thankful 
to  be  corrected  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. He  did  not  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  believe  that  the  noble 
Lord  would  willingly  be  guilty  of  any 
discourtesy  in  that  House.  He  was  the 
last  person  who  was  open  to  such  a 
charge.  But,  whether  the  right  hon. 
Genfleman  complained  of  a  want  of  cour- 
tesy on  the  part  of  the  noble  Lord  or 
not,  he  did  undoubtedly  complain  of  the 
charges  which  the  noble  Lord  had  made 
against  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the 
concealment  of  the  policy  and  intentions 
of  the  Government.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  drew  a  distinction  between 
the  manner  in  which  the  policy  of  the 
present  Government  had  been  carried 
out  and  the  manner  in  which  the  policy 
of  the  late  Government  was  conducted, 
and  the  concealment  which  had  been 
practised  by  each.    He  (Mr.  Chaplin) 
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declined  to  accept  tHe  distinction  of  tHe 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  would  prefer 
to  draw  one  of  his  own.  The  conceal- 
ments of  the  late  Government  were  pub- 
lished to  the  world  and  put  into  plain 
English,  whereas  the  concealments  of 
the  present  Government,  instead  of  beinff 
put  into  plain  English,  were  disguised 
in  the  French  language.  To  his  great 
surprise  and  amazement,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  turned  round  and  said  that 
the  publication  of  the  documents  in 
question  was  one  of  the  most  useless 
expenditures  he  had  ever  known  and  a 
great  waste  of  public  money.  K  that 
were  really  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  why  did  he  grant  the  Be- 
tum  ?  He  haa  always  thought  that  the 
present  Gt)vernment  was  par  excellence  a 
Government  of  economy  as  well  as  of 
all  the  other  virtues  in  the  world.  Un- 
doubtedly, they  were  a  Government  which 
had  the  largest  majority  he  ever  remem- 
bered ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  really  of  opinion  that  the  publica- 
tion of  these  Hetums  was  a  great  waste 
of  public  money  and  a  useless  expendi- 
ture, no  man  in  the  House  deserved 
more  severe  condemnation  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  consenting  to 
publish  them.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  been  good  enough  to  admit,  at 
all  events,  that  there  was  some  founda- 
tion for  the  statements  which  had  been 
made  on  that  side  of  the  House.  He 
had  condescended  to  allow  that  there 
had  been  great  agricultural  loss  and 
agricultural  depression ;  but  how  had  it 
arisen  ?  It  had  arisen,  according  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  from  nothing  but 
the  absence  of  sun.  Unless  he  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  were  altogether  mistaken  and 
his  memory  deceived  him,  he  had  been 
led  to  believe  that  the  agricultural  de- 
pression was  in  a  great  degree  owing  to 
unrestricted  foreign  competition,  in  ad- 
dition to  the  absence  of  sun.  K  that 
were  true,  what  became  of  the  conten- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ?  If 
it  were  the  case  that  the  agricultural 
depression  was  owing  to  unrestricted 
foreign  competition,  and  that  the  depres- 
sion m  trade  was  caused  by  agricultural 
depression,  was  it  not  the  fact  that,  on 
his  own  showing,  the  depression  of  trade 
at  the  present  time  was  in  some  mea- 
sure, if  not  in  a  g^at  measure,  caused 
by  that  very  system  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  the  advocate  of — ^namely,  the 
(system  of  Eree  Tirade  ?    The  right  hon. 
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(Gentleman  had  called  upon  hon.  Mem** 
bers  on  that  side  of  the  House  to  state 
what  remedies  they  proposed.  He  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  was  not  aware  that  they  were 
called  upon  to  state  any  remedies  what- 
ever. The  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  that  respect  was  very 
much  like  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bolton — ^they 
both  appeared  to  him  to  be  admirable 
and  able  speeches,  but  deficient  in  one 
particular — they  were  not  speeches  ai 
rem.  They  were  speeches  directed  ag^ainst 
Protection,  and  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bolton  was  speoiallv  directed 
against  the  imposition  of  any  auty  upon 
com.  But  what  was  the  Motion  before 
the  House?  The  Motion  before  the 
House  was  a  proposition  on  the  part  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  that  no  Oommerdal 
Treaty  should  be  entered  into  with 
France  except  on  certain  conditions,  and 
among  those  conditions  was  one  in  par- 
ticular— that  they  should  not  tie  the 
hands  of  the  Government  for  more  than 
12  months.  He  could  assure  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bolton  that  if  ever  the  time 
arrived  when  he  thought  it  neoessaxy 
and  right  in  the  interests  of  the  whole 
community  to  do  so,  he  would  not  hesi- 
tate for  a  moment  to  propose  the  imposi- 
tion of  a  duty  upon  com,  whether  on 
wheat  or  barley  or  any  other  description 
of  com.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bolton 
asked  him  (Mr.  Chaplin)  to  explain 
to  the  House,  if  he  were  able  to  do  so, 
what  the  cost  in  this  country  would  be 
of  producing  a  quarter  of  wheat.  [Mr. 
J.  K.  Cross  :  I  said  the  cost  in  labour.l 
That  was  exactly  what  he  understood 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  have  said.  The 
object  of  the  hon.  Member  was  to  find 
out  what  the  cost  in  labour  of  producing 
a  quarter  of  wheat  in  this  country  was 
in  order  to  establish  a  theory  that  it 
gave  far  less  work  to  English  working 
people  than  a  Kj^uarter  of  wheat  im- 
ported from  abroad.  The  statement  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  that  a  quarter 
of  wheat  cost  in  this  country  10«.,  wnereas 
the  cost  of  a  quarter  of  wheat  imported 
from  abroad  was  30«.  Now,  what  did 
the  hon.  Member  mean  by  the  cost  in 
labour?  He  acknowledged  the  vast  supe- 
riority of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  Hquso  in  their  knowledge  of 
political  economy,  and  especially  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tiie  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade.    But  sorely,  hon. 
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Members  opposite  mnst  have  learned  by 
this  timetbat  everything  that  contributed 
to  the  production  of  a  quarter  of  wheat 
in  this  country,  except  Che  original  soil, 
was  the  fruit  of  labour.  First,  there 
was  the  seed.  That  was  the  fruit  of 
labour ;  for  it  had  to  be  collected  and 
sown.  Then  there  was  the  manure. 
They  heard  a  great  deal  about  artificial 
manure.  In  wis  case  would  any  hon. 
Gtontleman  tell  him  that  the  application 
of  artificial  manure  was  not  the  fruit  of 
labour?  Gould  any  hon.  Member  de- 
Boribe  anything  to  him  in  the  world 
that  was  necessary  to  the  production  of 
a  quarter  of  wheat  that  was  not  the  fruit 
of  Labour  ?  Then,  taking  that  view  of 
the  matter,  although  it  was  one  upon 
which  he  had  sometimes  made  calcula- 
tions, he  was  asked  the  question  sud- 
denly, and  he  was  sorry  he  had  not  p^t 
his  calculations  with  him ;  but,  ]^utting 
it  at  the  lowest,  the  cost  of  the  produc- 
tion of  a  quarter  of  wheat  in  this  country 
could  not  be  estimated,  he  thought,  at 
much  less  than  £2. 

Mn.  J.  K.  CBOSS  wished  to  ask  if  the 
hon.  Member  included  anything  in  his 
calculation  for  rent  ? 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  no ;  and  he  would 
tell  the  hon.  Gentleman  how  he  arrived 
at  the  calculation.  He  was  informed  by 
the  farmers  with  whom  he  was  in  the 
habit  of  conversing  in  the  country  that 
it  did  not  pay  them  to  grow  wheat  unless 
they  could  get  a  return  of  £10  an  acre. 
Allowing  80«.  or  £2  for  rent,  a  balance  of 
£8^wa8Teft.  ;He  took  the  produce  of  an 
acre  of  four  quarters,  which  was  a  liberal 
allowance  indeed.  He  was  sorry  to  say 
that  the  produce  did  not  often  reach  that 
amount  now.  That  brought  the  calcu- 
lation to  £2  a-quarter,  and  in  that  cal- 
culation he  put  aside  all  consideration 
of  rent  altogether.  The  hon.  Baronet 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AAurs  pointed  out  that  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
contained  four  distinct  propositions.  So 
&ir  as  he  (Mr.  Chaplin)  was  concerned 
he  approved  of  them  all ;  but  he  attached 
especial  value  to  that  which  declared 
that  the  hands  of  the  Government  should 
not  be  tied  in  any  Treaty  into  which  this 
country  might  enter  with  France  for  a 
period  of  12  months.  He  would  state 
to  the  House,  with  the  utmost  frank- 
ness, the  grounds  on  which  he  held  this 
opinion.  He  could  not  believe,  in  spite 
of  all  the  reassuring  speeches  they  had 


had  from  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
that  either  the  present  condition  or  the 
future  prospects  of  the  commercial  por- 
tion of  the  country  were  by  any  means 
satisfactory;  and  he  must  say  that  he 
had,  besides,  some  considerable  appre- 
hension that  they  had  been  driving  the 
theory  of  Free  Trade  now,  for  a  good 
many  years,  much  too  hard.  There  were 
a  good  many  reasons  for  apprehensions 
on  their  part.  They  in  this  country  were 
in  the  uninterrupted  enjoyment  of  the 
blessings  of  Free  Trade,  while  on  the 
Continent  of  Europe  and  in  America  they 
found  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
notlong  ago  described  as  the  impoverish- 
ing system  of  Protection — a  system  which 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 

SMr.  John  Bright),  who  was  notorious 
or  his  temperate  language  in  dealing 
with  this  subject,  on  one  occasion  spoke 
of  as  the  last  refuge  of  cowardice,  idle- 
ness, and  g^ed.  JBut,  notwithstanding 
that,  what  did  they  find  with  regard  to 
the  commerce  of  the  coimtry  during  late 
years  as  compared  in  point  of  increase 
with  the  commerce  of  those  benighted 
and  blinded  nations  which  pursued  a 
policy  opposite  to  their  own  ?  He  found 
that  during  the  last  10  years  under  F^ro- 
tection  the  trade  of  France  had  increased 
39  per  cent.  Under  the  same  system  the 
commerce  of  Belgium,  during  the  like 
period,  had  increased  51  per  cent,  and 
the  commerce  of  Holland  67  per  cent. 
That  was  the  result  of  Protection  on  the 
Continent  of  Europe.  What  was  the  con- 
dition of  things  in  America  ?  He  found 
that  the  commerce  of  that  coimtry  imder 
Protection — that  impoverishing  system, 
that  last  refuge  of  cowardice,  idleness, 
and  greed — had  increased  68  per  cent 
during  the  last  10  years  ;  whilst  the 
commerce  of  this  country  had  in- 
creased under  the  blessed  system  of 
Free  Tradejust  21  per  cent  in  that  period. 
The  fact  was,  that  those  countries  whose 
commerce,  according  to  the  authority  of 
Free  Traders,  ought  to  be  languishing, 
was  catohing  hand  over  hand  the  com- 
merce of  England,  which,  according  to 
their  theories,  ought  to  have  prospered 
so  much  under  Free  Trade.  He  con- 
fessed that  was  a  fact  which,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  filled  his  mind  with  mis- 
givings and  even  with  alarm,  and  those 
feelings  were  certainly  not  allayed  when 
he  remembered  that  some  of  the  advo- 
cates of  Free  Trade  in  that  House  and 
in  the  country  at  the  present  time  were 
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the  same  men  who  were  its  advocates 
when  it  was  first  introduced  as  a  system 
— ^the  same  men  who  had  been  proved 
by  experience  to  have  been  mistaken, 
and  to  have  been  absolutely  wrong  in 
almost  all  the  prophecies  they  made  with 
regard  to  its  adoption  by  other  countries. 
When,  for  instance,  the  dangers  which 
might  arise  to  this  country  were  pointed 
out,  if  England  alone  amongst  nations 
adopted  the  policy  of  Free  Trade,  the 
charge  was  always  met  by  the  assurance 
on  the  part  of  Mr.  Cobden  and  his  Col- 
leagues that  those  dangers  ooidd  not  by 
any  possibility  arise,  because  the  ad- 
vantages of  Free  Trade  were  so  obvious 
that  all  other  countries  would  imme- 
diately follow  their  example.  But  it 
would  not  be  difficult  to  show,  by  a  re- 
ference to  the  words  of  Mr.  Cobden 
himself,  that  he  was  mistaken.  Mr. 
Oobden  said,  on  one  great  occasion,  with 
reference  to  the  success  of  the  principles 
which  he  advocated — 

"  "We  have  a  principle  established  now  which 
is  eternal  in  its  truth,  and  universal  in  its  ap- 
plications; it  must  be  applied  in  all  nations 
and  throughout  all  time,  and  if  we  are  not  mis- 
taken absolutely  in  thinking  our  principles  are 
true,  be  assured  that  these  results  will  follow, 
and  at  no  distant  time." 

But  these  results  never  had  followed ; 
and  what  was  the  inference  he  must 
draw  from  Mr.  Cobden's  own  words,  if 
it  was  not  that  Mj.  Cobden  was  mistaken, 
and  that  his  principles  were  not  so  true 
as  he  believed  them  to  be?  The  fact 
was,  that  since  this  country  adopted 
Free  Trade,  there  had  been  a  complete 
revolution  in  the  conditions  of  the  whole 
world,  and  this  had  led,  as  a  natural 
consequence,  to  many  results  which  had 
never  Deen  dreamt  of  for  a  moment  by 
the  advocates  of  Free  Trade  at  that  time. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Birmingham  himself,  now  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  de- 
clared on  one  occasion  that  there  was  no 
other  country  in  the  world  which  pro- 
duced com  in  quantity  more  than  suffi- 
cient for  its  own  consumption,  or  sup- 
plied in  such  a  degree  that  she  could  by 
any  possibility  become  a  dangerous  rival 
to  this  countiy.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
when  that  statement  was  made  it  was 
perfectly  true,  although  it  was  entirely 
opposed  to  the  facts  of  the  present  day. 
Mr.  Cobden  thought,  on  the  other  hand, 
that  they  should  purchase  food  from  other 
oountriesi  but  that  they  would  take  their 
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manofactares  in  return.  They  did,  in- 
deed, purchase  food  from  other  coun- 
tries, and  they  were  beginning  to  rely,  he 
feared,  too  much  upon  them  for  their  sup- 
plies, to  the  detriment  of  their  own  ag^- 
culture,  and  to  an  extent  which,  if  cer- 
tain unhappy  contingencies  were  to  arise, 
might  lead  to  great  danger,  and  possibly 
great  disasters,  for  thiscountry.  Butthoae 
countries  did  not  take  their  manufactoree 
in  return,  although  they  bought  finom 
them  such  enormous  quantities  of  food. 
That  was  a  state  of  things  which  most, 
he  thought,  if  left  unchecked,  sooner  or 
later  lead  to  a  condition  of  national 
bankruptcy.  But  if  the  prophets  of 
former  days  were  wrong  in  estimating 
the  course  that  would  oe  pursued  by 
other  countries,  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  the  prophets  of  more  recent  times 
had  been  even  more  mistaken.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lanoastery 
on  the  25th  of  Julv,  1877,  the  oocasioa 
of  the  Cobden  Celeoration,  when  point- 
ing out  to  the  members  of  the  Cobden 
Club,  as  he  presumed,  how  the  doctrines 
of  Protection  were  being  gradually  de- 
stroyed in  the  United  States  and  in 
France,  said — 

'*  If  we  look  to  France,  we  see  that  Protec- 
tion is  becoming  weaker.  If  we  look  to  the 
United  States  and  consult  any  intelligent  Ame* 
rican  who  comes  to  this  country,  we  ahall  find 
that  there  it  is  shaken  and  is^tottering  to  its  ftJL" 

It  was  four  years  since  that  statement  was 
made,  and  if  it  was  true  that  Free  Trade 
was  then  tottering  to  its  fall  it  was  remark- 
able that  it  should  be  so  steady  at  the 
moment  he  was  speaking.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  having  spoken  of  the 
opinion  of  intelligent  Americans  four 
years  ago,  he  might  perhaps  be  per- 
mitted to  refer  to  the  opinion  of  intelli- 
gent Americans  at  the  present  time  as  it 
reached  him  through  a  personal  MoimL 
who  had  visited  the  United  States  during 
the  last  few  months.  His  friend  stated 
that  in  speaking  of  this  question  of  Free 
Trade  everyone  talked  of  the  suicidal 
policy  which  they  were  pursuing  in  Eng- 
land. He  must  say  that  it  increased  the 
distress  and  alarm  which  he  fdt,  to  find 
that  those  who  assumed  to  be  the  in- 
structors and  g^des  of  public  opini<m 
on  a  question  of  such  vast  importuioeas 
this,  were  so  bigoted  by  their  prejudices 
in  favour  of  their  own  views  as  to  be 
absolutely  unable  to  form  an  intelligent^ 
sound,  or  impartial  estimate  of  puUio 
opinion  in  any  country  whidi  happened 
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to  be  at  all  contrary  to  their  own.  He 
was  quite  aware  that  in  expressing  these 
opinions  he  should  be  held  in  the  esti- 
mation of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster to  be  only  fit  for  the  interior 
of  a  lunatic  asylum.  [ ''  Hear,  hear ! "] 
He  supposed  it  would  be  useless  to  re- 
mind him  or  hon.  Members  who  cheered 
that  assertion,  that  if  this  view  were 
cazried  into  effect  that  asylum  would 
be  shared  by  the  leading  politicians 
and  the  greatest  statesmen  of  every 
country  in  Europe  except  their  own. 
However  that  mi^ht  be,  he  was  not  in 
the  least  degree  influenced  by  charges 
of  that  nature;  on  the  contrary,  he 
thouffht  that,  sooner  or  later,  they  would 
xecou  upon  tiiose  who  made  them.  He 
was  sincerely  anxious  that  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
should  be  accepted  by  the  House.  It 
pledged  no  one  to  any  retrograde  action 
m  the  matter  of  Free  Trade ;  but  it  did 
leave  a  road  open  for  action  of  that 
character,  if  it  should  be  found  or  shown 
bv  experience  to  be  necessary  or  desir- 
able in  the  future.  He  could  under- 
stand that  its  acceptance  might  possibly 
be  a  mortification  to  the  self-love  of 
members  of  the  Cobden  Club,  or  of 
hon.  Members  who  sat  on  the  opposite 
Benches ;  but  it  was  not  his  business  to 
find  a  shelter  for  or  throw  a  veil  over 
the  self-love  of  any  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site. The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  AfiBedrs  had  alluded  to  a  meet- 
ing held  some  days  ago  at  Exeter  Hall. 
As  he  was  informed,  that  meeting  was 
composed  of  working  men  and  the  dele- 

Skteis  of  working  men  from  all  parts  of 
e  country,  and,  notwithstanding  the 
disparaging  terms  in  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  spoken  of  it,  he  should 
have  been  glad  to  attend  and  hear  from 
the  workmen  themselves  the  views  and 
opinions  which  they  entertained  upon 
thia  most  important  question.  He  con- 
daded  by  expressing  a  hope  that  the 
House  of  Commons  would  give  its  vote 
in  support  of  this  Motion,  which,  if 
eanied,  would  leave  the  hands  of  the 
Gh>vemment  untied ;  while,  at  the  same 
time,  it  would  enable  them  to  deal  with 
the  question  in  the  future  in  such  a 
manner  as  might  be  necessary  in  the 
interests  of  all  classes,  especially  of  the 
working  classes  of  the  country,  and  for 
the  commercial  prosperity  of  the  nation 
atlflffge. 


Mb.  mac  IYEB  said,  that  at  so  late 
an  hour  he  did  not  propose  to  detain  the 
House  for  any  length  of  time  ;  but  there 
were  one  or  two  points  upon  which  he 
desired  to  make  some  observations.  He 
wished  to  point  out  that  statistics  were, 
at  best,  half  truths,  and  that  the  con- 
clusions which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  given  to  the  House  were  totally  at 
variance  with  the  practical  knowledge 
of  every  carrier  by  sea.  He  had  been 
for  25  years  connected  more  or  less  with 
the  French  trade,  and  for  many  years 
had  been  a  partner  in  a  firm  of  ship- 
brokers  at  Havre.  In  matters  of  this 
kind  the  opinion  of  shipowners  was  of 
value,  because  they  heui  not  only  the 
figures  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  instruct 
them,  but  they  saw  behind  the  scenes. 
They  knew  the  character  of  the  business 
which  their  own  'ships  were  doing,  the 
kind  of  thiugs  they  were  carrying  ;  and 
they  saw  also  what  kind  of  things  their 
competitors  were  carrying.  Figures 
alone,  even  when  they  were  true,  were 
not  the  whole  truth.  Not  longer  ago 
than  yesterday  he  was,  as  a  Director  of 
the  Great  Western  Railway  Company, 
looking  to  see  what  kind  of  business 
they  were  doing  with  ports  in  France, 
and  to-day's  experience  of  the  Great 
Western  Eailway  was  the  same  as  his 
own  experience  of  former  years.  The 
trade  from  Great  Britain  to  France  was 
in  articles  which  possessed  value  in 
themselves ;  while  the  trade  from  France 
to  England  represented,  for  the  most 
part,  luxuries  and  things  of  no  particular 
value,  except  as  the  finished  productions 
of  valuable  labour.  Their  price  was,  in 
a  great  measure,  wages  which  they  paid 
indirectly  to  French  artizans.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  even  cor- 
rect in  his  figures.  Having  been  at  the 
pains  to  examine  the  Board  of  Trade 
Ketums  for  the  last  22  years,  he  was  in 
a  position  to  contradict  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  statement  that  the  exports 
of  bullion  were  greater  from  France  to 
England  than  from  England  to  France. 
The  actual  figures  of  the  last  22  years 
were  that  they  had  sent  France  in  bullion 
£140,000,000  and  had  only  got  half  of 
it  back.  Again,  what  did  they  get  from 
France  in  the  way  of  goods  ?  Their  im- 
ports of  French  products  during  the 
last  22  years  were  nearly  £700,000,000  ; 
£400,000,000  of  this  consisted  of  manu- 
factured goods  and  wines ;  and,  in  round 
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figures,  tlieir  importation  of  farm  and 
garden  produce  was  not  much  short  of 
the  other  £300,000,000.  What,  on  the 
other  hand,  were  their  exports  to  France? 
Not  £700,000,000,  nor  £400,000,000, 
nor  even  £300,000,000.  Everything  of 
British  or  Irish  production  that  uiey 
sent  to  France — not  manufactured  goods 
only,  but  including  ooab  and  pig  iron — 
did  not  add  up  to  more  than  about 
£270,000,000.  And  the  facts  were  worse 
than  the  figures,  for  while  the  character 
of  French  exports  made  them  profitable 
to  France,  our  exports  of  such  things  as 
coals  and  pig  iron  were,  to  some  con- 
siderable extent,  loss  of  wealth,  and 
supplied  the  raw  materials  for  competing 
industries.  He  wished  to  point  out  that 
ships  were  cosmopolitan.  Joritish  capital 
owed  no  allegiance  to  the  British  Crown, 
and  it  was  open  to  the  English  people 
to  invest  their  money  abroad  in  ships. 
Undoubtedly,  a  certain  school  of  Free 
Traders  would  so  invest  money  under  the 
French  Bounty  svstem.  The  effect  of 
that  system  would  be  that  where  any 
competition  existed  between  French  and 
Englie^  ships  in  foreign  trades  the 
balance  of  success  would  be  with  the 
former.  He  asked  the  House  and  the 
Government  why  they  should  think  of 
concluding  any  new  Treaty  with  France 
which  would  allow  the  French  to  do 
what  they  were  doing  now  with  regard 
to  the  Htrtaxe  d^entrepdt — an  arrange- 
ment whereby  France  stimulated  the 
trade  of  such  ports  as  Havre  and  Bor- 
deaux to  the  disadvantage  of  every  port 
in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  The 
French  people  said  that  this  was  not  at 
variance  widi  the  ^ '  Most  Favoured  Nation 
Clause ;"  but  from  the  geography  of  our 
position  we  were  the  only  country  seri- 
ously affected  in  the  way  he  had  pointed 
out.  By  the  system  to  which  he  ob- 
jected, not  only  were  English  shipowners 
wronged  but  English  seaports  as  well — 
such  places  as  Liverpool,  for  instance — 
and  not  alone  our  brokers  and  merchants ; 
in  fact,  the  mercantile  classes  and  the 
labouring  classes  generally.  They  had 
great  reason  to  complain  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Her  Majesty's  Ministers  should 
not  merely  speak  of  this  as  ''an  im- 
portant question ; "  but  they  should  get 
up  and  say  that  they  would  protect  the 
interests  of  the  British  merchants,  and 
would  not  conclude  any  Treaty  with 
France  which  did  not  enable  the  ports 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  to  compete 
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fairly  with  those  of  Franoe.  France,  in 
this  matter,  was  doing  a  deliberate  wronff 
to  us,  and  he  (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  complainea 
bitterly  against  the  Gt>vemment  and 
against  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  from  whom,  in  spite  of 
the  invariable  politeness  of  their  utter- 
ances, it  was  d^cult  to  get  any  definite 
reply.  It  seemed  to  be  impossible  fiir 
them  to  say  to  the  French  Government, 
as  they  ought  to  do — ''You  must  deal 
fairly  by  us  or  we  shall  decline  to  nego- 
tiate a  Treaty  with  you." 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — ^Ayes  153;  Noes 
80 :  Majority  73.— (Div.  list,  No.  884.) 

Main  Question  proposed,  "That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 
Committee  deferred  tOl  To-morrow, 

PARLIAMENT  —  ARRANGEMENT  OF 
PUBLIC  BUSINESS  —  LAND  LAW 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  It  may  be  to  the 
convenience  of  the  House  that  I  should 
state  that  in  consequence  of  the  pro- 
longed proceedings  which  we  understand 
to  have  taken  place  in  the  House  of 
Lords  on  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill, 
we  do  not  propose  to  ask  the  House  to 
proceed  with  that  measure  to-morrow. 
We  will  take  it  on  Monday.  To-morrow, 
at  12,  we  propose  to  take  the  Navy 
Estimates. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  was 
bound  to  say  that  this*  statement  had 
taken  the  House  with  surprise,  and  that 
the  proposed  arrangements  would  be 
very  inconvenient  to  many  hon.  Mem* 
bers.  [^Latighter,'\  Hon.  Members  op- 
posite were  prepared  to  laugh  at  any 
statement ;  but  it  was  a  fact  that  many 
hon.  GenUemen  would  come  down  to^ 
morrow  for  the  purpose  of  discussing 
the  subject  which  the  Prime  Minister 
had  said  early  in  the  evening  would 
come  on  for  consideration.  There  was, 
of  course,  no  help  for  it  if  the  Prime 
Minister  had  made  up  his  mind;  but 
hon.  Members  should  have  been  told 
about  it  sooner,  so  that  other  arrange- 
ments could  have  been  made. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  must  say  I  am 
surprised  to  hear  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  speak  in  this  strain.  It  is,  of 
course,  neoessaiy  for  us  to  do  all  we  oaa 
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to  SKTe  die  tima  of  the  House,  and  to 
bring  on  this  important  Bill  at  the 
MrHeot  pouible  moment  for  the  con- 
nnience  of  Members.  But  what  would 
have  been  said  of  the  GoTsmment  if 
we  had  come  dovn  here  at  12  o'clock 
to-morrow  to  consider  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments without  haring  had  those  Amend- 
ments printed  ?  I  am  sony  our  arrange- 
ments must  giveinoonrenience  to  anyone; 
but  that  inooDTfinienoo  will  be  felt  on  all 
adM  of  the  House. 

8ni  8TAFF0ED  NOBTHCOTE  ;  I 
quite  agree  that  it  would  be  far  more 
oonTonJent  to  have  another  day  to  con- 
rider  the  Lords'  Amendments  before  we 
disensB  them  here.  As  they  have  come 
down  to  OS  at  such  a  late  hour,  no  doubt 
it  would  be  advisable  to  defer  their  con- 
sideration nntil  Monday.  I  am  not  sure 
whether  it  would  not  have  been  better 
to  have  fixed  Monday  in  the  first  in- 
stance, as  that  would  have  saved  the 
neoeesity  of  putting  many  hon.  Members 
to  inoonvenience.  No  doubt,  the  day  was 
originally  fixed  with  the  best  intentions ; 
but  we  cannot  help  regretting  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  should  be  put  to 


BEOULATION   OF  THE  FORCES  BILL. 

{Mr.  Bterttaty  ChiltUri,  Tie  Judgi  Advoeati 

Omrrml,  Jfr.  Campbell-Baantniian.) 

[bill  193.]      OOKSIDBRAnON. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Hb.  OHILDERS  said,  that  yesterday, 
at  midnight,  the  block  was  taken  off 
flus  Bill;  but  after  taking  it  off  at  12 
o'dook,  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Kggar)  put  it  on  again  at  4  o'clock  iu 
the  morning.  Strictly  speaking,  the  hon. 
Member  was  within  his  right,  although 
the  block  did  not  appear  on  the  Notice 
Paper;  therefore,  he  (Mr.  Ghildere) 
would  not  proceed  with  me  Bill. 


NATIONAL  DEBT  BILL.-[Bili,  243.] 

(Jfr.  C/umttOor  of  the  Sxt/uqntr,  Lord  Freiiriek 

CarmdM.) 

TSmn   B£ADCfG. 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read. 
ICotioa  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
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Mb.  WABTON  objected,  and  sug- 
gested that  further  time  should  be 
given  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
"  London  to  consider  what  course  he 
would  take. 

Sir  B.  ASSHETON  OBOSS  urged 
the  House  to  agree  to  the  Motion,  and 
pus  the  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  patitd. 

SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE 

BILL— [£<.«(..]-£Bu,l  227.] 

(Jfr.  Attortiiy  Otntral.) 

SECOND  RBADOra. 

Order  fbr  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Jfr.  Atlornt!/  Oerural.) 

Sib  B.  ASSHETON  CBOSS  asked 
whether,  under  all  the  circumstances 
of  the  case,  the  Govemmeut  would  not 
withdraw  that  part  of  the  Bill  which 
related  to  the  patronage  of  the  Chief 
Justice  of  the  Common  Pleas  and  the 
Chief  Baron  of  the  Exchequer  ? 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENEBAL  (Sir 
Heubt  Jakes)  said,  the  Government 
had  fulfilled  a  pledge  they  gave  as  to 
this  matter,  and  were  prepared  to  dis- 
cuss it  now.  If  it  was  not  dealt  with 
now  the  patronage  would  remain  with 
these  Courts  until  next  Spring.  The 
Government  having  fulfilled  their  pledge 
would  leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of 
the  House ;  and  if  the  Government 
agreed  to  postpone  the  disoossion,  it 
must  be  understood  that  they  did  so  in 
deference  to  the  wish  of  the  House. 

SiE  B.  A98HETON  CBOSS  said, 
there  could  be  no  objection  taken  to  the 
action  of  the  Government ;  but  he  hoped 
they  would  agree  to  leave  this  matter 
to  be  dealt  with  next  Session. 

Second  reading  itftmd  till  Monday 
next. 

PEDLAR.S    (CERTIFICATES)    BILL. 

[Zorrfir.]— [B"-'.  23*-] 
(Jfr.  Cdurtnf!/.) 
COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  praposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

Chair." — {Mr.  Cowinty.) 

Mr.  COUBTNEY,  referring  to  ac 
objection  to  this  Bill  entertained  by  the 
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hon.  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour),  explained  that  under  tlie  Act 
of  1879  a  pedlar  could  obtain  a  certifi- 
cate for  any  particular  district ;  but  if 
lie  wished  to  go  into  another  district  he 
must  apply  to  the  magistrate  for  another 
certificate.  That  involved  an  inquiry  by 
the  police  as  to  the  man's  character,  and 
the  whole  matter  became  either  irksome 
or  degenerated  into  a  farce. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  explained,  that 
he  had  blocked  this  Bill  only  to  ensure  a 
discussion  upon  it  at  a  proper  time.  He 
had  been  requested  to  state  the  objections 
felt  by  the  Commissioners  of  Hertford  to 
the  Bill.  It  was  true  the  Bill  removed 
trammels,  and,  as  a  rule,  that  would  be 
a  good  thing ;  but  the  work  of  the  ped- 
lars was  decreasing  with  the  increasing 
means  of  communication,  and  as  their 
trade  grew  less  they  supplemented  it  by 
other  trades,  which  ought  to  be  super- 
vised by  the  Police.  For  the  protection 
of  the  public  it  was  considered  necessary 
to  restrict  the  certificates  to  districts,  so 
that  the  pedlars  coidd  be  more  easily 
watched.  The  operative  clause  of  this 
Bill  was  the  2nd  clause,  and  he  thought 
the  whole  argument  against  the  Bill  was 
that  it  removed  a  restriction  which 
ought  to  be  maintained. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAROOUET  said,  he 
did  not  think  the  objections  of  the  hon. 
Member  were  well-founded.  No  other 
objections  had  been  offered  to  ihe 
Bill,  and  he  had  been  advised  that 
these  pedlars  exercised  a  very  useful 
trade,  and  were  veiy  much  hampered 
and  embarrassed  when  they  went  into  a 
town  like  Birmingham,  in  which  there 
were  several  police  districts.  The  en- 
dorsements of  the  certificate  were  no 
benefit  at  all ;  and  the  Police  were  em- 
powered under  the  existing  Act  to  de- 
mand the  pedlar's  certificate  and  to 
inspect  his  pack.  Kepresentations  had 
been  made  to  the  Home  Office  that  these 
men  suffered  from  embarrassing  regu- 
lations, and  he  hoped  the  House  would 
allow  the  Bill  to  pass. 

Mr.  ONSLOW,  representing  a  place 
where  there  were  many  pedlars,  said, 
the  head  of  the  Police  there  had  assured 
him  that  the  certificate  was  a  great  safe- 
guard to  the  public.  The  pedlars  were 
more  or  less  of  the  tramp  class,  and  un- 
less the  Police  had  control  over  them  they 
might  transfer  the  certificates  from  place 
to  place.  The  pedlars  were  not  confined 
to  towns,  but  were  all  over  the  country ; 

Mr,  Courtney 


and  he  considered  this  a  very  dangeroug 
Bill,  for  it  would  encourage  burglary 
and  housebreaking.  He  did  not  b^eve 
the  Police  of  the  country  would  agree  to 
the  Bill. 

Me.  WHITLEY  said,  the  Police  in 
his  district  had  told  him  the  mere  en- 
dorsement of  the  certificate  was  no  pro- 
tection at  all ;  and,  under  these  circum- 
stances, he  felt  bound  to  support  the 
Bill. 

Mb.RN.;FOWLER  said,  it  certainly 
appeared  to  him  that  the  Bill  was  one 
of  very  doubtful  expediency. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  80 ;  Noes 
8  :  Majority  72.— (Div.  List,  No.  885.) 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Clause  1  (Short  title)  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Alteration  of  84  &  85 
Yict.  c.  96,  so  far  as  regards  requiring 
indorsement  of  a  pedlar's  certificate). 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  whole 
pith  of  the  Bill  was  contained  in  this 
clause ;  but  after  the  division  which  had 
already  taken  place,  he  would  not  waste 
the  time  of  the  House  by  taking  another 
division.  He  had  not  received  a  suffi- 
cient amount  of  support  to  justify  such 
a  course,  and  he  could  only  expect  a 
repetition  of  the  defeat  he  had  ^ready 
sustained. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  hoped  the  House  would  now  allow 
the  Bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

Question,  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  third  time,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  passed. 

PETROLEUM  (HAWKING)  BILL— [Xor<f#.] 

{Mr.  Courtney.) 
[bill  222.]      CONSIDERATION. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Consideration  of  the  BiU,  as 
amended,  be  deferred  until  Saturday." 
— {Mr.  Solicitor  General.) 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  he  must  enter 
his  protest  against  the  practice  nov 
resorted  to  of  putting  down  deferred 
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Bills  for  a  Satnzday  Sittmg.  A  Sitting 
had  been  fixed  for  Saturday  really  for 
the  purpose  of  taking  Supply,  and  he 
bad  understood  that  Supply  would  be 
the  only  Business  proceeded  with.  That 
was  the  understanding  last  week,  and 
it  had  been  acted  upon.  When  an 
exceptional  Sitting  was  held  on  a  Satur- 
day, there  ought  to  be  a  distinct  under- 
stfuiding  that  no  Business  would  be 
entered  upon  except  such  as  was  really 
necessary  in  the  interests  of  the  country. 
The  SOLIOITOE  GENERAL  (Sir 
Fabreb  Hersohell):  To  save  further 
time,  I  will  put  down  the  Bill  for  Mon- 
day. 

Consideration,  as  amended,  deferred 
till  Monday  next. 

POLLEN  FISHINO   (IBELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Solicitob  General  for 
Ibbland,  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  reg^nlating  the 
doM  Season  for  fishing  for  Pollen  in  Ireknd, 
mrdtrtd  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Solicitor 
OsxERAL  for  Ireland,  Mr.  Attorney  Gene- 
BAL  for  Ireland,  and  Mr.  William  Edward 
FoBariB. 

'BSELpresented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  248.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Saturday,  \Uh  August,  1881. 


The  House  met  at  Twelve  of   the 
dock. 

MINUTE8.J— Public   ^ill— First  Reading^ 
Central  Cnminal  Court  (Prisons)*  [261]. 

ORDER   OF  THE  DAY. 


SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

NAVY  (SOBRIETY).— RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  OAINE,  in  rising  to  move— 

^  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  will 
promote  food  conduct  and  sobriety  among  the 
men  and  boys  of  the  Royal  Navy  if  the  spirit 
ration  were  henceforth  discontinued,  and  somo 
eqmyalent  given,  equal  to  the  value  of  the  spirit 
ntUm,  in  the  form  of  improved  dietary  or  in- 
craved  wagei;" 


Baidy  that  he  was  anxious  to  state  his 
case  as  briefly  as  possible,  in  considera- 
tion of  the  state  or  Public  Business.  In- 
temperance was  the  great  cause  of  in- 
subordination in  the  British  Navy,  and 
he  could  not  do  better  than  begin  by 
reading  an  extract  from  The  Western 
Morning  News,  one  of  many  similar  out- 
tings  he  had  made  from  the  newspapers, 
in  regard  to  a  court  martial  which  had 
been  held  on  a  private  of  the  Royal 
Marines  for  drunkenness  and  assault. 
The  only  defence  the  man  made  was 
that  he  had  taken  ''an  extra  tot  of 
grog,"  and  that  he  did  not  know  what  he 
was  doing.  He  was  sentenced  to  18 
months  imprisonment.  He  (Mr.  Oaine) 
took  that  as  an  illustrative  case  of  the 
evils  arising  from  the  habit  of  intem- 

Serance,  induced  by  the  supply  of  a 
aily  spirit  ration.  Another  cause  of 
drunkenness,  strange  as  it  might  ap- 
pear, was  the  existence  of  so  many  tee- 
totallers on  board  of  every  ship  in  the 
Navy.  This  arose  in  the  following  way. 
The  money  given  by  the  Admiralty  to 
the  men  in  exchange  for  the  rum  ration 
amounted  to  1^^^.  for  two  days.  The  sell- 
ing price  of  the  rum  on  shore  would 
be  about  1«.  6i.  The  consequence  was, 
that  men  who  did  not  draw  their  spirit 
ration  sold  it  for  what  they  could  get 
to  those  members  of  the  mess  who  were 
in  the  habit  of  drinking.  The  cook  of  the 
mess  got  considerably  more  liquor  than 
was  contemplated  by  the  naval  autho- 
rities, being  paid  for  his  trouble  by  each 
of  the  other  members  of  the  mess  giving 
him  a  small  portion  of  grog,  amount- 
ing in  the  agregate  to  over  two  pints 
a-day.  Another  cause  of  drunkenness 
was  the  habit  of  saving  drink  for  a 
birthday  or  some  other  occasion  which 
it  was  desired  to  mark  as  a  special  fes- 
tivity. This  was  of  too  frequent  occur- 
rence, and  sometimes  a  whole  mess 
would  get  into  difficulties  through  ex- 
cessive drinking,  after  having  saved 
their  rations  for  a  week  or  10  days. 
Another  evil  of  the  system  was  that 
the  spirit  ration  was  frequently  given 
to  petty  officers  to  overlook  certain 
small  offences.  He  quite  agreed  that 
they  were  bound  to  make  their  sailors 
as  comfortable  as  possible  on  board 
their  ships,  and  to  give  them  the  best 
scale  of  diet  which  was  available  for 
them ;  but  he  contended  that  rum  was 
not  food,  that  spirits  were  not  in  any 
way  food,  that  they  were  bad  for  the 
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morals,   and  bad  for  the  health,  and 
ought  to  be  disoontinaed.    He   would 
not  detain  the  House,  as  in  other  cir- 
cumstances  he  might   have  done,  by 
quoting  the  testimony  of  distinguished 
medic^  men  on  that  point.     It    was 
now,   he  thought,   clearly  proved  that 
spirits  were  not  necessary ;  but,  on  the 
contrary,  that  they  were  dangerous  as 
an  article  of  diet.    He  contended  that 
the  discontinuance  of  the  spirit  ration 
would  not  in  the  least  interfere  with  the 
efficiency  of  the  Navy ;  in  his  opinion,  it 
would  improve  it.  He  could  quote  many 
cases  to  show  that  sailors  who  had  to 
serve  in  very  hot  climates  found  that 
they  could  do  their  work  better  without 
the  spirit  ration  than  they  could  do  with 
it.    Li  the  Ounard  Mediterranean  Ser- 
vice, where  the  men  had  to  endure  g^at 
heat  durine  summer,  the  spirit  ration 
had  been  discontinued.    He  recollected 
the  case  of  a  gunboat  which  was  sent 
out  by  the  In£an  Government  to  the 
Bed  Sea  for  special  service.    By  some 
strange  mistake,  which,  he  was  sorry  to 
say,  did  not  more  frequently  happen,  the 
supply  of  rum  was  omitted  from  the 
ship's  stores.    That  was  not  discovered 
until  after  the  ship  had  set  sail.    The 
commander  did  not  think  it  right  to  put 
back  ;  but  he  put  in  at  Aden  and  took 
in  a  plentiful  supply  of  coffee  and  sugar. 
The  men  had  hard  service,  being  fre- 
quently   employed  in   rowing  in  open 
boats  in  the  hottest  weather.    They  had 
an  unlimited  supply  of  coffee  and  sugar, 
and  they  did  their  work  exceedingly 
well.    When  the  ship  got  back  to  Bom- 
bay they  were   compelled   to  take  the 
regulation  ration  of  rum,  and  a  peti- 
tion, signed  by  every  man  on  board,  was 
presented  to  the  captain,  asking  that 
they  might  have  coffee  and  sugar  in- 
stead of  the  rum  ration  ;  but  the  Eegu- 
lations  of  the  Navy  at  that  time  did  not 
allow  of  it.    He  had  a  great  many  other 
instances  to  show  that  men  could  do 
their  work  in  hot  climates  better  with- 
out rum  .than  with  it.     In  the  Arctic 
regions,  where   sailors  had  to   endure 
gpreat  extremes  of  cold,  it  was  found  that 
they  did  their  duty  as  well  without  the 
rum  ration  as  with  it ;  indeed,  evidence 
was  readily  forthcoming  that  men  were 
healthier  and  better  without  spirits  than 
they    were  where  spirits    were    being 
served  out.    He  woidd  read  a  short  ex- 
tract from  the  diary  of  Sir  John  Ross, 
regarding   his  expedition  of    1829-33, 

Jfr.  Caiw 


which  he  (Mr.  Oaine)  regarded  as  of  the 
more  value  as  at  that  time  temperance 
principles  were  not  so  popular  as  they 
were  now.  He  (Sir  John  Boss)  narrated 
how  he  stood  the  cold  better  than  any 
of  the  men  under  his  command  who 
used  tobacco  and  spirits.  When  they 
were  obliged  to  leave  the  vessel,  and 
left  the  stores  behind  them,  he  said — 

**  It  was  remarkable  to  obsenre  how  much 
stronger  and  more  able  the  men  were  to  do  their 
work  when  they  had  nothing  but  water  to 
drink," 

To    come   to    another  point,  he  (Mr. 
Caine)  found  that  teetotallers  were  con- 
stantly distinguishing  themselves  above 
their  fellows.    Officers  of  his  acquaint- 
ance told  him  that  teetotallers  were  men 
chosen  for  special  service,  because  they 
could  be  so  much  better  trusted  than 
other  men.    The  first  man  who  reached 
the  top  of  Majuba  Hill  was  a  teetotaller 
of  the  Naval  Brigade.    He  lost  his  life 
from  the  fact  of  ms  being  first  up  the 
hill.     In   1877   the    Army   and  Wavy 
Challenge  Cup  at  Wimbledon  and  the 
first  prize  for  the  Army  and  Navy  were 
secured  by  the  same  man — the  ^t  in- 
stance of  the  sort  on  record.    That  man 
was  a  lifelong  teetotaller  in  the  Navy. 
In  1878  the  Army  and  Navy  Challenge 
Cup  was   again  won  by  a  teetotaller. 
There  were  several  other  instances  in 
which  teetotallers  in  the  Navy  had  dis- 
tinguished themselves  in  musketry  prac- 
tice,  all  of  which  went  to  show  that 
there  were  excellent  precedents  for  the 
practice  which  he  recommended.    The 
spirit  ration  had  been  abandoned  in  the 
American  Navy  for  17  or  18  years  with 
the  most  beneficent  results  ;  and  they 
had  a  great  many  instances  of  sailors 
in  their  Merchant  Service  doing  their 
work  more  effectively  without  the  spirit 
ration  than  those  who  got  the  spirit 
ration.    It  had  been  intended  that  this 
Motion  should  have  been  seconded  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Carnarvonshire 
(Mr.  Bathbone),  if  he  had  been  able  to 
be  in  his  place.    He  would  have  been 
able  to  give  important  evidence  of  his 
experience  as  a  member  of  a  firm  who, 
for    30  years,   had  sailed  their  ships 
without  giving  grog — a  practice  which 
had  now  been  adopted  by  the  best  Ship- 
owning  Companies.    He    would   have 
been  able   to  state   that  even  during 
the   Crimean    War,  when  ships   were 
detained  for  a  week  or  ten  days  wait- 
ing for  crewS|  owing  to  the  BOKxatf  of 
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sailors,  neither  his  firm  nor  any  other 
firm  not  allowing  grog  on  board  had  to 
wait  for  a  single  day  for  a  crew,  though 
the  men  had  to  sign  articles  that  they 
were  not  to  receive  any  grog.  Messrs. 
Lamport  and  Holt,  managing  owners  of 
the  Brazil  and  Hiver  Plate  Line,  with 
40  steamers,  and  trading  to  a  very  hot 
country,  said,  in  reply  to  an  inquiry, 
that  it  had  been  the  nde  with  them  for 
many  years,  except  in  cases  of  sickness, 
not  to  allow  intoxicant  of  any  description 
to  be  serred  out  to  the  crews  of  their 
steamers.  This  rule,  they  said,  was 
was  adopted  by  other  Steamship  Com- 
panies, and  it  did  not  in  any  way  deter 
men  joining  the  service.  Messrs.  Ismay 
and  Imrie,  who  possessed,  in  addition  to 
their  steamers,  a  very  large  fleet  of  sail- 
ing vessels  going  to  all  parts  of  the 
world,  their  steamers  being  engaged  in 
the  Atlantic  trade,  which  was  a  most 
difficult  and  exposed  voyage,  said  that 
all  their  crews  signed  articles  without 
any  grog  clause,  and  no  intoxicants  were 
permitted  to  be  served  or  sold  to  them 
on  board.  They  could  testify  from  long 
experience  that  this  rule  had  neither 
prejudiced  nor  prevented  good  crews 
being  freely  obtained.  For  some  years 
g^g  in  their  service  had  been  altoge- 
ther abolished,  with  satisfactory  results 
in  the  performance  of  their  duty  by  the 
crews,  and  improved  discipline,  and, 
consequently,  greater  safety  of  the  valu- 
able lives  and  property  intrusted  to  their 
care.  But  perhaps  the  most  remark- 
able testimony  was  given  by  reading  the 
instructions  issued  in  1875  by  the  Pacific 
Steam  Navigation  Company,  one  of  the 
largest  Steam  Shipping  Companies 
traoing  from  Liverpool  to  the  West 
Coast  of  South  America.  He  (Mr. 
Oaine)  wished  it  to  be  noticed  that  the 
Directors  took  the  matter  under  their 
consideration,  and  did  not  leave  it  to  the 
chief  purser.  The  instructions  said  that 
a  case  of  drunkenness  on  board  the 
Boyal  Mail  Steamship  Britannia,  on  her 
last  homeward  voyage,  having  been 
proved,  they  decided  to  abolish  the 
allowance  of  spirits  to  seamen,  firemen, 
bakers,  and  cooks  in  future.  The  stipu- 
lation on  the  articles  of  '^  no  grog 
allowed  "  had  to  be  strictly  adhered  to, 
and  care  must  be  taken  that  it  was  pro- 
perly explained  to  the  men  on  signing 
articles.  Previously  the  seamen,  when  at 
sea,  were  not  to  have  more  than  three 
passes  of  grog,  the  fireman  three  glasses, 
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and  cooks  and  bakers  two  glasses  each  ; 
and  when  in  harbour  the  seamen  received 
two  glasses,  and  the  firemen  two  glasses, 
and  the  cooks  and  bakers  one.  Even  that 
moderate  allowance  resulted  in  so  much 
intemperance  on  board  their  ships  at  sea 
that  they  were  obliged  to  rescind  this 
order.  Messrs.  Smith  and  Son,  the 
largest  owners  in  the  East  India  trade, 
and  Messrs.  Allan  Brothers,  Liverpool 
and  Glasgow,  whose  vessels  went  per- 
haps the  most  severe  voyages  during 
the  winter  months,  did  not  allow  spirit 
rations.  He  knew  that  the  hon.  G-entle- 
man  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
(Mr.  Trevelyan)  had  given  his  earnest 
attention  to  the  subject ;  and  he  hoped 
before  long  to  see  these  stupid,  absurd 
rations  got  rid  of,  greatly  to  the  advan- 
tage of  Her  Majesty's  most  important 
Service.  He  would  conclude  by  moving 
the  Kesolution  of  which  he  had  given 

Notice. 

Mr.  WILLIAMSON  said,  he  desired 
to  second  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Scarborough  (Mr. 
Caine).  He  believed  that  the  existing 
arrangements  of  the  Navy  really  be- 
came a  temptation  to  men  and  boys,  and 
injuriously  affected  their  efficiency.  He 
also  believed  that  they  were  a  hindrance 
to  men  in  their  desire  to  abstain  them- 
selves, and  to  promote  temperance 
among  their  shipmates.  His  own  ex- 
perience as  a  shipowner  was  this — that 
at  the  beginning  of  their  career  they 
served  out  grog,  but  for  at  least  20  years 
they  had  given  that  up.  Their  ships 
were  among  the  ice  of  the  Arctic  Seas 
for  weeks.  Since  they  had  made  the 
change,  it  had  promoted  the  good  of  the 
men  themselves,  and  had  acted  most 
efficiently  and  well  in  the  promotion  of 
sobriety  and  good  conduct  in  the  crews 
of  their  vessels.  His  experience  was  all 
in  favour  of  the  recommendation  to  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  to  take  this 
into  consideration,  and  make  arrange- 
ments in  furtherance  of  the  Eesolution 
which  had  been  submitted  to  the  House. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  tho  word  "  That "  to  tho 
end  of  tho  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  will  promote 
good  conduct  and  sobriety  among  the  men  and 
boys  of  tho  Royal  Navy  if  the  spirit  ration  wero 
henceforth  discontinued,  and  some  equivalent 
given,  equal  to  the  value  of  tho  spirit  ration,  in 
tho  form  of  improved  dietary  or  increased 
wages,*' — {Mr,  Caine,) 

— ^instead  thereof* 
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Question  proposed,  ''  That  tlie  words 

Sroposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tlie 
iuestion." 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  said,  he  was  quite 
sure  that  the  Navy  was  not  yet  ripe  for 
the  proposal  made.  A  great  deal  had 
been  done  of  recent  years  in  the  direc- 
tion indicated  by  the  hon.  Member  in 
his  Motion  ;  but  there  was  a  number  of 
considerations  which  weighed  against 
this  ration  being  done  away  with.  Al- 
ready half  of  it  had  been  discontinued  ; 
but  there  were  considerations  with  refer- 
ence to  climate  and  other  matters  which 
must  be  regarded  before  a  ration  of  this 
kind  was  discontinued  for  those  who  de- 
sired it.  Sometimes  the  water  supply  on 
board  ship  was  of  a  very  questionable 
character,  and  the  medical  officers  of  the 
Navy  were  of  opinion  that  the  spirit 
ration  was  of  advantage  to  the  health  of 
the  men.  He  recognized  that  many  of 
the  evils  suggested  were  developed  by 
the  spirit  ration  ;  but  he  was  quite  sure 
that  many  other  evils  would  be  intro- 
duced if  it  were  entirely  done  away  with. 
For  the  last  20  years  all  persons  under 
18  years  of  age  were  not  allowed  the 
ration,  and  a  very  large  proportion  of 
the  seamen  and  marines  were  members 
of  temperance  associations.  He  thought 
that  the  great  majority  who  still  con- 
tinued to  use  it,  and  for  whom  it  was 
useful  under  certain  conditions  of  ser- 
vice, should  be  allowed  to  do  so.  He 
could  not  believe  that  the  Admiralty 
would  prevent  this  ;  but  that  they  would 
go  on  as  they  had  hitherto  done,  and 
endeavour  to  induce  the  habit  of  tem- 
perance among  our  seamen  and  marines, 
which  had  made  so  much  advance  of 
recent  years. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  said,  he  could  not 
congratulate  the  House  upon  their  hav- 
ing entered  upon  the  Navy  Estimates 
through  the  portal  of  an  unusually  inte- 
resting discussion — a  discussion  which 
had  done  credit  to  the  interest  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Scar- 
borough (Mr.  Caine)  in  the  principles  of 
temperance,  and  to  his  eagerness  to  ap- 
ply those  principles  to  the  welfare  of 
our  Navy.  He  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  might 
venture  likewise  to  thank  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  having  stated  the  arguments 
against  the  abuse  of  spirits  in  the  Navy 
at  a  moment  when,  for  the  first  time  for 
20  years,  the  Admiralty  were  going  to 
do  something  noteworthy  to  check  it. 
What  that  something  was  he  proposed 


to  explain  to  the  House — to  state  why  it 
was  that  the  Government  considered  it 
more  expedient  to  deal  with  the  question 
in  that  way  than  in  the  way  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber's efforts  were  singularly  well-timed. 
It  was  only  within  that  very  week  that 
the  punishment  of  flogging  had  practi- 
cally been  abolished  in  the  Navy  by 
Admiralty  Order ;  and  the  Members  of 
the  Board  which  had  issued  that  Order 
were  bound  to  ask  themselves  what  could 
be  done  to  diminish  the  temptation  to 
the  faults  and  crimes  for  whicn  flog^ng 
was  once  the  recognized  punishment. 
As  to  the  cause  of  those  crimes,  there 
was  no  doubt  whatever  that  it  was  drink 
— the  direct  and  indirect  effects  of  drink 
— to  which  most  of  the  misconduct  that 
existed  in  the  Navy  was  due.  In  the 
year  1850  this  was  so  manifest  that  a 
Committee  of  11  eminent  officers — ad- 
mirals and  post  captains — was  appointed, 
who  found  that — 

**The  eyening  grog  is  the  source  of  those 
evils  which  render  discipline  irksome,  and  give 
to  the  Naval  Service  a  character  for  harshness 
which  it  does  not  desenre." 

In  consequence  of  their  Beport  the  al- 
lowance of  rum,  which  then  was  a  quar- 
ter of  a  pint  per  diem,  was  reduc^  by 
one-half,  and  many  excellent  alterations 
were  made  in  the  system  of  diet,  which 
conduced  much  to  the  bodily  comfort 
and  moral  welfare  of  our  seamen.  The 
present  state  of  things  stood  thus:  At  7 
the  sailor  had  his  breakfast,  with  his 
cocoa ;  at  12  he  dined,  and  then  he  had 
his  half- gill  of  rum,  which  was  served 
out  in  the  shape  of  diluted  grog;  at 
half-past  4  he  had  his  supper,  wiSi  tea 
and  sugar  as  a  beverage,  and  that  was  his 
last  meal.  One  feature  of  this  arrange- 
ment was  its  extraordinary  cheapness  to 
the  country.  The  Admiralty  purchased 
the  spirit  in  bond.  The  rum  ration, 
which,  with  the  duty  added,  would  be 
worth  2ii.,  only  cost  the  country  the 
third  of  Itf.,  and  the  entire  cost  of  the 
rum  issued  to  the  whole  Navy  all  the 
world  over  was  last  year  only  £14,500 ; 
and  this  year,  with  the  rise  in  spirits,  it 
was  £18,000.  But  the  Admiralty,  in 
case  a  man  forewent  his  rum,  thought  it 
right  to  break  through  its  usual  rules, 
and  to  allow  him  far  more  than  the 
value.  A  man  might  take  in  place  of 
his  rum  an  extra  ration  of  tea  and  sugar, 
which  was  worth  a  third  more  than  the 
rum  \  or  savings  in  moneyi  which  were 


1839 


N§i9y 


fAT7aT78Tl3,  1881] 


(Sobriety). 


1830 


preij^  nearly  twice  the  value  of  the 
spirits.  And  it  was  a  rule  in  the  Ser- 
Tice  that  no  one,  whatever  his  rank, 
might  draw  his  spirits  if  he  was  below 
the  age  of  18.  He  was  not  going  to  try 
and  persuade  hon.  Gentlemen  that  a 
sailor  who  drank  his  rum  and  water 
with  his  dinner,  and  never  exceeded  that 
dose,  was  likely  to  be  much  the  worse 
for  it.  That  was  not  the  question.  The 
question  was  two-fold.  In  the  first  place, 
ueir  young  sailors  acquired  a  taste  for 
spirits,  by  getting  them  daily  at  an  age 
when  they  were  quite  as  well  without 
them.  And,  in  the  next  place,  there 
was  such  a  quantity  of  spirits  going  a- 
begging  on  the  lower  deck,  that  a  man  who 
Ekeid  to  exceed  found  it  easy  to  get  more 
than  was  good  for  him.  Officers  who  had 
the  means  of  knowing  believed  that  a 
sixth  of  our  crews  were  teetotallers. 
They  certainly  were  so  in  some  vessels. 
And  yet  of  the  38,000  seamen  and  ma- 
rines afloat,  only  2,000  or  3,000  took 
money  or  tea  in  Heu  of  rum.  The  plain 
buct  was  that  whereas  the  Government 
gave,  and  could  give,  a  little  over  id,  in 
place  of  the  ration,  the  ration  itself  sold 
for  2d,  and  Sd. ;  and  they  all  knew  what 
that  meant.  The  man  who  did  not  drink 
his  rum  preferred  to  sell  it  to  his  com- 
rades, rather  than  sell  it  to  the  Govern- 
ment. And,  again,  rum  was  issued  to 
officers  as  well  as  to  men.  It  was  issued, 
but  comparatively  seldom  drunk;  and 
there  coiud  be  no  doubt  that  a  great  deal 
of  it  was  ffiven  away,  and  went  to  the 
lower  deck.  Dr.  Macleod,  the  retired 
Inspector  General,  one  of  the  most 
trusted  and  experienced  of  our  medical 
officers,  said  that  in  the  different  ships  in 
which  he  had  served  all  serious  accidents 
could  be  traced  to  the  men  who  were  at 
the  time  more  or  less  excited  by  spirits ; 
and  he  wrote — 

'*  Itcaimotbat  have  a  pemicions  influence  on 
young  men  to  have  a  daily  ration  of  spirits 
served  out  to  them  as  part  of  their  diet,  as  it 
most  tend  to  engender  m  them  eventually  a  de- 
lire  for  the  stimulant,  and  assist  from  the  first 
to  lay  the  foundation  of  disease  in  whatever 
organ  of  the  body  may  happen  to  bo  constitu- 
tionally weak.*' 

But,  if  it  was  bad  for  young  men  to 
drink  spirits,  it  was  bad  for  them  to  go 
from  4.30  P.M.  to  7  A.M.  without  any  food 
at  all,  exposed  for  half  the  time  to  the 
fatigues  and  rigours  of  a  night  watch. 
Under  those  circumstances,  the  Ad- 
miralty had  come  to  the  following  con- 
clusion, under  the  original  impulse  of 


his  right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre), 
though  his  scheme  had  been  consider- 
ably enlarged  since  that.  In  the  case  of 
those  who  should  in  future  enter  the 
Navy,  they  would  withdraw  from  all 
men  and  boys  of  every  rank  below  the 
age  of  20  their  spirit  ration.  In  the  work- 
ing out  of  this  the  Admiralty  had  been 
considerably  strengthened  by  the  Motion 
on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Caine).  In  place  of  rum, 
in  addition  to  tea  and  sugar,  they  would 
give  a  ration  of  soluble  chocolate  and 
sugar,  which  sailors,  who  were  keeping 
midnight  or  morning  watch,  might  use 
as  the  material  of  a  very  weU-timed 
and  much- needed  meal,  which  was  a 
change  from  their  cocoa,  preferred  by 
many,  and  which  was  less  liable  to  dis- 
agree with  the  few  delicate  stomachs  in 
the  Navy.  It  was  cheaper  to  the  Q-o- 
vemment,  besides  being  more  palatable. 
It  had  been  carefully  impressed  on  the 
commanders  of  ships  that  the  sailors,  if 
inclined,  should  take  this  cocoa  in  the 
shape  of  a  hot  meal  during  the  night 
watch ;  but  if  the  sailor  preferred-^and 
this  was  the  most  recent  addition  to  the 
Government  scheme — instead  of  taking 
cocoa  he  was  to  be  allowed  largely  to 
increase  the  allowance  of  sugar,  which 
was  really  the  most  popular  of  all  the 
rations  on  board  ship.  At  the  present 
time,  the  allowance  of  biscuit  was  l^lb., 
and  that  would  be  changed  into  an 
allowance  of  1  lb.  biscuit  and  an  allow- 
ance of  ^  lb.  of  flour.  This  ^  lb.  biscuit 
was  never  taken  up.  It  was  quite 
astonishing  to  observe  the  quantity  of 
biscuit  which  was  left  in  store,  and  it 
was  evidently  a  part  of  the  ration  the 
men  did  not  care  for.  Old  sailors  would 
know  that  with  this  J  lb.  of  flour  they 
would  make  the  composition  they  greatly 
preferred — namely,  duff.  The  belief  of 
the  Admiralty  was  that  when  the  young 
sailor  had  reached  20,  and  had  expe- 
rienced the  comfort  of  this  extra  meal  in 
the  night,  and  this  large  allowance  of 
sugar,  he  would  prefer  not  to  draw  his 
grog,  but  would  continue  to  take  the 
more  healthy  ration,  and  what  by  that 
time  would  be,  he  thought,  a  more 
palatable  diet.  The  Admiralty  likewise 
proposed  to  discontinue  the  issue  of  rum 
to  officers.  The  rum  which  was  issued 
to  officers'  messes  was  not  drunk  as  a 
beverage  at  dinner;  it  was  drawn  in 
large  quantities  at  a  time,  and  might  be 
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Said  seldom  or  never  to  be  consumed 
with  any  moral  or  physical  profit  to  the 
consumer.  A  great  quantity  went  in 
presents  to  the  men  of  the  servant  and 
artificer  classes  as  a  sort  of  easy  pay- 
ment for  small  services ;  and  spirits 
given  in  this  manner  in  general  went 
to  someone  who  got  more  than  was 
good  for  him.  When  the  ration  of  rum 
was  reduced  by  one  -  half  in  1 850,  no 
compensation  was  given  to  commis- 
sioned officers;  but  the  Admiralty  did 
not  propose  to  take  this  course  on  the 
present  occasion.  A  sum  of  money 
equivalent  to  the  savings  price  of  rum 
would  be  contributed  to  the  mess  in  aid 
of  the  mess  funds.  And,  in  another  re- 
spect, the  Admiralty  had  done  something 
for  the  cause  of  morality  and  discipline, 
and  had,  he  believed,  proved  that  they 
imderstood  the  laws  of  health  better 
than  they  were  understood  by  some  of 
the  Admiralties  of  the  past.  In  order 
to  meet  the  exhaustive  effects  of  labour 
in  the  stoke-hole  under  a  tropical  cli- 
mate, extra  gp^og  was  permitted  to  be 
served  out  to  the  men  in  the  engine- 
room  in  hot  latitudes ;  and  that  permis- 
sion, as  the  nature  of  things  was,  was 
rapidly  turned  into  a  custom.  In  the 
Indian  troop-ships,  some  10  or  11  years 
ago,  extra  rations  of  porter  were  given 
to  the  men,  and  claret  to  the  engineer 
officers,  and  the  idea  was  encouraged 
that  an  increased  dose  of  alcohol  was 
the  best  prophylactic  against  effects  of 
an  enervating  climate.  But  courts  mar- 
tial soon  began  to  show  that  that  idea 
was  a  perilous  one  to  start  on  board 
ship ;  and  *'  tropical  grog  "  was  the  in- 
stitution to  which  more  than  one  poor 
fellow  owed  his  downfall.  The  present 
Board — their  hands,  he  gratefully  ac- 
knowledged, strengthened  by  the  action 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  spirit 
which  it  denoted — abolished  the  whole 
system  of  extra  issues  of  alcohol  in  any 
shape  or  form,  and  substituted  for  it 
beverages  like  limejuice  and  sugar,  and 
oatmeal  and  water,  which,  if  not  very 
exhilarating  to  read  about,  were  much 
more  innocent  and  salutary  in  their 
effects,  and  which,  he  had  no  doubt, 
would  in  the  long  run  do  more  to  cheer 
the  stoker  under  his  arduous  labours  in 
the  tropics,  sweetened  as  those  labours 
were  by  the  large  extra  pay  by  which 
they  were  very  deservedly  rewarded. 
Having  stated  what  the  Admiralty  pro- 
posed to  do  in  order  to  promote  temper- 
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ance  in  the  Navy,  he  must  turn  to  the 
proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend,  and  state  why 
the  Qovernment  could  not  ask  the  House 
to  adopt  it.  In  the  first  place,  that 
proposal  touched  the  habits  of  men  who 
naa  entered  the  Navy  on  the  existing 
conditions  of  service,  and  touched  them 
with  no  gentle  hand.  Every  man  now 
in  the  Navy  came  in  on  an  understanding 
that  he  should  have  his  grog;  and  to 
send  him  off  on  a  three  years'  cruise 
without  the  possibility  of  getting  a  drop 
of  what  he  had  been  accustomed  to,  and 
that  when  he,  perhaps,  was  a  man  of 
35  or  36,  was  what  he  did  not  think 
they  could  or  ought  to  do.  It  was  true 
that  the  great  Ocean  Lines  had  abolished 
the  issue  of  gprog,  and  he  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
was  very  glad  of  it ;  but  if  it  had  sud- 
denly been  done  half-way  through  a 
voyage,  when  the  men  had  no  choice 
but  to  go  without  their  gnx>g  or  jump 
overboard,  he  thought  it  would  have 
been  a  stop  of  which  the  Directors  would, 
perhaps,  have  repented  themselves.  Our 
men  were  bound  to  the  Service,  and 
great  care  had  to  be  taken  in  dealing 
with  their  feelings,  and  even  what  some, 
who  did  not  know  sailors,  were  apt  to 
call  their  fancies,  in  order  to  prevent 
the  idea  arising  among  them  that  ad- 
vantage had  been  taken  of  their  situa- 
tion. Already,  the  mere  report  that  the 
grog  of  the  warrant  officers  was  to  be 
stopped — a  report  which  was  quite  erro- 
neous— had  caused  a  real  genuine  feel- 
ing of  anxiety  among  officers  who  were 
no  alarmists.  He  did  not  like,  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  listened  to  his  an- 
swers in  the  House  would  acknowledge 
that  he  did  not  like,  arguments  drawn 
from  the  possible  discontent  and  dis- 
satisfaction of  our  seamen  ;  but  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  the  opinion  of  naval 
men  in  and  outside  the  Admiralty  had 
reminded  him  that  there  was  a  measure 
in  all  things,  and  the  hon.  Member 
asked  them  to  proceed  further  than  the 
Government  thought  it  wise  to  go.  Hon. 
Members  seemed  to  feel  this  themselves; 
for  when  they  sought  to  abolish  ttie 
rum  ration  they,  at  the  same  time,  in 
order  to  make  that  step  palateble  to  the 
Navy,  accompanied  it  by  financial  pro- 
posals which  the  Admiralty  could  not 
accept,  and  which  he  was  convinced  that 
the  Treasury  would  not  sanction.  Hon. 
Members  proposed  that  the  Admiralty 
should  give  the  seamen  the  equivalent 
of  their  rum  ration  in  victuals  or  money. 
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-To  give  the  eqniyalent,  and  very  mucli 
more  than  the  equivalent,  in  victuals — 
that  was,  in  tea,  sugar,  and  chocolate — 
was  exactly  what  the  Admiralty  proposed 
to  do.  To  give  the  equivalent  in  money, 
and  much  more  than  the  equivalent  for 
what  the  rum  actually  cost  the  Govern- 
ment, was  what  the  Admiralty  did  al- 
ready. What  hon.  Members  meant  was 
that  they  should  give  the  sailor  what  he 
could  sell  his  rum  for  on  board  ship,  or 
what  he  could  buy  it  for  at  a  puolic- 
house  on  shore.  And  what  was  that 
sum  ?  The  actual  cost  of  a  gallon  of 
rum  to  the  G-overnment  was  1«.  5i.  last 
year.  It  now  had  mounted  to  1«.  9i. 
The  savings  price  allowed  by  the  Go- 
vernment to  the  sailor  was  at  present  3«. 
a  gallon.  The  value  of  the  gallon  in  the 
grog-shop  would  be  15«.  The  average 
cost  of  the  rum  to  the  Navy  for  each 
year  was  £15,000  to  £16,000.  The 
savings,  which  were  taken  by  about 
2,800  people,  came  to  about  £2,032 
a-year.  The  tea  and  sugar  ration, 
which  was  taken  by  about  1,200  people, 
was  about  £750  a-year.  That  was  to 
say,  the  rum  ration  and  its  equiva- 
lents at  present  cost  the  country  about 
£18,000  a-year,  one  year  with  another. 
The  proposals  of  the  Government,  which 
he  had  detailed  in  his  speech,  would, 
if  they  were  accepted  by  the  whole 
Navy,  cost  about  £36,000  a-year;  but, 
as  the  operation  of  the  proposal  would 
be  optional  and  gradual,  the  burden  on 
the  Treasury  woidd  be  very  much  less 
than  that.  But,  while  the  change  for 
the  better,  it  was  hoped  and  beHeved, 
would  be  very  great  from  the  proposal 
of  the  Government  in  proportion  to  its 
moderate  cost,  what  would  be  the  result 
of  the  proposal  ?  About  that  there  could 
be  no  aoubt  whatever.  The  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Paisley  (Mr.  W. 
Holms)  to  make  the  value  of  the  spirit 
ration  such  as  would  induce  the  teeto- 
taller to  sell  it  to  the  Navy  instead  of  to 
his  friends,  would  entail  a  burden  on 
the  country  of  over  £96,000,  and  add 
nearly  £80,000  to  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates as  an  inevitable  and  instant  bur- 
den. As  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
he  must  say  that,  if  the  country  was 
willing  to  give  his  Department  £80,000 
a-year  more,  there  were  many  ways  in 
which  it  might  be  more  usefully  spent 
than  in  raising  the  pay  of  the  seamen. 
Our  seamen  were,  considering  the  rank 
from  which  they  were  drawn,  perhaps 


the  best  paid  and  pensioned  among  the 
large  bodies  of  our  public  servants,  and 
the  ease  with  which  the  flower  of  the 
population  were  attracted  into  the  ranks 
of  the  Navy  proved  that  to  add  £80,000 
a-year  to  those  attractions  would  be  an 
indefensible  expenditure  of  public  money 
which  was  so  much  wantedvolsewhere. 
Half  that  sum  would  enable  the  Ad- 
miralty to  set  at  rest  all  the  personal 
questions  connected  with  every  branch 
of  all  the  innumerable  Services  under 
their  control,  and  to  deprive  his  hon. 
Friends  the  Dockyard  Members  of  a 
grievance  for  ten  years  to  come.  But  he 
must  not  recommend  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, for  any  purpose  whatever,  how- 
ever moral  and  proper,  to  add  at  one 
sweep  so  enormously  to  the  pay  of  our 
seamen.  The  Government  proposed  a 
tentative  measure,  which  made  the  first 
step,  and  a  pretty  long  one  it  was — in- 
deed, they  nad  been  taking  it  for  the 
last  20  years — towards  substituting 
wholesome  aud  innocent  sustenance  for 
ardent  spirits.  When  they  had  seen 
how  that  worked  they,  or  their  Succes- 
sors, would,  if  necessary,  be  ready  to  go 
further — if  possible,  very  much  further, 
and  even  the  whole  way  ;  but  this  was 
as  far  as  they  thought  it  safe  and  wise 
to  go  at  present.  He  could  only  thank 
the  House  for  listening  with  attention 
while  he  had  detailed  the  arrangements 
which  the  Admiralty  had  put  forward, 
which,  long  before  the  hon.  Member 
had  this  Motion  on  the  Paper,  it  was 
their  intention,  in  a  modified  shape,  to 
put  forward — an  arrangement  from 
which  it  was  confidently  expected,  by 
those  who  knew  the  Navy  best,  that 
much  good  would  result  with  as  little 
arbitrary  interference  as  possible  with 
the  habits  and  the  susceptibilities  of  our 
seamen. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  had  lis- 
tened  with  very  great  satisfaction  to  the 
statement  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty.  No  doubt,  the 
conduct  of  the  men  had  much  improved 
of  late  years.  A  drunken  sailor,  once 
so  common  a  spectacle,  was  now  rarely 
seen.  He  did  not  understand  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  say  that  the  allowance  of 
chocolate  would  be  made  to  the  morning 
watch  universally.  Such  an  allowance 
would  be  a  useful  thing  for  men  en- 
gaged, as  they  were,  in  arduous  labour. 
No  doubt,  the  men,  by  arrangements 
among  themselves,  obtained  wstaa  ia^^^ 
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daring  the  interval  between  half-past 
4  and  7;  but  if  the  chocolate  were  aerved 
out  to  all  the  watch,  there  was  no  doubt 
it  would  do  much  to  prevent  that  aenae 
of  exhaustion  which  induced  monv  to 
have  recourse  to  epirits  as  a  atimulant. 
He  waa  aware  that  commanders  had 
authority  to  order  an  extra  allowantc 
under  certain  circumstances ;  but  it 
should  be  more  ^enerall;  exercised.  He 
thought  the  ration  of  chocolate  should 
be  issued  aomewhat  more  freely  than 
hitherto.  Although  it  would  entail  a 
considerable  charge,  it  waa  just  one  of 
those  charges  which  would  result  in  eco- 
nomy in  the  long  run. 

Mr.  EDWAED  CLAEKE  thought 
the  proposals  of  the  Government  were 
very  satisfactory  ;  but  he  thought  they 
might  be  made  still  more  aatisfactoiy  if, 
instead  of  giving  spirit  rations  to  total 
abstainers,  who  sold  thoae  rations  in 
order  to  purchase  soluble  chocolate,  the 
Admiralty  would  provide  them  with 
soluble  chocolate,  especially  as  regarded 
the  morning  watch. 

Mr.  CAINE  said,  he  expressed  tht 
feelings  of  the  friends  of  temperance 
throughout  the  country  when  he  said 
theji  were  satisfied  with  the  large  con^ 
cessions  made  to  them.  He  expressed 
hia  full  appreciation  of  the  lino  in  which 
the  Admiralty  had  embarked,  and  which 
he  hoped  before  long  would  result  in  the 
adoption  of  his  Beaolution. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Main  Uuestion  proposed,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

NAVY— H.M.S.  "ATALANTA." 

OBSERVATTOHB. 

Mr.  JENKINS,  in  calling  attention 
to  the  Beport  of  the  Committee  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  loss  of  Her 
Majesty's  ship  Atalanta,  which  was  a 
matter  of  very  great  importance,  and 
well  worth  the  attention  of  this  Houae, 
said,  that  all  who  had  taken  any  inte- 
rest in  naval  matters,  and  had  followed 
the  proceedings  of  that  Committee,  would 
agree  with  him  that  the  noble  Earl  who 
BOW  presided  at  the  head  of  the  Admi- 
ralty (the  Earl  of  Northbrook)  had  done 
a  great  public  aervice  in  establiahing  a 
very  valuable  precedent,  inasmuch  as 
this  Naval  Oommisaion  had  been  com- 
posed of  other  than  naval  officers,  who 
nadrendered  valuable  service  and  elicited 
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Tery  valuable  evidence  in  the  course  of 
the  investigation ;  and  he  oould  not  help 
thinking,  if  the  right  hon.  C^entleman 
who  lately  presided  at  the  Admiralty 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith]  had  taken  the  same 
course  after  the  loss  of  Her  Majesty'a 
ship  Ewj/diet,  instead  of  bringing  up 
one  or  two  half-drowned  seamen  to  b« 
tried,  they  would  never  have  heard  of 
this  miserable  Juno  or  training  ahip 
Atalanta.  Having  followed  the  evi- 
dence of  that  Committee  closely,  he 
thought  the  Civil  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee had  shown  ^eat  skill  and  know- 
ledge in  dealing  with  the  questioiia  that 
came  before  them.  He  thought,  how- 
ever, it  was  a  matter  for  regret  that  the 
inquiry  waa  confined  almost  exclusively 
to  the  condition  or  unseaworthiness  of 
this  ahip.  He  regretted  that  the  in- 
quiry hsj  not  extended  to  the  fitness  of 
a  ship  of  this  kind  for  a  training  ship. 
In  the  evidence  before  the  Committee 
facts  had  been  brought  out  which,  in 
his  judgment,  proved  conclusively  that 
a  grave  olunder,  a  grave  error  in  judg- 
ment, was  made  by  the  Admiralty  ad- 
visers of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  and 
he  was  very  much  surprised  that  his 
strong  common  sense  and  practical 
knowledge  should  have  allowed  him  to 
sanction  the  fitting  out  of  the  <7hn0  as 
a  training  ship.  So  far  as  he  (Mr. 
Jenkina)  could  gather,  the  reason  given 
for  that  waa  that  she  waa  the  only  sail- 
ing ship  in  Her  Majesty's  Service  that 
was  available  for  the  purpose,  and,  to 
his  mind,  that  was  a  very  great  objec- 
tion to  her  employment.  Now,  a  uiip 
of  900  tons,  according  to  the  evidence, 
oould  have  been  built  in  a  Naval  Dock- 
yard for  £4,000  or  £6,000  more  than  it 
cost  to  repair  the  Juno.  The  ship  waa 
33  or  34  years  old,  and  the  original 
estimate  of  the  coat  for  repairing  her 
was  £11,500.  That  was  increased  to 
£19,000,  or  thereabouts,  and  the  total 
costfor  repairs  exceeded  £27,000.  After 
expending  that  enormous  sum  of  money 
upon  her,  what  did  they  findP  That 
alter  her  first  cruise  for  nine  months, 
she  had  to  be  repaired  at  a  coat  of  £  1 ,  800 
or  £1,900,  and  a  few  months  after  that 
the  repairs  to  her  again  amounted  to 
over  £800.  The  fact  was  that,  the  mis- 
take having  been  made,  the  Admiralty 
had  not  the  courage  to  condemn  her,  as 
she  should  have  been,  apoc  her  first  in- 
spection at  Portsmouth.  As  to  the  sta- 
bility of  the  ship,  it  waa  proved  at  ths 
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outset  that  she  was  unsuited  for  the 
Serrice,  because,  before  she  left  Ply- 
mouth, one  of  the  best  seamen  in  the 
Nayy,  Admiral  Sir  Thomas  Symonds, 
oondemned  her  and  threw  doubt  upon 
her  fitness  for  the  Service.  At  the  time 
the  vessel  left  England  she  showed 
symptoms  of  straining,  which  made  it 
plain  that  she  was  not  so  stable  and 
sound  as  she  should  have  been  when 
first  commissioned.  The  evidence  of  the 
master's  mate  was  very  important,  as 
also  was  the  carpenter's  of  the  ship,  his 
evidence  showing  that  at  the  time  she 
first  left  England  she  showed  symptoms 
of  straining,  and  throughout  the  voyage 
made  a  good  deal  of  water  even  in  or- 
dinary weather.  When  they  had  an 
old  ship,  it  was  impossible  to  say  whe- 
ther the  straining  was  such  as  to  make 
it  dangerous  or  not;  and  in  this  par- 
ticular ship,  he  believed,  the  straining 
was  of  the  character  to  make  it  danger- 
ous. That  it  was  so  was  seen  from  the 
fact  that  it  created  great  anxiety  in  the 
mind  of  Captain  Stirling  and  the  officers 
of  the  unfortunate  ship.  Captain  Stir- 
ling was  never  quite  satisfied  with  this 
ship  from  the  time  she  was  first  commis- 
sioned, for  he  was  always  suggesting 
alterations  to  the  Admiralty.  Although 
the  Committee  was  appointed  to  inquire 
into  her  seaworthiness,  they  had  not 
done  so,  but  appeared  to  have  evaded 
the  question ;  and  he  should  like  to 
know  if  his  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  could 
throw  any  light  upon  the  matter,  or  if 
it  had  received  the  attention  of  the  Ad- 
miralty ?  He  had  thought  it  his  duty 
to  bring  the  subject  before  the  House, 
as  he  considered  it  a  question  of  very 
g^reat  importance,  and  one  which  should 
not  be  passed  over  lightly.  The  evi- 
dence showed  conclusively  that  the  Ad- 
miralty were  at  fault;  and  though  he 
did  not  blame  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (.Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  he  blamed 
those  who  persuaded  him  to  take  this 
course.  Ships  of  the  kind  were  not  fit 
for  training  ships.  It  was  true  they 
had  a  sailing  vessel  in  the  Mediter- 
ranean ;  but  that  was  very  different  to 
crossing  the  Atlantic  in  the  Winter 
months;  and  he  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Qentleman  opposite 
(Sir  John  Hay)  whether  boys  and  young 
seamen  could  not  be  trained  as  well,  or 
even  better,  in  ships  of  steam  power 
than  in  sailing  ships  pure  and  simple  ? 


In  the  future,  he  hoped  the  same  mis- 
take would  not  be  made,  and  that  these 
sailing  ships  would  not  be  used  as  train- 
ing ships.  A  great  deal  had  been  done 
by  the  Admiralty  in  fitting  out  a  flying 
squadron ;  but  they  wanted  more  than 
that,  they  wanted  a  detatched  squadron, 
and  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  would  be  in  a 
position  to  tell  them  that  steps  with  that 
end  in  view  were  being  taken,  so  that 
our  seamen  and  officers  might  be  better 
trained  than  they  could  be  under  the 
present  system. 

Mr.  duff  said,  that,  knowing  how 
anxious  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
was  to  get  into  Committee  upon  the 
Naval  Estimates,  he  would  not  enter 
into  details  in  supporting  the  views  of 
his  hon.  Friend.  That  was  a  subject 
on  which  he  had  more  than  once  ex« 
pressed  an  opinion  in  that  House ;  and 
though  he  agreed  with  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  who,  in  a  speech  the 
other  day,  said  he  believed  the  Navy, 
men  and  officers,  were  imbued  with  the 
spirit  which  distinguished  the  men  in 
the  days  of  Hawkins,  Blake,  and  Ea- 
leigh,  he  was  bound  to  say  he  was  some- 
what sceptical  as  to  whether  the  men 
and  officers  now  were  as  great  naval 
sailors  as  the  men  of  the  16th  century. 
He  doubted  if  they  could  go  through 
the  Straits  of  Magellan  without  a  pilot. 
He  was  afraid  that  the  men  of  the  pre- 
sent day  were  not  so  efficiently  trained 
as  they  should  be ;  and  he  was  very 
much  struck  at  looking  into  some  figures 
brought  out  before  the  United  Service 
Institution  by  Admiral  Wilson,  that  out 
of  18,500  seamen — and  we  had  only 
about  19,000  seamen  pure  and  simple 
— 10,000  men  were  under  five  years' 
service,  and  they  only  averaged  18 
months  at  sea,  while  4,270  had  served 
between  five  and  10  years,  with  four 
and  a-half  years'  sea  service,  and  2,600 
15  years,  with  11 J  years'  sea  service. 
Bearing  in  mind  that  point,  he  referred 
them  to  the  Heport  of  the  Atalania 
Committee,  which  stated  that  a  large 
part  of  the  men  had  never  had  the  op- 
portunity of  handling  a  ship  under  sail 
in  heavy  weather,  their  knowledge  being 
chiefly  derived  from  books,  and  not 
from  practical  experience.  The  neces- 
sity of  that  was  the  more  plain  when 
they  remembered  that  it  was  a  practice 
amongst  the  large  steam  packet  com- 
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panies  to  insist  that  all  their  officers 
should  have  had  their  knowledge  of  sea- 
manship from  sailing  ships.  It  was 
partly  from  want  of  this  knowledge  that 
so  many  disasters  occurred.  No  officer 
would  get  up  and  say  in  that  House 
that  a  man  was  fit  for  the  duties  of  a 
seaman  after  about  a  year  and  a-half's 
sea  service.  How,  then,  was  the  diffi- 
culty they  were  now  under  to  be 
avoided  ?  The  modem  man-of-war  did 
not  employ  many  sailors,  and  that  was 
all  the  more  reason  that  they  should 
seek  for  some  special  means  of  develop- 
ing good  seamanship.  He  therefore 
pressed  on  the  Admiralty  that  they 
ought  to  have  an  increased  number  of 
cruisers.  Those  cruisers  might  be  at- 
tached to  the  Channel  and  Mediter- 
ranean Squadrons;  and,  instead  of  their 
having  so  many  vessels  like  those  at 
present  on  foreign  stations,  they  should 
have  vessels  of  about  2,000  tons — ves- 
sels of  auxiliary  steam  power,  and  not 
overloaded  with  guns.  If  the  Service 
abroad  were  carried  on  with  those  ves- 
sels, they  would  be  a  very  important 
school  for  training  the  officers  and  men. 
There  would  be  a  saving  in  the  cost  of 
coal,  for  he  would  not  allow  these  ves- 
sels to  steam  excepting  under  certain 
circumstances.  They  might,  with  great 
advantage,  be  profitably  employed  in 
the  Pacific,  on  tne  South-East  Coast  of 
America,  and  in  the  West  Indies.  Naval 
authorities  he  had  spoken  to  on  the  sub- 
ject had  admitted  that  the  only  objection 
that  could  be  raised  was  that  of  expense; 
but  he  did  not  think  that  they  would  be 
justified,  if  the  Admiralty  thought  these 
vessels  would  conduce  to  the  good  of  the 
Service,  in  refraining  from  having  them 
on  the  ground  of  cost.  In  an  interest- 
ing speech  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  had  said 
that  he  believed  that  half  the  commerce 
of  the  world  floated  under  the  British 
flag.  If  that  was  true,  it  was  an  im- 
portant reason  why  their  commerce 
should  be  properly  protected,  and  he 
was  bound  to  say  that  he  did  not  think 
matters  were  satisfactory  in  this  respect 
at  present.  He  hoped  that  in  next 
year's  Navy  Estimates  they  would  hear 
that  the  Admiralty  were  prepared  to 
carry  out  some  scheme  for  giving  the 
men  of  the  Navy  greater  experience  as 
bond  fide  sailors ;  and  if  there  was  no  ob- 

i'ection,  except  the  objection  of  expense, 
le  hoped  they  would  have  the  courage 

Jfr.  Duff 


to  come  down  and  ask  the  House  for  the 
money  necessary. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  said,  that  he  desired 
to  join  with  the  hon.  Members  for 
Penryn  (Mr.  Jenkins)  and  BanfiPshire 
(Mr.  DufiP)  in  entreating  the  Admiralty 
to  take  some  steps  for  training  the 
officers  and  men  in  handling  ships  under 
sail.  He  did  not,  however,  concur  in 
the  view  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Penryn 
in  the  condemnation  that  he  bad  passed 
on  the  Admiralty  for  selecting  the  AUh 
lanta  for  the  purpose  of  a  training  ship. 
They  must  regret  the  loss  of  life  that 
occurred  in  that  vessel;  but  having 
served  in  the  Vestaly  a  ship  identictS 
with  the  Atdlanta,  in  very  heavy  weather 
and  in  a  typhoon  in  the  China  Sea, 
he  rSir  John  Hay)  knew  that  a  vessel 
of  tnat  kind,  well  handled,  was  quite 
safe.  Nor  did  he  concur  in  the  opi- 
nion of  the  hon.  Member  that  there 
should  be  steam  power  in  all  the  sailing 
vessels  that  might  be  used  for  purposes 
of  training,  for  it  would  add  enormously 
to  the  cost ;  and  the  opportunity  that  the 
officers  would  have  for  using  the  steam 
power  at  any  time,  when  the  energy  and 
skill  of  those  in  command,  and  the 
skill  of  the  men  required  to  be  de- 
veloped, would  tend  to  have  an  injurious 
effect.  He  thought  that  the  figures 
which  had  been  given  should  alarm  the 
country.  It  was  true  that  our  Mercan- 
tile Marine  had  developed  enormously, 
and  that  by  its  means  we  had  a  consider- 
able number  of  men  returned  as  seamen 
in  training.  A  very  small  proportion  of 
these  men,  however,  could  reef  and  steer 
— the  old  qualification  for  a  naval  sea- 
man. He  calculated  that,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  when  the  number  of  servants,  arti- 
ficers, and  foreigners  were  taken  into 
account,  they  had  only  a  Beserve  of 
15,000  men  whom,  in  the  event  of  neces- 
sity, they  could  hope  to  call  upon  from 
the  Mercantile  Marine  in  addition  to  the 
Eoyal  Naval  Eeserve.  This  was  all  the 
more  serious,  since,  of  19,000  men  now 
quoted  as  seamen  in  the  Navy,  there 
were  10,000  who  had  only  an  average  of 
a  year  and  a-half's  service  at  sea,  and 
they  all  knew  that  a  year  and  a-halTs 
service  at  sea  was  utterly  insufficient 
to  make  a  sailor.  He  might,  in  con- 
nection with  that  fact,  mention  that  al- 
though seamen  might  be  improved  in 
character  and  conduct,  there  was  no 
doubt  that,  even  amongst  the  more  ex- 
perienced of  them,  the  sailoring  qualifl* 
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oations  had  mncli  deteriorated.  Before 
a  Oommittee  of  the  House  last  year 
Captain  Shaw,  of  the  Fire  Brigade,  an 
experienced  and  talented  officer,  men- 
tioned that,  nntil  about  10  years  ago, 
the  men  of  the  Fire  Brigade  were  taken 
almost  entirely  from  the  Navy;  but 
latterly  he  had  given  up  taking  men 
from  the  Navy,  because  he  found  that 
they  had  not  got  the  activity  and  other 
qoidifieations  that  were  necessary  to 
make  them  efficient  in  the  Fire  Bri- 

Skde.  He  now  went  to  the  Mercantile 
arine  to  obtain  the  men  that  he  re- 
quired. It  was  thus  impossible  to  sup- 
pose that  we  had  such  seamen  as  we 
coTild  desire,  and  a  change  was  abso- 
lutely necessary.  They  trained  their 
boys  for  the  Navy,  and  they  had  a  force 
of  18,500  trained  seamen;  but  there 
were  only  some  4,270  men  who  had  had 
four  and  a-half  years'  service  at  sea, 
and  2,603  who  had  had  seven  and  a-half 
years'  service;  whilst  there  were  only 
1,816  who  had  had  10  years'  service. 
That  was  a  small  proportion  to  rely  upon, 
and  it  was  for  that  reason  that  he  had 
given  Notice  to  call  attention  to  the  de- 
sirability of  havinfi^  additional  cruisers 
built  or  bought — for  it  did  not  much 
matter  which — for  the  purpose  of  attach- 
ing to  each  squadron  cruising  ships,  in 
which,  when  the  iron-clads  were  in  har- 
bour for  re-fittings,  or  when  their  service 
at  sea  was  unnecessary  and  expensive,  to 
put  a  proportion  of  the  crews  on  board, 
and  so  gam  for  them  that  activity  and  that 
daring  which  was  only  obtained  by  con- 
stant exercise  aloft.  There  was  another 
question  to  which  he  would  now  call  the 
attention  of  the  House,  and  that  was  to 
the  very  few  iron-clads  that  they  now 
had  for  the  defence  of  the  country.  In 
his  opinion,  an  iron-clad  was  now  what 
the  hne-of-battle  ship  was  formerly.  The 
naval  power  of  a  country  was  measured 
by  its  iron-clads.  Although  many  of  his 
hon.  Friends  would  not  agree  with  his 
views,  he  would  call  their  attention  to 
the  idea  on  which  iron-clads  were  first 
created.  Some  hon.Gentlemen  were  now 
of  opinion  that  in  creating  an  iron -clad 
they  must  create  an  impregnable  mov- 
able castle.  That  was  not  his  opinion. 
It  was  necessary  that  they  should  have 
large  iron-clads  to  meet  vessels  like  those 
Italy  had  produced,  and  such  as  the 
French  possessed  in  the  three  largest  ships 
of  their  Navy ;  but  iron-clads  were  built 
originally  because   wooden  ships  were 


exposed  to  shell  which  set  fire  to  them, 
and  the  vessels  were  liable  to  destruction 
before  they  could  make  a  sufficient  im- 
pression on  the  enemy.  This  directed 
attention  to  the  building  of  iron-clads. 
At  present  it  was  quite  true  that  the 

Eower  of  the  ^ns  was  much  increased ; 
ut  if  they  buut  their  ships  of  a  material 
that  could  not  be  set  on  fire,  they  could 
continue  an  action,  and  it  was  not  to  be 
supposed  that  they  would  not  lose  some 
men  and  ships,  but  they  could  prolong 
the  engagement  and  bring  it  to  a  suc- 
cessful issue.  He,  therefore,  desired 
not  to  urge  on  the  Admiralty  the  con- 
struction of  great  and  costly  ships — 
ships  costing  £1,000,000  each  —  but 
a  sufficient  number  of  ships  to  main- 
tain the  peace  and  perform  the  duty 
of  the  old  line-of-battle  ships.  What 
was  the  proportion  that  tms  country 
seemed  to  desire  in  former  days?  In 
1793  the  British  line-of-battle-ship  Fleet 
numbered  115,  whilst  France  had  76,  and 
Spain  65.  The  combined  Fleets  of  France 
and  Spain  were  more  in  number  than 
the  British  Fleet;  but  the  proportion 
was  thought  sufficient.  It,  at  any 
rate,  preserved  the  peace  in  1790,  al- 
though it  did  not  do  so  in  1793.  In 
1790,  when  France  and  Spain  were  bent 
on  war  in  the  question  regarding  Nootka 
Sound,  a  large  fleet  was  immediately 
commissioned,  and  an  armament  of  53 
sail  of  the  line  brought  France  and 
Spain  to  terms  without  a  declaration  of 
war.  In  1820  there  was  hardly  a  line- 
of-battle  ship  in  the  world  that  did  not 
belong  to  England ;  our  sail  of  the  line 
surpassing  in  numbers  the  combined 
Fleets  of  all  the  other  countries.  In  1 840 
the  relations  of  France  and  England  were 
considerably  strained  after  the  success- 
ful attack  on  Acre ;  but  the  Fleet  of  Eng- 
land in  the  Mediterranean  was  increased 
by  1 7  sail  of  the  line  in  a  very  short  time, 
and  the  result  was  that  France  kept 
the  peace.  It  was  shown  that  a  dis- 
play of  naval  superiority  might  effect  wh  at 
a  long  and  bloody  war  might  fail  to  do. 
On  the  change  from  sailing  line-of-battle 
ships  to  steam  line-of-battle  ships,  France 
for  a  time  took  the  lead ;  but  in  1860, 
thanks  especially  to  the  patriotic  pro- 
test of  the  late  Prince  Consort,  an  effort 
was  made,  and  our  superiority  was  re- 
established. Then  came  the  era  of  iron- 
clads, which  had  replaced  the  old  line- 
of-battle  ship.  At  first  our  great  private 
establishments  seemed  to  leave  us  with- 
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out  fears  of  any  rival ;  but  France  emu- 
lated our  activity,  and  in  1870,  while 
Great  Britain  had  40  iron-clads,  France 
had  81.  At  that  time  other  Powers  had 
hardly  any  iron-clads ;  but  it  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  now  there  were  266 
iron-clads  or  more  owned  by  Powers 
other  than  Great  Britain.  He  would, 
however,  use  France  otherwise  than  as 
the  standard  of  comparison,  and  would 
remind  the  House  that  the  present 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Chil- 
ders),  in  1870,  as  recorded  in  Hamard, 
when  he  stated  the  numbers  of  the 
Fleets  as  40  and  31  respectively,  also 
said  that,  in  order  to  maintain  the  re- 
lative supremacy  of  England,  it  would 
be  necessary  to  build  each  year  12,000 
tons  of  iron-clads — 8,000  in  the  Royal 
Dockyards  and  4,000  in  private  yards — 
that  was,  to  produce  three  new  iron-clads 
in  each  year,  in  order  to  keep  pace  with 
the  shipbuilding  then  going  on  in  France. 
The  result  of  the  last  10  yeai*s  had  been 
very  difiPerent  from  that  contemplated. 
France,  after  her  great  misfortune,  was 
supposed  to  be  devoting  herself  solely 
to  the  improvement  of  her  Army,  which 
was  increased  to  1,700,000  men,  and  it 
was  thought  she  would  not  pay  the  same 
attention  to  her  Navy.  It  was  not,  how- 
ever, as  they  expected.  They  had  now 
built  or  building  in  the  English  iron-clad 
Navy  58  or  59  ships,  of  which  six  were 
building.  The  French  iron-clad  Navy 
was  62  or  63,  including  11  that  were 
building.  Thus,  in  numbers,  it  would 
be  superior  to  our  own,  when  those 
building  were  completed,  and  that  was 
not  a  result  that  we  could  regard  as 
satisfactory.  If  the  proportion  that  they 
desired  in  1870  was  as  three  to  four,  it 
could  not  be  advantageous  to  this  coun- 
try that  that  proportion  should  now  be 
apparently  equal.  Subtracting  the  ves- 
sels that  the  French  were  building,  they 
had  52  iron-clads,  all  but  one  in  European 
waters,  whilst,  subtracting  those  that  we 
were  building,  we  had  53,  not  all  in  Euro- 

fean  waters,  but  in  all  parts  of  the  world, 
t  was,  therefore,  evident  that  in  the 
Mediterranean,  the  Atlantic,  and  gene- 
rally on  the  European  coast,  the  French 
were  in  numbers  greatly  superior  to  us. 
But  of  the  ships  he  had  named  belong- 
ing to  the  British  Navy,  one  was  at 
Melbourne,  two  at  Bombay,  one  at 
Honff  Kong,  two  at  Bermuda,  and  four 
in  China,  the  Pacific,  and  Australia. 
Those  10,  then,  must  be  deducted  £rom 

Sir  John  Say 


the  force  available  for  the  Atlantic  and 
Mediterranean,  leaving  48  or  49  in 
Europe,  of  which  six  were  building,  to 
compare  with  63  French,  of  which  1 1 
were  building.  It  might  be  said  that  a 
majority  of  the  French  ships  were 
wooden  ships  iron-armoured,  and  that 
we  preferred  iron  and  steel.  It  was 
asked — Were  the  French  ships  of  a 
character  and  quality  that  were  dan- 
gerous to  England?  And,  in  looking 
at  that  question,  he  would  remind  the 
House  of  what  had  recently  occurred  in 
the  Tunis  affair.  Perhaps  the  country 
generally  were  unaware  of  the  fact  that 
by  a  stroke  of  the  pen,  as  it  were,  10 
sail  of  iron-clads  appeared  off  the  har- 
bour of  Sfax  on  a  recent  occasion^ 
whereas  we  had  only  six  iron-clads  in 
the  Mediterranean;  and,  however  power- 
ful and  effectual  these  might  be  for  ^e 
services  they  might  be  c^ed  on  to  per- 
form, the  House  would  remember  that 
ships  of  that  kind  or  any  other  kind 
could  not  be  in  two  places  at  once.  An 
hon.  Friend  of  his  who  had  visited 
Brest  Harbour  had  informed  him  that 
he  had  seen  there  31  iron-clads  fitted 
with  the  newest  artillery  and  mitrail- 
leuses. He  did  not  deny  that  steel  and 
iron  ships  were  preferaole  to  some  of 
these  vessels,  which,  it  might  be  said, 
were  of  wood  and  iron,  and  such  as  this 
country  would  not  be  satisfied  to  rely 
upon.  But  it  must  be  remembered  that 
we  had  in  our  Navy  wood  and  iron  ships 
which  were  returned  as  perfectly  good 
and  efficient  vessels — the  Lord  Warden 
and  the  Repulse^  for  instance,  which  were 
built  before,  at  least,  20  of  the  ships  in 
Brest  Harbour.  The  French  had  in- 
creased their  Navy  very  much  more 
rapidly  than  England  during  the  last  10 
years.  Instead  of  having  built  120,000 
tons  in  the  course  of  10  years,  as  was 
stated  to  be  necessary  in  1870,  England 
had  only  built  96,000  tons.  Therefore, 
although  it  was  evident  that  France  had 
increased  her  Navy  rapidly  in  the  course 
of  the  last  12  years,  this  country  had 
built  ships  in  nothing  like  the  propor- 
tion suggested  as  being  necessary  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  in  1870. 
He  (Sir  John  Hay)  suggested  that  in- 
stead of  building  six  ships  at  the  pre- 
sent time  we  should  be  building  18,  in 
order  to  keep  pace  with  the  rate  (rf 
building  in  France,  which  had,  during 
the  time  he  had  referred  to,  more  than 
doubled.    Moreover,  all  tiie  other  Soro- 
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pean  Powers  had  added  to  their  mari- 
time strength,  and  there  were,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  iron-dads  possessed  by  Eng- 
land, a  total  of  266  iron-olads  belonging 
to  the  various  Powers  of  the  world;  and 
he  contended  that  these  must,  of  neces- 
sity, be  taken  into  consideration  in  de- 
aiding  the  number  of  iron-clad  vessels 
which  this  country  ought  to  possess  for 
the  maintenance  of  her  naval  superiority. 
He  was  not  of  opinion  that  shipbuilding 
should  be  confined  to  our  Dockyards, 
which  ought  to  be  particularly  utilized 
for  the  puipose  of  repairs ;  but  that  it 
should  be  distributed  amongst  the  mer- 
cantile shipbuilding  yards  of  the  Clyde, 
the  Tyne,  the  Humber,  the  Mersey,  and 
the  Thames,  the  resources  of  which  were 
aofficient  to  turn  out  from  two  to  three 
iron-dads  each  within  the  time  necessary 
for  their  construction.    Now,  it  was  ad- 
mitted that  it  was  impossible  to  main- 
tain the  Navy  in  a  state  of  completeness 
without  spending  £12,500,000  upon  it 
annually ;  but,  notwithstanding  this  ac- 
knowleaged  fact,  we  had  now  cut  that 
amount  down  to  £10,000,000.     On  the 
whole,  therefore,  during  the  last  10  years 
we  had  spent£l  5,000,000  too  little  on  the 
Navy,  except  in  that  year  when  the  late 
Eirst  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  bought  the  ready-made  iron-clads, 
which  alone  saved  the  country  from  occu- 
pying a  naval  position  inferior  to  that 
of  France.   He  trusted  the  House  would 
forgive  him  for  having  endeavoured  to 
make  dear  the  absolute  necessity  which 
existed  for  maintaining  the  superiority 
of  the  British  Navy ;  and  he  appealed 
to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  to 
make  an  effort  in  that  direction,  which, 
if  the  facts  were  as  he  had  stated,  he 
felt  sure  the  country  would  willingly 
respond  to. 

Sib  THOMAS  BRASSEY  said,  he 
had  been  asked  to  reply  on  behalf  of  the 
Admiralty  to  the  observations  which  had 
been  addressed  to  the  House  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Penryn  (Mr.  Jenkins) ;  and 
he  trusted  that  it  would  not  be  thought 
that  the  important  statement  which  had 
been  made  was  treated  with  any  disre- 
spect in  consequence.  With  reference 
to  the  speech  which  had  fallen  from  his 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Sir  John 
Hav),  he  should  leave  that  to  be  dealt 
with,  when  the  general  Shipbuilding 
Vote  was  reached,  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty.  He 
would,  however,  say  a  word  or  two  with 


reference  to  the  personnel  of  the  Navy. 
His  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  had 
not  expressed  all  the  confidence  which 
he  had  hoped  he  entertained  in  the 
Naval  Service  of  the  present  day,  and 
seemed,  to  some  extent,  to  question  the 
seamanship  of  the  men,  quoting  in  sup- 

Eort  of  that  view  an  opinion  expressed 
y  Captain  Shaw,  the  Superintendent  of 
the  London  Fire  Brigade,  to  which  he 
(Sir  Thomas  Brassey)  offered  the  opinion 
of  another  gallant  officer  who  had  come 
fresh  from  his  command,  and  who  spoke 
in  the  highest  terms  of  the  seamen  of 
the  Fleet.  With  reference  to  the  Hoyal 
Naval  Eeserve,  the  right  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  opposite  seemed  to  ques- 
tion its  efficiency ;  out,  from  reliable  in- 
formation in  thepossession  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, he  (Sir  Thomas  Brassey)  was  in 
a  position  to  state  that  the  Hoyal  Naval 
Eeserve  was  never  in  a  more  efficient 
condition  than  at  the  present  time.  He 
believed  there  had  never  been  so  little 
difficulty  in  keeping  up  the  number  of 
the  Force.  So  far  from  there  being  any 
difficulty  in  this  respect,  they  had  re- 
cently had  applications  for  the  enrol- 
ment of  men  in  excess  of  the  number 
provided  for  in  the  Votes,  and  they  heard 
there  were  men  applying  for  admission 
whom  it  was  a  great  disappointment  to 
the  recruiting  officers  to  reject,  on  ac- 
count of  the  exceptional  qualifications 
which  they  possessed.  He  might  also 
state  the  Liverpool  Committee  of  Ship- 
owners and  Masters,  who  for  many  years 
had  been  watching  attentively  the  posi- 
tion of  merchant  seamen,  had  recently 
dissolved,  because  they  were  sensible  of 
the  great  improvement  which  had  taken 
place  in  that  respect.  He  would  also 
remind  the  House  that  the  facilities  for 
training  seamen  were  now  brought  to  a 
degree  of  development  and  efficiency 
which  had  never  been  reached  in  former 
jeaxs.  They  had  heard,  on  a  recent  oc- 
casion, of  the  great  prosperity  which,  at 
the  present  time,  was  attendant  upon  the 
shipping  enterprize  of  the  country ;  and 
those  who  were  anxious  for  the  main- 
tenance of  seamanship  in  the  Merchant 
Service  must  learn  with  satisfaction  that 
the  owners  of  ships  were  now  finding  the 
investment  of  their  money  more  remu- 
nerative in  sailing  ships  than  in  steam 
vessels.  In  turning  to  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Penryn  (Mr. 
Jenkins),  it  was  not  necessary  to  trouble 
the  House  with  any  len^h.^  <>fe^^T^^- 
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tions  on  that  subject,  nor  was  it  for  Mm 
(Sir  Thomas  Brassey)  to  vindicate  the 
conduct  of  the  late  Board  of  Admiralty 
in  selecting  the  Atalanta  as  a  training 
ship.  The  House  was  aware  that  naval 
opinions  were  strongly  in  favour  of  train- 
ing our  seamen  in  sailing  ships,  and  the 
officers  of  the  Navy  were,  in  this  matter, 
not  singular  in  their  views ;  because,  in 
the  Mercantile  Marine,  experience  in 
sailing  ships  was  held  to  be  indispens- 
able to  the  production  of  a  seaman. 
That  principle  having  been  accepted,  the 
next  question  was  this — Was  the  Ata- 
lanta a  suitable  ship  for  the  Service? 
On  that  point  it  was  sufficient  to  observe 
that,  when  formerly  in  commission,  she 
held  the  character  of  being  a  buoyant 
and  stable  vessel  in  bad  weather.  In 
accordance  with  the  duty  which  devolved 
on  the  present  Board  of  Admiralty,  a 
Committee  was  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  matter,  and  it  was  determined  that 
its  investigations  should  be  of  the  most 
searching  and  impartial  character.  The 
Committee  was  fairly  constituted,  and 
combined  both  naval  and  other  elements. 
The  inquiry  was  most  exhaustive,  and 
the  Report  was  signed  by  every  Member 
of  the  Committee.  It  was  to  the  effect 
that  the  Atalanta  was  a  sound  and  stable 
ship,  well-manned  and  well- equipped. 
With  such  a  Report  as  that  before  them, 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  had  not  felt 
themselves  called  upon  either  to  punish 
or  to  censure  any  officers,  whether  pro- 
fessional or  executive,  who  were  respon- 
sible for  the  selection  and  the  equipment 
of  the  vessel.  The  heavy  expenditure 
on  repairs  to  the  vessel  had  been  sharply 
criticized,  and  it  must  be  admitted  that 
if  such  an  outlay  could  have  been  anti- 
cipated, it  would  have  been  preferable 
to  have  built  a  new  ship.  There  was  a 
great  discrepancy  between  the  original 
estimate  and  the  final  statement  of  the 
cost  of  repcdrs,  which  amounted  alto- 
gether to  £28,000,  the  original  revised 
estimate  having  been  £16,000.  But,  on 
the  other  hand,  it  was  stated  on  the  part 
of  the  shipbuilding  department  that  a 
vessel  of  the  same  type  could  not  have 
been  built  at  a  less  cost  than  £36,000. 
This  would  apply  to  the  argument  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Penryn,  that  a 
new  ship  might,  perhaps,  have  been  con- 
structed at  a  less  cost  than  the  amount  of 
repairs.  The  liability  to  great  and  unfore- 
seen expenses  was  doubtless  an  objection 
to  fitting  out  any  old  wooden  ship  for  re- 
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newed  service  at  sea.  In  the  case  of 
the  Atalanta  the  expenditure  was  dis- 
tributed over  a  lengthened  period.  It 
was  divided  between  three  Dockyards, 
and  no  single  individual  was  responsible 
for  what  had  occurred.  He  would  not 
hazard  a  conjecture  as  to  the  cause  of 
the  loss  of  the  Atalanta.  It  was  certain 
that  the  vessel  had  encountered  a  hurri- 
cane of  extraordinary  severity ;  and  sea- 
men well  knew  how  fearfully  the  ordi- 
nary phenomena  of  bad  weather  were 
intensified  in  those  great  tempests  which 
were  encountered  only  at  intervals  of 
years.  He  need  not  pursue  further  the 
painful  subject  of  the  loss  of  the  Atalanta, 
Before  passing  to  other  topics,  he  would 
take  the  opportunity  of  expressing  on 
behalf  of  the  Admiralty  and  the  nation 
their  sincere  and  heartfelt  sympathy  with 
the  widows  and  the  orphans  who  had  been 
left  desolate  by  tho  disaster.  He  now 
turned  to  the  general  subject  of  the  train- 
ing of  seamen ;  and  as  regarded  that  no 
hon.  Member  was  more  entitled  than  his 
hon.  Friend  to  address  the  House  on  the 
subject.  He  spoke  with  the  experience  of 
a  successful  shipowner  and  a  former 
commander  of  merchant  ships.  The 
Navy  would  value  the  opinion  of  a  sea- 
man who  had  received  his  training  in 
what  he  might  call  the  Sister  Service. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  said  that  he  shared 
the  general  opinion  that  the  art  of 
handling  a  ship  under  canvas  was  a 
valuable,  if  not  an  essential,  part  of  a 
naval  education.  At  the  same  time,  he 
recognized  the  importance  of  steam  in 
combination  with  canvas  as  an  addi- 
tional guarantee  for  safety.  Such  beine 
the  views  of  his  hon.  Friend,  he  claimed 
his  general  approval  for  the  ships,  in 
which  the  majority  of  their  seamen  were 
now  serving.  They  had  at  present  in 
commission  one  large  frigate,  the  Ine^n" 
slant,  and  19  corvettes,  some  of  which 
far  exceeded  in  size  and  power  the 
frigates  of  former  days.  They  had  18 
sloops,  and  one  sailing  sloop,  the  Cruii^r, 
which  was  doing  excellent  work  in  the 
Meditterranean.  He  was  giving  expres- 
sion to  his  personal  opinion  when  he  said 
that  he  hoped  that  another  vessel  like 
the  Cruiser  might  hereafter  be  added  to 
the  Mediterranean  Squadron.  We  had 
also  five  brigs,  which  were  most  usefnl 
for  training  purposes,  attached  to  the 
home  ports.  On  the  last  occasion  when 
the  Board  visited  the  Dockyards,  they 
saw  the  squadron  of  brigs  weigh  aiichor 
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in  Plymouth  Sound,  and  execute  in  ad- 
mirable style  a  series  of  intricate  evolu- 
tions under  sail.  The  present  Board 
were  determined  to  keep  up  the  seaman- 
ship of  the  British  Navy  in  a  manner 
worthy  of  its  ancient  reputation.  They 
had  fitted  out  a  Flying  Squadron,  and 
transferred  large  numbers  of  seamen 
from  the  barracks  at  Sheerness  and  the 
receiving  ships  at  the  home  ports  to  sea- 
going ships.  They  would  take  care  to 
supply  the  Navy  with  ships  which  would 
be  efficient  under  steam  and  sail.  They 
would  spare  no  pains  to  improve  not 
only  the  ships  but  the  system  of  training. 
They  knew  that  they  were  watched  by 
oompetent  critics,  and  he  thanked  his 
hon.  Friends  the  Members  for  Banff  and 
Penryn  for  their  interesting  and  sug- 
gestive speeches. 

Admibal  EOEETON  said,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  no  particular  individual  was 
responsible  for  the  selection  of  the  Ata- 
Imtta,  the  whole  Board  being  really  re- 
sponsible ;  and  he  had  no  doubt  that  the 
reasons  which  were  put  forward  in  favour 
of  her  selection  were  satisfactory  to  the 
Board  in  general.  Eemarks  had  been 
made  with  reference  to  the  age  of  the 
TesseL  As  they  all  knew,  there  were 
old  ships  and  old  ships.  One  old  one 
might  be  seaworthy,  while  a  younger 
one  might  be  utterly  unseaworthy.  He 
might  illustrate  that  by  recalling  to  mind 
the  loss,  some  20  years  ago  or  so,  of  the 
ship  that  took  Wolfe  to  Quebec.  It  was 
lost  on  the  sands,  and  it  was  found,  on 
examining  her,  that  she  was  as  sound  as 
she  possibly  could  be,  although  she  must 
have  been  something  like  104  years  old. 
Everyone  formed  his  own  theory  as  to 
the  cause  of  the  loss  of  the  Atalanta, 
and  there  certainly  was  nothing  in  the 
evidence  to  show  that  her  age  had  any- 
thing to  do  with  her  loss.  He  was  sur- 
prised to  hear  it  said  that  Admiral 
Symonds  objected  to  her;  for  he  be- 
lieved that  any  objections  which  he  could 
have  entertained  against  her  were  with 
regard  to  her  equipment  for  such  a  pur- 
pose as  that  for  which  she  was  used. 
Sir  Thomas  Symonds  was  the  son  of  her 
constructor ;  and,  so  far  as  his  (Admiral 
Egerton's)  recollection  served,  he  did 
not  think  there  was  any  vessel  of  which 
he  was  prouder.  She  sailed  and  was 
oommanded  in  an  admirable  manner. 
That  was  the  conclusion  at  which  ho  had 
arrived  after  a  careful  study  of  the  Blue 
Sook  oa  the  subject.    There  was  little 


or  no  profit  to  be  found,  however,  in 
further  discussion  of  this  painful  sub- 
ject, and  he  regretted  that  the  memory 
of  it  had  been  revived.  He  wished  to 
endorse  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Admiral  opposite  (Sir  John 
Hay)  with  regard  to  the  very  great  im- 
portance of  increasing  the  number  of 
their  war  ships.  He  had  not  investi- 
gated the  question  so  fully  as  his  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  of  the  number 
of  ships  in  course  of  building  by  foreign 
Powers ;  but  while  he  would  not  like  to 
say  a  single  word  which  would  cause  a 
feeling  of  antagonism  between  this 
country  and  France,  he  felt  bound  to 
say  that  it  was  impossible  to  observe 
without  some  anxiety  the  large  number 
of  iron-clads  which  their  neighbours 
across  the  Channel  were  constructing. 
As  to  the  best  type  of  ship  to  build,  he 
would  very  much  prefer  that  they  should 
build  a  large  number  of  smaller  iron- 
clads, rather  than  that  they  should  ex- 
pend vast  sums  in  building  one  or  two 
very  large  ships.  It  might  be  necessary 
to  have  one  or  two  great  vessels ;  but  he 
thought  they  should  spend  the  money 
of  the  country  to  much  greater  advan- 
tage by  building  a  large  number  of 
smaller  ones  with  the  proper  amount  of 
speed,  rather  than  in  building  a  few 
great  ships.  He  was  very  anxious  that 
the  Admiralty  should  turn  its  attention 
more  to  the  consideration  of  the  arma- 
ment of  the  Navy,  for  competent  ob- 
servers had  put  it  on  record  that  they 
were  not  in  a  satisfactory  position  in  re- 
gard to  the  guns  on  our  ships.  A  dis- 
tinguished omcer  had  said  that  the  Eng- 
lish guns  were  not  equal  to  the  guns  on 
the  vessels  of  some  foreign  Powers,  and 
that  that  was  the  opinion  of  the  foreign 
officers  themselves.  As  to  training  ships, 
he  agreed  that  they  ought  to  use  both 
steam  and  sailing  vessels  for  the  pur- 
pose, and  there  certainly  ought  to  be 
some  sailing  ships  on  foreign  stations. 
Such  ships  ought  to  have  one  or  more 
tenders  attached  to  them  for  the  use  of 
officers  and  men.  With  regard  to  ex- 
penditure, the  new  ships  that  were  ne- 
cessary to  the  efficiency  of  the  Navy 
could  not  be  built  without  considerable 
outlay ;  but  he  felt  convinced  that  if  it  were 
only  clearly  shown  that  we  were  abso- 
lutely behind  other  nations  as  regarded 
the  equipment  of  our  Navy,  no  difficulty 
would  be  found  in  providing  the  money 
requisite  to  place  it  in  its  proper  posi- 
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tion  in  relation  to  the  Navies  of  the 
world.  

Mb.  MAOLIYEK  said,  he  desired  to 
press  upon  the  Oovernment  the  neces- 
sity of  considering  the  claims  of  that 
deserving  and  important  class,  the  naval 
engineers.  On  a  former  occasion,  when 
the  subject  was  before  the  House,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  stated  that  the 
position  of  the  naval  engineers  had  been 
improved ;  but  that  was  said  under  an 
evident  misapprehension.  So  far  from 
that  being  the  case,  they  were  no  better 
off  now  than  they  were  20  years  ago. 
In  moving  the  Navy  Estimates,  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  stated  that 
in  future  less  blue-jackets  and  more 
artificers  would  be  employed  in  the 
Dockyards;  and  that  being  so,  he  trusted 
that  ihe  position  of  the  artificers,  which, 
so  far  &om  being  better,  was  really 
worse  than  it  was  formerly,  would  also 
be  taken  into  favourable  consideration. 
He  wished  also  to  call  attention  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  grievances  of  naval 
officers  were  attended  to  at  the  Admi- 
ralty. It  had  been  said  that  the  Admi- 
ralty was  always  ready  to  meet  the 
claims  of  those  who  felt  aggrieved.  On 
this  point  he  had  recenUy  received  a 
letter  from  an  officer  of  long  standing  and 
great  experience  in  the  Navy,  in  which 
he  said  that  if  officers  brought  forward 
complaints,  however  well  founded  they 
might  be,  they  would  become  marked 
men,  not  by  the  Civil  Lords,  but  cer- 
tainly by  the  Sea  Lords  of  the  Ad- 
miralty; and  the  writer  went  on  to 
suggest  that,  as  a  remedy  for  such  a  state 
of  things  as  now  existea,  the  First  Lord 
should  appoint  a  certain  time  and  place 
at  which  he  would  be  prepared  to  re- 
ceive officers  and  listen  to  their  griev- 
ances 

Sir*  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  pro- 
tested,  in  the  strongest  possible  manner, 
against  the  way  in  which  the  Navy 
Estimates  had  been  treated  that  year. 
They  were  brought  on  that  day  without 
a  single  Minister  being  present  who  was 
responsible  for  the  Estimates.  He  had 
nothing  to  say  adverse  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  Trevelyan),  who, 
either  as  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  as 
a  speaker,  a  writer,  or  a  politician,  was 
a  credit  to  the  House  and  to  the  country; 
but  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  a  re- 
sponsible Minister.  His  complaint  was 
that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
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was  a  Member  of  the  Upper  House,  and 
that  he  had  never  opened  his  mouth 
about  the  Navy  since  he  had  held  his 
present  Office.  In  1871,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  GoTem- 
ment  stated  that  the  two  Ministers 
responsible  for  the  two  great  spending 
Departments  ought  to  be  in  that  House ; 
and  in  1872,  he  said  that  the  two  prin- 
cipal Ministers  who  were  responsible 
for  those  Departments  ought  to  sit  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  He  (Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolflf)  pointed  out,  however, 
that  when  sitting  in  the  Lords,  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  could  not  be 
responsible  for  the  Estimates,  and  it  was 
plain  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
contemplate  that  the  First  Lord  ought 
to  be  in  that  House.  It  was  trifling 
with  the  House  and  with  the  oountry 
that  these  Estimates  should  be  disoussed 
before  a  Gentleman  who,  however  able, 
was  not  responsible,  and  that  the  Mi- 
nisters who  were  responsible  were  not 
there.  The  result  of  having  the  First 
Lord  in  the  other  House  was  that  a  host 
of  petty  tyrannies  towards  the  Navy 
and  the  Dockyards  might  be  brought 
forward,  to  which  they  could  get  no 
satisfactory  reply.  One  aot  of  tyranny 
to  the  Dockyards  perpetrated  by  this 
invisible  Board  was  in  their  stopping  a 
quarter  of  an  hour  of  the  dinner  time 
of  the  labourers.  That  put  the  men  to 
a  great  deal  of  inconvenience,  because, 
whereas  before  they  were  able  to  walk 
home  and  get  their  dinners,  they  were 
now  no  longer  able  to  do  so.  The  old 
navigating  officers  of  the  Fleet  also  com- 
plained of  the  way  they  had  been 
treated.  The  warrant  officers  also  com- 
plained that  they  were  put  on  a  lower 
rate  of  pay  when  working  in  the  har- 
bours than  what  they  enjoyed  when  at 
sea ;  and  many  other  grievances  of  arti- 
ficers. Dockyard  riggers,  and  others 
might  be  mentioned.  With  regard  to 
the  complaint  that  the  First  Lord  would 
not  see  a  deputation  from  that  House 
because  it  was  an  interference  with  dis- 
cipline, he  maintained  that  it  was  no 
such  thing,  and  that  the  engineers  and 
Dockyard  labourers  had  just  as  much 
right  to  have  their  views  represented  as 
any  other  class  of  electors  in  the  oountiy. 
He  trusted  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  would 
brine^  this  matter  before  the  particular 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  who  would 
put  it  before  the  next  Ijord,  who  wouU 
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place  it  before  the  First  Lord,  and 
that  the  grievances  of  the  engineers 
would  be  remedied.  He  t^ished  his 
hon.  Friend  wonld  go  into  the  com- 
^aints  that  came  from  the  Dockyards. 
He  would  find  that  none  of  them  were 
extravagant;  but  he  would  also  find 
that  a  great  many  were  reasonable,  and 
that  aU  of  them  were  plausible,  if  the 
hon.  Member  had  the  opportunity  of 
going  into  these  matters  as  he  (Sir  H. 
Ihrummond  Wolff)  had  when  he  visited 
hisconstituents.  An  hon.  Member  behind 
him  reminded  him  that  the  crisis  might 
Boon  come ;  but  he  was  always  happy  to 
meet  his  constituents,  and  feared  nothing 
as  far  as  that  was  concerned.  If  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  only  went  into 
these  matters,  he  (Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff)  was  sure  he  would  find  a  great 
deal  to  redress.  He  trusted  that  in 
fatare  years  the  Navy  Estimates  would 
be  moved  at  an  earlier  period  of  the 
year,  and  that  the  day  was  at  hand  when 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  would 
again  be  a  Member  of  that  House. 

Mb.  PULESTON,  in  reference  to  the 
daims  of  the  naval  engineers,  said,  he 
considered  them  to  be  urgent  and  well- 
fonnded ;  and  that  any  scheme  for  the 
improvement  of  their  condition  should 
also  include  those  who  were  below  them — 
namely,  the  engine-room  artificers.  With 
respect  to  what  had  been  said  as  to  the 
refusal  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty to  receive  a  deputation  of  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  in  reference  to  the 
complaints  of  the  naval  engineers,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  had  spoken 
of  the  discipline  of  the  Navy,  and  dis- 
approvingly of  the  fact  that  officers  had 
asked  Members  of  Parliament  to  bring 
forward  their  grievances.  But  they  were 
driven  to  do  so,  as  they  found,  practi- 
cally, that  their  complaints  were  other- 
wise unheeded.  While  he  (Mr.  Puleston) 
aaid  that,  he  joined  very  cordially  in 
what  had  been  said  by  his  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff)  as  to  the 
courtesy  and  efficiency  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  held  the  Office  of  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  and  represented  that 
Department  in  tne  House.  It  had  been 
promised  that  the  new  scheme  relating 
to  the  Boyal  Marines  should  be  pro- 
mulgated by  the  1st  of  July;  and,  as  it 
was  not  issued  yet,  there  was  some 
anxiety  to  know  what  it  was  to  be.  He 
Jiad  endeavoured;  on  more  than  one  oc- 


casion, to  urge  the  desirability  of  getting 
rid  of  some  of  the  glaring  inequalities 
that  existed  in  the  Dockyards,  and  he 
had  submitted  plans  by  which  that  ob- 
ject might  be  attained.  The  distinctions, 
for  example,  between  shipwrights,  wheel- 
rights,  and  carpenters  were  so  unneces- 
sarily wide  as  to  call  for  serious  attention ; 
and  the  labourers'  question  was  a  large 
one,  particularly  that  raised  by  the  hired 
men.  The  most  important  requirement 
was  that  more  men  should  be  put  on  the 
Establishment.  Something  was  done  by 
the  late  Government  in  uiat  direction, 
and,  to  some  extent,  the  factory  hands 
were  established.  It  was  necessary  to 
offer  inducements  to  good  men  to  remain 
in  the  Service.  When  they  joined  it 
they  wanted  to  look  forward  to  the  future 
as  being  measurably  provided  for.  In 
the  absence  of  such  provision,  the  law 
of  supply  and  demand  produced  serious 
variations  in  the  population  of  the  Dock- 
yard towns,  whicn,  in  a  large  measure, 
were  built  up  on  the  faith  of  Govern- 
ment. Then,  with  regard  to  pensions 
and  to  provisions  for  the  widows  and 
orphans  of  seamen.  Admiral  Gambler 
had  shown  that  there  were  various  funds 
in  connection  with  the  Admiralty,  de- 
rived from  fines  and  other  sources, 
which,  even  without  any  help  from  the 
Treasury,  and  without  any  contributions 
by  the  men  themselves,  would  constitute 
suitable  provision  for  this  purpose.  The 
fact  mentioned  on  a  former  occasion  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Trevelyan),  that 
only  3  per  cent  of  the  seamen  who  had 
been  asked  for  their  opinion  upon  a  fund 
to  which  they  should  contribute  had 
replied  in  the  affirmative,  was  due 
mainly  to  the  circumstance  that  no  ma- 
tured Echeme  was  placed  before  them  ; 
and  he  (Mr.  Puleston)  believed  that  if  a 
substantial  and  intelligent  scheme  were 
presented  to  them,  showing  that  if  they 
either  contributed  so  much  themselves, 
or  authorized  so  much  to  be  deducted 
from  their  pay,  a  fund  would  bo  made 
sufficient  to  provide  adequate  provision 
for  their  wives  and  children,  the  affirma- 
tive answers  would  bo  nearer  100  per 
cent  than  3  per  cent.  He  desired  also 
to  call  attention  to  the  arbitrary  way  in 
which  officers  wore  sometimes  dismissed 
from  the  Service ;  and  he  would  give  as 
an  instance  the  case  of  two  officers  in 
one  of  the  Departments,  the  Medical 
Department,  who,  after  serving,  one  in 
Stonehouse  and  the  other  in  Plymouth, 
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for  a  year  on  trial,  were  confirmed  in 
their  appointments  and  then  suddenly 
and  summarily  dismissed  without  any 
charge  being  made  against  them.  They 
had,  on  the  faith  of  their  appointment 
by  the  Admiralty,  gone  to  considerable 
expense  in  furnishing  their  houses,  and 
establishing  their  families  in  what  they 
regarded  as  a  permanent  position  ;  and 
the  only  explanation  they  could  get  from 
the  Admiralty  was  that  the  interests  of 
the  Service  required  their  dismissal. 
Men  dismissed  under  such  circumstances, 
of  course,  lost  their  character,  and  would 
not  be  able  to  obtain  other  occupation, 
because  they  could  give  no  reason  for 
their  dismissal,  although  their  accounts 
had  been  dedared  by  the  Admiralty 
officials  to  be  in  perfect  order.  Such  a 
system  was  injurious  not  only  to  the 
men,  but  to  the  country ;  and  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
would  consider  their  case.  At  the  least, 
compensation  ought  to  be  given  them, 
and  their  characters  vindicated,  so  that 
they  might  have  a  chance  of  obtaining 
other  employment.  Another  matter  of 
importance  was  the  action  of  courts 
martial ;  and  he  would  remind  the  hon. 
Gentleman  of  the  case  of  Lieutenant 
Deacon,  who,  after  18  years  of  good 
service,  was  some  time  ago  court-mar- 
tialled  on  a  charge  of  drunkenness  at 
the  mess,  and  convicted  on  the  evidence 
of  four  officers,  although  four  others 
declared  that  he  was  not  drunk.  One 
of  the  witnesses  upon  whose  evidence 
mainly  the  officer  was  convicted,  it  was 
reported,  had  since  been  the  subject  of 
charges  which  showed,  at  least,  that,  if 
these  statements  were  true,  his  evidence 
was  of  less  value  than  it  was  assumed 
to  be.  He  did  not  dispute  the  finding 
of  the  courts  martial,  nor  question  their 
ability  and  sincerity  of  purpose ;  but  the 
sentence  in  this  case  had  been  unani- 
mously declared  by  the  papers  through- 
out the  country,  including  the  Army  and 
Navy  papers,  to  be  of  unprecedented 
severity ;  and  he  again  appealed  to  the 
hon.  Member  to  allow  the  sentence  to 
be  reconsidered  —  not  with  a  view  to 
Lieutenant  Deacon  re-entering  the  Ser- 
vice, but  in  order  in  some  way  to  lessen 
this  unmerited  disgrace.  In  conclusion, 
he  would  express  his  regret  that  when 
the  Navy  Estimates  were  about  to  be 
considered  the  House  should  be  so 
empty  as  it  was  on  this  occasion,  and 
that  more  interest  was  not  taken  in  a 
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Service  to  which,  more  than  to  any  other, 
the  greatness  of  this  country  must  be 
attributed. 

Mb.  BROADHURST  said,  he  sin- 
cerely  trusted  that  next  Session  the  Navy 
Estimates  would  be  brought  on  at  a  time 
when  it  would  be  possible  to  discuss  the 
important  matter  raised  by  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr. 
Macliver).  The  engineers  of  the  Royal 
Navy  were  still  looked  upon  to  a  con- 
siderable extent  as  intruders;  and  tiie 
fact  was  not  realized  so  much  as  it  would 
have  to  be,  that  engineers  would  be  the 
chief  mainstay  in  the  future  of  our  fight- 
ing vessels.  He  hoped  that  any  scheme 
wMch  might  be  prepared  would  be  a 
thorough  one,  dealing  with  the  griev- 
ances in  no  niggardly  manner,  and 
S lacing  the  engineers  in  the  position 
emanded  by  their  importance  in  the 
Service. 

Mr.  H.  ALLEN,  as  Member  for  Pem- 
broke, also  desired  to  enforce  the  argu- 
ments of  the  hon.  Member  for  Plymouth 
(Mr.  Macliver),  and  observed  that  the 
position  and  claims  of  the  engineers  were 
more  and  more  forcing  themselves  on 
the  attention  of  the  public.  With  refl;ard 
to  the  number  of  men  on  the  EstabUsh- 
ment,  he  believed  that  before  metal  was 
substituted  for  wood  in  the  construction 
of  ships,  all  the  Dockyard  employiB  were 
on  the  Establishment,  and  were  entitled 
to  superannuation  allowance  on  retire- 
ment. But  the  system  of  hiring  men 
was  then  introduced,  and  now  in  the 
Pembroke  Dockyard  only  about  one- 
third  of  the  men  employed  were  on  the 
Establishment.  Another  grievance  was 
that  men  of  inferior  ^ade  were  set  to 
do  superior  work ;  and  when  they  had 
passed  their  probation  were  not  put  into 
the  superior  grade,  but  were  kept  in 
their  old  position,  and  received  the  pay 
and  pension  belonging  to  the  inferior 
grade.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  endeavour  to  remedy  that  griev- 
ance. 

Mr.  BIGGAR,  who  had  a  Motion  on 
the  Paper  to  move  for  a  Select  Commit- 
tee to  inquire  into  the  claims  of  Mr. 
John  Clare,  patentee  of  iron  shipbuild- 
ing, said,  he  was  unable  to  move  the 
Resolution;  but  he  desired  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  matter. 
The  claims  of  Mr.  Clare  had  been  fre- 
quently placed  before  the  House,  and 
the  reply  had  always  been  that  this  case 
was  settled  a  Tery  lon^  time  a^,  an4 
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that  the  Mmister  of  the  day  was  not 
diraosed  to  re-open  it.  He  (]i£r.  Biggar) 
dia  not  think  that  was  a  sufficient 
answer;  and  he  did  not  intend,  if  he 
conld  in  any  way  avoid  it,  to  accept  a 
reply  of  that  sort.  He  wished  the  Mi- 
nister of  the  day,  or  some  succeeding 
day,  to  meet  the  case  on  its  merits,  and 
to  g^Te  a  sufficient  explanation,  or  such 
a  decision,  as  would  settle  the  question 
once  for  all.  Though  the  case  had  been 
pendinff  for  a  long  time,  his  friend,  Mr. 
Glare,  had  never  allowed  his  claim  en- 
tirely to  collapse.  Up  to  the  time  at 
whi(^  the  claim  arose,  the  principle  on 
which  iron  vessels  were  built  was  with 
vertical  columns  from  the  keel,  and  then 
by  what  were  called  stringers  from  stem 
to  stem  of  the  vessel.  After  sustaining 
anv  strain,  ships  built  in  this  way  were 
liable  to  double  up  like  a  sheet  of  paper, 
and  go  down  in  deep  water.  Mr.  Clare 
invented  a  new  principle,  somewhat  re- 
sembling lattice  ffirders.  Whether  Mr. 
dare  was  the  original  patentee  of  this 
improved  form  of  shipbuilding  or  not, 
there  was  no  doubt  that  his  plans  were 
submitted  to  the  Admiralty,  and  that 
the  Admiralty  was  impressed  by  the  de- 
^  sirability  of  the  plans,  and  afterwards 
built  vessels  upon  plans  similar  to  his. 
So  far  all  seemed  very  fair.  Mr.  Claro, 
however,  made  an  application  for  com- 
pensation ;  and,  in  nis  (Mr.  Biggar's) 
personal  opinion,  one  reason  why  the 
daim  was  unsuccessful  was  this — that 
he  expected  to  be  paid  at  a  very  high 
rate.  He  expected  to  get  a  commission 
upon  all  vessels  which  had  been  built 
upon  his  plans,  and  on  all  vessels  that 
might  be  Duilt  on  these  plans  during  the 
term  of  his  patent.  The  result  was  that 
a  controversy  arose  between  the  Admi- 
ralty and  Mr.  Clare.  They  set  him  at 
defiance,  and  gave  him  an  opportunity 
of  tiying  his  case  in  a  Court  of  Law. 
The  result  was  unfavourable  to  Mr. 
Glare,  for  the  reason  that  Mr.  Scott 
Bussell  and  Mr.  Charles  Fox  gave  evi- 
dence that  his  plans  were  not  a  novelty, 
but  that  vessels  on  the  same  plans  had 
been  previously  built.  Mr.  Glare  was 
convinced  that  that  evidence  was  erro- 
neous, and  thought  he  could  prove  it. 
What  he  (Mr.  Biggar)  claimed  was  that 
a  Select  Committee  should  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  Mr.  Clare's  case.  He  did 
not  ask  the  Government  to  commit  them- 
selves to  give  any  compensation ;  but  he 
asked  that  they  should  not  oppose  the 
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appointment  of  a  Committee  next  Ses- 
sion to  investigate  the  claims,  and,  if 
they  found  they  were  not  just,  then  there 
was  an  end  of  the  whole  matter.  If  the 
Committee  recommended  in  Mr.  Clare's 
favour,  the  Government  would  only  be 
bound  to  take  into  consideration  the 
nature  of  his  claims. 

Mb.  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  he 
had  intended  to  say  something  with  re* 
g^ard  to  the  claims  of  the  engineer  offi- 
cers; but  it  appeared  that  they  were 
satisfied  with  the  prospects  held  out  by 
the  Government,  and  they,  no  doubt, 
had  good  reason  for  believing  that  their 
case  would  be  attended  to.  With  re- 
gard to  the  warrant  officers,  the  same 
observation  would  also  apply.  But  two 
cases  had  occurred  lately,  one  at  Ply- 
mouth and  the  other  at  Devonport,  where 
persons  in  the  service  of  the  Admiralty 
had  been  dismissed  without  being  af- 
forded any  opportunity  of  making  their 
complaints  known  or  having  them  in- 
vestigated. He  should  like  to  know  why, 
in  these  two  cases,  no  opportunity  had 
been  given  to  persons  who,  after  many 
years'  service  in  the  Navy,  had  been  de- 
prived of  their  employment,  of  having 
an  investigation  into  the  circumstances 
of  their  disndssal.  The  particular  case 
upon  which  he  wished  to  say  a  few  words 
was  that  of  Lieutenant  Deacon,  who 
was  dismissed  from  Her  Majesty's  Ser- 
vice in  consequence  of  the  finding  of  a 
court  martial  which  sat  upon  an  accusa- 
tion of  intoxication  made  against  him. 
Now,  he  (Mr.  Clarke)  was  very  sensible 
of  the  difficulty  of  reviewing  a  decision 
of  a  court  martial ;  and,  of  course,  his 
own  experience  in  Courts  of  Law  had 
taught  him  to  be  very  careful  indeed 
in  forming  a  judgment  upon  reading 
the  proceedings  of  a  trial  as  to  what 
really  took  place.  But  he  was  bound  to 
say  deliberately,  after  reading  the  report 
of  the  evidence  ^iven  at  Lieutenant 
Deacon's  court  martial,  that  anything 
more  unsatisfactory  than  the  evidence 
which  was  given  there  he  never  remem- 
bered. Mr.  Deacon  was  charged  with 
intoxication,  and  the  witnesses  against 
him  were  persons  who  did  not  volunteer 
their  accusations,  but  who  had  been 
spoken  to  before  they  were  called  to  give 
evidence.  In  almost  every  case  it  was 
only  under  pressure  that  they  expressed 
the  opinion  that  Mr.  Deacon  was  intoxi- 
cated. The  particulars  of  the  charge 
were  certainly  of  a  very  remarkable  cVva»- 
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racier y  because  the  intoxication  was 
alleged  to  have  taken  place  at  a  time 
when  Mr.  Deacon  was  at  dinner — ^he  was, 
in  fact,  presiding  at  the  dinner — he  had 
given  a  toast,  and  had  then  ordered 
coffee,  and  had  left  the  dinner ;  and,  so 
far  as  one  could  see,  there  was  no  evi- 
dence of  his  having  behaved  in  such  a 
way  as  to  lead  anyone  to  believe  that  he 
was  in  a  state  of  intoxication.  So  far  as 
the  evidence  went,  he  (Mr.  Clarke)  was 
quite  unable  to  find  anything  except  an 
expression  of  opinion  on  the  part  of 
some  persons  that  this  gentleman  was 
intoxicated,  and  it  was  upon  evidence  of 
that  description  that  he  was  dismissed 
Her  Majesty's  Service.  It  was  a  matter 
of  terrible  importance  to  a  man  who, 
though  not  old,  had  spent  several  years 
in  the  Service ;  and  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty and  the  First  Lord  would  g^ve 
the  case  their  re -consideration.  If  ever 
there  was  a  case  in  which  the  finding  of 
a  court  martial  needed  reviewing,  he 
thought  it  must  bo  that  of  Lieutenant 
Deacon. 

•  Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  should 
reserve  any  observations  he  might  have 
to  make  upon  the  question  of  iron-clad 
ships  until  he  had  had  an  opportunity 
of  hearing  the  statement  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
(Mr.  Trevelyan).  The  hon.  Member 
for  Penryn  (Mr.  Jenkins)  had  drawn 
attention  to  the  case  of  the  Atalanta  ; 
and  although  he  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
had  not  intended  to  address  the  House 
after  the  able  statement  made  by  the 
Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Sir  Thomas 
Brassey),  yet  he  thought  it  would  be,  on 
the  whole,  more  fitting  that  he  should 
now  notice  some  of  the  statements  made 
by  the  hon.  Member.  He  had  very 
generously  acquitted  himself  (Mr.W.  H. 
Smith)  of  any  personal  responsibility  in 
the  loss  of  that  unfortunate  ship ;  and 
he  might  t£ike  the  opportunity  of  saying 
that  no  circumstance,  except  the  loss  of 
the  Eur y dice ^  occasioned  him  more  deep 
sorrow  during  his  administration  of  the 
Admiralty  than  did  the  loss  of  the 
Atalanta.  It  was  a  most  deplorable  oc- 
currence, and  entitled  the  relatives  of 
the  gallant  .men  who  sacrificed  their 
lives  to  the  sympathy  and  regard  of 
the  country.  The  hon.  Member  had 
referred  to  the  Naval  Lords  being  re- 
sponsible for  the  selection  of  the  ship. 
He  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  however,  wished 
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to  express  his  entire  concurrence  with 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Admiral  the  Member  for  East  Derby- 
shire (Admiral  Egerton),  and  to  say  that 
the  Board  as  a  Board  were  responsible 
for  the  selection  of  the  Atalanta.  Of 
necessity,  in  the  distribution  of  business, 
the  discharge  of  certain  duties  fell  to  one 
or  another  member  of  the  Board ;  but 
the  Board,  as  a  whole,  were  responsible 
for  everything  that  was  done  by  them. 
The  vessel  was  selected,  not  by  himself 
or  by  his  Board,  but  by  the  previous 
Board ;  and  he  believed  they  selected  her 
with  full  knowledge  of  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  and  that  they  were 
fully  justified  in  their  selection.  She 
was  a  ship  of  good  character  and  good 
reputation.  She  had  been  almost  com- 
pletely rebuilt  at  Pembroke,  and  so 
thoroughly  and  substantially  refitted 
that,  to  the  best  of  the  belief  of  those 
competent  to  judge,  she  was  in  a  per- 
fectly sound  condition  when  she  left 
British  shores.  No  doubts  were  ex- 
pressed as  to  seaworthiness,  and  the 
gallant  Admiral  then  commanding  at 
Devonport  in  no  way  hinted  that  she 
was  in  the  slightest  degree  an  unsafe 
vessel.  She  was,  in  his  opinion,  too 
small  to  accommodate  the  seamen ;  but 
that  was  a  mere  expression  of  opinion 
with  regard  to  size.  The  misfortune  was 
deeply  to  be  deplored ;  but  he  (Mr.W.H. 
Smith)  was  not  on  that  account  pre- 
pared to  say  that  the  endeavour  to  train 
seamen  in  sailing  vessels  must  be  a  mis- 
take. If  it  was,  it  was  a  mistake  which 
was  shared  by  the  most  experienced 
owners  of  steamships  in  the  country. 
He  believed  that  in  some  of  the  largest 
lines  of  steamships  the  owners  made  it 
a  condition  that  their  junior  officers 
should  have  had  a  practical  training  on 
board  purely  sailing  vessels.  There  was 
another  fact  which  had  been  lost  sight 
of.  He  believed  that  the  Merchant  Ser- 
vice was  as  well  manned  and  the  ships 
were  as  well  found  as  at  any  period  of 
its  history.  There  was  a  great  advance 
in  the  seaworthiness  of  their  ships  and 
the  character  of  the  sailors.  Yet  it  was 
notorious  that  on  the  occasion  which  re- 
sulted in  the  loss  of  the  Atalanta  more 
than  20  ships  foundered  at  sea,  or,  at 
any  rate,  had  not  been  heard  of,  having 
been  engulfed  in  the  storms  that  pre- 
vailed then.  He  thought  that  circum- 
stance alone  pointed  to  a  condition  of 
things  which  might  well  acoon9t  fbr  tiie 
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loss  of  the  Atalanta,  With  regard  to 
the  captain,  he  wished  to  say  that  that 
officer  was  selected  on  account  of  his  re- 
pntation  as  a  sailor.  He  believed  that 
the  captain  never  uttered  a  single  sugges- 
tion as  to  any  deficiency  in  the  ship  her- 
self. He  had  complete  confidence  in  the 
ship,  and  he  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  could 
only  say  for  himself  and  his  CoUeagues 
that  they  had  complete  confidence  in  the 
captain  and  his  officers.  He  hoped, 
however,  that  even  that  calamity  would 
not  induce  the  Admiralty  to  refrain  from 
training  their  seamen  in  sailing  ships. 
There  were  circumstances  in  which  the 
use  of  steam  was  very  desirable,  and  there 
were  vessels  which  possessed  steam  power 
and  also  sailing  qualities.  The  Comus  was 
a  vessel  of  that  class ;  and  they  had,  to  a 
considerable  extent,  taken  the  place  of 
the  gun-boats  on  the  Chinese  coast.  But 
he  hoped  that  their  sailors  would  con- 
tinue to  be  trained  in  purely  sailing 
ships. 

Mb.  JENKINS  rose  to  reply  to  some 
of  the  observations  of  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  the  Member  for  Westminster, 
when 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  said,  that  the  hon. 
Oentleman  was  not  entitled  to  make  a 
second  speech. 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  said,  that,  as  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
reserved  his  remarks  upon  their  iron- 
dads  for  the  purpose  of  saving  time, 
he  woTild  ask  his  hon.  Friends  to  pardon 
him  if  he  also  reserved  any  answer  he 
had  to  make  to  their  observations  until 
the  House  was  in  Committee.  There 
were  one  or  two  matters,  however,  upon 
which  he  would  wish  now  to  say  a  few 
words.  A  remark  had  been  made  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Derbyshire  (Admiral  Eger- 
ton)  as  to  the  British  Navy  being  be- 
hind other  Navies  in  large  ordnance. 
Such  was  not  the  case,  though  the  real 
fJEict  was  that  we  were  at  this  moment 
at  the  actual  point  of  a  revolution  in  the 
larger  ordnance.  The  guns  of  the  future 
were  not  yet  afioat,  being,  with  scarcely 
an  exception,  still  in  the  course  of  con- 
struction. With  regard  to  the  state  of 
the  Navy  at  present,  he  would  give  one 
or  two  fq^ures ;  but  not  by  way  of  com- 
parison of  the  relative  strength  in  this 
respect  of  the  British  Navy  and  of  the 
Mavies  of  other  countries.  Austria  bad 
10  ships  carrying  110  heavy  guns;  Italy, 
12  ships  carrying  91  heavy  guns ;  Ger- 


many,   18   ships    carrying    118    heavy 
guns;   Eussia,    29   ships  carrying    179 
heavv  guns ;  France,  59  ships  carrying 
356  heavy  guns ;  and  Great  Britain,  98 
ships  carrying  572   heavy  guns.      He 
was  not  speaking  of  iron-clads.  It  might 
be  said  that  all  those  guns,  with  scarcely 
an  exception,   were  of  the    old    type. 
There  were  guns  of  a  new  type  in  the 
Chilian  and  Japanese  Navies;  but  al- 
most all  other  nations  were  in  an  atti- 
tude of  expectation  concerning  them. 
Last  year  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  took  money 
lor  14  6-inch  guns  of  the  new  type ;  this 
year  they  had  taken  money  for  115.     It 
was  only  yesterday  he  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
had  to  issue  a  Minute  under  which  the 
first  battery  of  g^ns  of  the  new  type  was 
to  be  mounted  on  an  English   cruiser 
now  carrying  six  Armstrong  guns.    His 
noble  Fnena  (Lord  Northbrook)  did  not 
let  a  day  pass  without  holding  some 
consultation,  or  asking  some  question  as 
to  the  state  of  progress  of  one  or  other 
of  those  guns,  and  the  Admiralty  would 
not  rest  until  what  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman so  eagerly  desired  was  accom- 
plished,   and    Ghreat    Britain    had    an 
equipment  of  g^ns  far  superior  in  num- 
ber, and  not  inferior  in  power,  to  the 
guns  of  any  of  the  great  Powers  of  the 
world.  When  he  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  spoke 
of  Lord  Northbrook  he  was  not  inclined 
to  defend  him  a  second  time ;  but  this 
he  might  say — that  Lord  Northbrook 
possessed  in  a  high  degree  the  power  of 
inspiring  those  who  acted  with  him  with 
a  feeling  of  loyalty  and  attachment  to 
himself,  and  with  energy  and  public 
spirit  in  carrying  on  the  business  of  the 
country.  He  did  not  see  anything  beyond 
what  he  had  said  the  other  day  that 
needed  defence  in  the  personal  conduct 
of  Lord   Northbrook,  nor  anything  to 
complain  of  in  the  Parliamentary  situa- 
tion.    He  did  not  see  any  inconvenience 
in  the  management  of  the  Department 
which  arose  from  the  present  arrange- 
ment, though  his  share  of  the  responsi- 
bility was  as  great  as  any  reasonable 
man  could  desire  to  have.    Where  there 
was  £11,000,000  of  public  money  to  be 
spent,  there   was  plenty  of  work,   not 
only  for  one  man,  but  for  two  men,  and 
for  many  more  to  help  and  supplement 
their  efforts.  With  regard  to  the  matter 
which  his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff)  brought  before  the  House, 
that  was  a  question  which  recyiired^^x^ 
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minute  inguirj  at  the  varioas  ports  of  the 
country.  He  could  only  say,  with  regard 
to  the  shortening  of  the  dinner  hour  in 
the  Dockyards,  that  in  the  Dockyards, 
as  elsewhere,  the  Factory  Acts  had  to 
be  observed ;  and  that,  it  being  neces- 
sary to  make  up  in  the  course  of  the 
week  five  quarters  of  an  hour  taken 
from  the  working  time  of  the  boys  sub- 
ject to  those  Acts,  various  plans  were 
considered,  and  it  was  ultimately  de- 
cided to  curtail  the  dinner  hour  in  the 
manner  of  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
complained.  At  the  same  time,  the  Ad- 
miralty would  be  glad  to  adopt  any  better 
arrangements  that  could  be  suggested. 
With  respect  to  the  Royal  Naval  Engi- 
neers, they  were  the  only  branch  of  tiie 
Service  that  had  not  been  dealt  with  in 
a  comprehensive  manner,  and  he  would 
make  a  statement  with  regard  to  them 
in  moving  the  Navy  Estimates  for  next 
year.  As  for  the  delay  in  the  promul- 
gation of  the  scheme  for  the  Royal  Ma- 
rines, he  had  to  say  that  it  was  due  only 
to  the  desire  of  the  Admiralty  to  judge 
of  the  practical  working  of  the  corre- 
sponding scheme  that  had  been  pre- 
pared by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War.  It  only  remained  for  him  to  say  a 
word  on  the  case  of  Mr.  Clare,  which 
had  been  brought  forward  with  great 
moderation,  considering  the  long  time  it 
had  been  before  the  public.  In  June, 
1865,  Mr.  Clare  wrote  to  the  Admiralty, 
stating  that  if  buoyancy,  strength,  and 
resistance  were  the  points  required,  he 
could  produce  a  mode  of  construction 
which  would  produce  greater  efficiency 
than  any  yet  adopted.  For  some  time 
after  that  he  laid  his  plans  before  the 
Admiralty,  where  they  were  carefully 
considered  ;  and,  after  consultation  with 
the  professional    officers,   a  reply  was 

fiven.  In  September,  1853,  Mr.  Clare 
led  a  patent  for  certain  methods  of 
fastening  iron  plates  of  iron-clads ;  and 
on  the  13th  July,  1855,  the  then  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  answered  him 
that  the  Board  was  not  prepared  to  en- 
tertain his  suggestion,  and  in  Novem- 
ber of  the  same  year  wrote — *'  I  have 
to  acquaint  you  that  we  have  no  oc- 
casion for  your  services."  This  was 
done  on  the  responsibility  of  the  pro- 
fessional officers  of  the  Admiralty.  Mr. 
Clare  was  not  willing  to  accept  this 
answer,  and  in  September,  1864,  he 
Bent  in  a  bill  for  £6,571,740,  the  de- 
tails of  which  he  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  had 
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by  him.  He  would  only  read  the  last 
three  items — 

"  To  loss  by  Admiralty  for  withholding  pay- 
ment from  me  since  1856,  £2,000,000;  to  loss 
by  Buke  of  Somerset  nominating  gentlemen  to 
oppress,  persecute,  and  swindle  me  of  my  pro- 
perty by  perjury,  £2,000,000 ;  to  the  interference 
on  behalf  of  the  Duke  of  Somerset  paying 
Captain  Coles  for  14  years  for  my  inventions, 
£2,000,000." 

This  was  followed  by  a  printed  paper 
entitled — "Clare  ver9U9  The  Queen;  or, 
a  Petition  of  Bight  verstu  a  Petition  of 
Wrong,"  which  concluded  by  saying — 

'*  If  your  Majesty  wiU  be  pleased  to  say  that 
a  sum  of  money  shall  be  paid  on  account,  and  a 
new  trial  take  place,  my  case  shall  not  only  be 
proved  quickly,  but  shall  put  every  one  of  the 
Admiralty  conspirators  and  perjured  witnesses 
into  gaol." 

Up  to  this  time  he  had  relied  upon  the 
opinion  of  the  professional  officers,  who 
positively  declared  that  they  gained  no 
benefit  whatever  from  Mr.  Clare's  ser- 
vices. But  he  did  not  put  a  great  deal 
of  store  on  what  had  up  to  then  occurred: 
Mr.  Clare  took  his  case  into  the  Queen's 
Bench,  and  filed  a  petition  claiming 
£500,000  for^  the  inning^ment  of  his 
patent.  The  Admiralty  contested  his 
claim,  which  was  tried  in  February, 
1863,  at  very  great  length;  and  the 
evidence  of  the  Admiralty  professional 
officers  was  supported  by  some  of  the 
ablest  naval  engineers  of  the  day.  Mr. 
Scott  Eussell  stated  that  he  had  built 
many  ships,  and  he  produced  the  draw- 
ings of  one  built  in  1850  identical  in 
principle  with  the  idea  of  Mr.  Clare. 
**  If  you  believe  the  Crown  witnesses," 
said  the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  ''then 
there  was  no  novelty  in  the  invention, 
or  there  has  been  no  infrinfi^ement  of 
it."  Mr.  Samuda,  another  witness,  de- 
clared that  for  many  years  he  had  built 
ships  on  this  principle.  The  opinion  of 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice  was  very  strong. 
He  characterized  the  claims  to  be  the 
wildest  and  most  extravagant  he  had 
ever  known.  Since  that  time  Mr.  Glare 
had  never  left  the  Admiralty  alone,  and 
his  letters  convinced  him  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
that  he  belonged  to  that  class  of  men 
whom  the  Admiralty  could  not  possibly 
have  accepted  as  one  of  their  profes- 
sional officers.  His  claim  before  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Benoh  was  that  he 
ought  to  have  been  eng^ed  as  con- 
structor and  shipbuilder  for  the  Ad- 
miralty. He  still  wrote  and  signed  him- 
self— "Inventor,    FatenteOi   Upholder, 
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and  Marine  Ship  Oonstructor  of  the  State 
Navy  since  1863,"  but  sometimes  only 
used  the  initials.  The  late  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  left  it  on  record  that  it 
was  clearly  impossible  to  re- open  the 
case.  The  verdict  of  a  Court,  presided 
over  by  one  of  the  ablest  Judges  that 
ever  sat  in  the  Queen's  Bench,  had  been 
taken  ;  and  he  thought  successive  Boards 
of  Admiralty  were  quite  right  in  de- 
clining to  re-open  the  question.  It  very 
often  bappened  that  a  gentleman  came 
to  the  Admiralty  and  made  a  sort  of 
general  proposition  ;  and  in  subsequent 
years,  when  another  gentleman  did 
really  make  such  a  thing  as  was  vaguely 
sug^gested,  the  first  gentleman  sent  in  a 
claim.  The  Admiralty  was  not  un- 
generous ;  but  if  inventors  of  real  ser- 
vice to  the  country  were  to  be  re- 
warded, it  was  all  the  more  necessary 
to  refuse  the  claims  of  those  whom 
the  Admiralty  professional  officers  pro- 
nounced to  be  of  no  service  what- 
ever. 

PASSENGER  ACTS—EMIGRANT  SHIPS. 
OBSEEVATIONS. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL,  who  had  the  fol- 
lowing  Notice  on  the  Paper  :  — To  call 
attention  to  the  Beport  on  Accommoda- 
tion for  Emigrants  in  Transatlantic  Pas- 
senger Ships ;  and  to  move — 

"That  the  grave  abuses  complained  of  by 
HisB  O'Brien,  and  partly  admitted  by  the 
Boaid  of  Trade,  require  a  prompt  legislative 
remedy," 

said,  he  thought  a  great  misapprehen- 
sion had  gone  abroad  with  regard  to  the 
alleged  failure  of  Miss  O'Brien  to  make 
out  her  case.  The  substance  of  her 
complaint,  he  held,  was  made  out  be- 
yond all  doubt  by  the  admissions  of  the 
Gk>vemment  Department  itself.  He 
also  wished  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  only  evidence  called  at  the  in- 
quiry was  that  of  a  character  which 
ought  to  be  looked  at  with  healthy  sus- 
picion by  the  public  at  large.  The  Blue 
Book  on  the  subject,  laid  before  the 
House,  consisted  of  a  Minute  by  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  upon 
the  conduct  of  his  own  officials,  and  of 
the  evidence  of  the  managers  of  a  large 
number  of  Companies.  Where  none  but 
the  witnesses  for  the  defence  were  heard, 
it  was  a  triumph  for  the  prosecution  to 
see  that  practically  these  charges  were 
proved,  and  that  was  the  case  with  the 


present  inquiry.  The  emigration  ques- 
tion was  of  great  importance,  as  emi- 
gration was  increasing ;  and  they  must 
not  forget  that  the  arrangements  for 
emigration  were  more  and  more  con- 
trolled by  the  circumstances  of  the  great 
rush  of  Continental  emigration.  To 
Miss  O'Brien  was  due  the  deep  grati- 
tude of  Irishmen  and  Irishwomen,  for 
the  womanly  courage  with  which  she 
had  come  forward  and  made  her  state- 
ments, by  which  she  had  exposed  herself 
to  opprobrium  and  something  very  like 
insults  on  the  part  of  the  officials  of  the 
Government.  It  would  be  seen,  by  re- 
ference to  the  admissions  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  that  he  practic^ly 
admitted  the  truth  of  Miss  O'Brien's 
statements.  He  admitted  that  provision 
ought  to  bo  made  for  keeping  communi- 
cations between  the  married  and  the 
single  women  separate ;  he  agreed 
that  the  lavatory  accommodation  ou^ht 
to  be  separate.  The  President  Siao 
seemed  to  be  disposed  to  agree  that,  if 
a  certain  number  of  women  were  car- 
ried, there  should  be  a  woman  of  posi- 
tion to  act  as  matron,  and  that  showed 
how  well  founded  were  the  allegations 
made  on  the  subject.  It  was  stated  that 
some  of  the  Companies  were  very  well 
arranged  and  managed ;  but  the  law 
was  not  made  for  the  restraint  of  the 
well-behaved,  but  for  the  restraint  of 
the  ill-behaved.  He  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
very  much  regretted  that  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  thought  fit, 
in  that  statement,  to  indulge  in  a  serious 
reflection  against  Miss  O'Brien  and 
against  the  poor,  and  he  also  regretted 
that  he  should  put  those  reflections  in  a 
public  document.  It  was  admitted,  by 
manager  after  manager,  that  it  was 
practically  impossible  for  the  emigrants 
in  a  large  number  of  ships  to  change 
their  clothes,  or  to  w«wh  themselves  from 
the  beginning  of  the  voyage  to  the  end. 
Among  those  persons  for  whom  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  such 
unquestionable  scorn,  he  chose  to  par- 
ticularize in  referring  to  workmen's 
garrets  and  hovels.  He  thought  so 
eminent  a  democrat  might  have  kept  in 
the  background  such  an  expression. 
The  answer,  which  had  attended  the  in- 
quiry, he  was  sorry  to  say,  appeared  to 
be  re-echoed  by  the  subordinates  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  especially 
was  this  found  to  be  the  case  in  Mr. 
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Ghray,  Assistant  Secretary  to  the  Board 
of  Trade.  Miss  O'Brien  had  described 
the  monster  berths  in  which  passengers 
were  packed  as  **  huge  hammocks,"  in 
which  men,  women,  and  children  lay 
side  by  side  promiscuously.  To  a  person 
like  Miss  O'Brien,  not  acquainted  with 
the  nomenclature  on  board  emigrant 
ships,  it  was  not  unreasonable  that  those 
long  trays  of  passengers,  one  above  an- 
other, should  look  like  ''huge  ham- 
mocks," or  that  the  way  the  passengers 
were  packed  together  should  suggest 
something  like ''  promiscuousness."  In 
drawing  upon  the  horrors  of  association 
with  persons  of  dissolute  morals  and 
conversation,  Miss  O'Brien  had  asked 
if  a  shrinking  girl-child  of  11  years 
should  strive  **  to  rise  and  flee  *to 
save  her  soul,"  what  could  she  do? 
In  these  monster  berths,  which  were  di- 
vided, the  ''pigeon-hole"  sleepers  could 
only  get  out  head  foremost  or  feet  fore- 
most ;  and,  in  cases  of  prostration  or 
sickness,  that  must  be  a  matter  of  some 
difficulty.  But  what  was  the  interpre- 
tation put  upon  the  supposition  of  a  g^rl 
striving  "  to  flee  to  save  her  soul  "  by 
the  Assistant  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade?  What  was  the  base,  ignoble 
joke  made  of  the  innocent  expression 
of  this  lady  by  Mr.  Gray  ?  Addressing 
each  manager  that  came  before  him  he 
asked — "  Supposing  that  a  girl-child — 
a  shrinking  girl-chUd — should  strive,  in 
Miss  O'Brien's  words,  'to flee  to  save 
her  soul,'  or  to  leave  her  berth  for  some 

natural   purposes ."     This  was  the 

base,  ignoble  jest  of  Mr.  Gbay.  It  was 
in  the  face  of  officials  of  this  character 
that  this  spotless  Irish  lady  had  been 
compelled  to  fight  on  behalf  of  her 
countrywomen.  Mr.  Gray's  "  dirty  joke" 
was  repeated  in  every  case.  Such  was  the 
character  and  tribunal  that  had  tried  the 
case  ;  and  yet  upon  the  evidence  of  this 
tribunal  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  declared 
"that  Miss  O'Brien's  case  had  com- 
pletely broken  down,"  that  her  state- 
ments had  been  thoroughly  investigated 
by  competent  officials — like  Mr.  Gray 
— and  that  it  was  not  too  much  to  say 
that  they  had  been  entirely  disproved. 
The  fact  was  that,  with  regard  to  one 
particular  ship,  Miss  O'Brien's  case  did 
break  down,  and  she  was  the  first  to 
admit  it;  but  the  general  charge  of 
want  of  proper  precautions  in  the 
trade  at  large  was  proved  to    demon- 
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stration.  Undoubtedly,  it  was  the  case 
that  men,  women,  and  children  were 
pigeon-holed  in  monster  berths  ;  and 
matters  should  be  so  arranged  as  to  pre- 
vent anymore  serious  consequences  tnan 
lack  of  ventilation  or  suffocation.  Miss 
O'Brien  complained  that  the  single 
women  were  not  necessarily  partitioned 
off  from  the  married  couples;  thus, 
anyone  who  claimed  marriage  might,  in 
reality,  be  an  agent  of  infamy  in  New 
York,  as  had  often  happened  when, 
owing  to  gpreat  pressure,  the  worst- 
managed  Companies  did  a  roaring  trade 
in  emigration.  The  Companies  them- 
selves could  not  be  altogether  blamed 
for  this  state  of  things,  for  the  simple 
reason  that  the  Passenger  Acts  did  not 
compel  them  to  separate  the  passengers 
as  suggested.  Yet  it  was  said  that  Miss 
O'Brien's  charges  had  been  disproved. 
Owing  to  the  fact  that  there  was  a 
common  thoroughfare  to  the  lavatories, 
available  at  night,  indecent  persons  had 
the  most  dangerous  facilities  for  carry- 
ing out  their  purposes.  Miss  O'Brien 
asked  that  there  should  be  legal  prohi- 
bition of  such  facilities.  The  present 
Acts  did  not  provide  for  the  separa- 
tion of  single  men  from  single  women 
on  board,  and  that  statement  had  been 
made  by  Mr.  Montgomery,  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  Dominion  Steamship 
Company,  apparently  to  the  surprise  of 
the  officials  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  It 
was  urged,  that  there  was  the  steward's 
watch  at  night  to  preserve  the  pas- 
sengers from  molestation,  but  that  offi- 
cer was  not  allowed  to  examine  the 
women's  berths  at  night ;  thus,  if  a 
man  entered  these  berths  he  was  com- 
paratively safe.  Miss  O'Brien  had  fur- 
ther complained  that  the  women's  berths, 
in  many  cases,  had  no  fastenings  from 
the  inside,  and  urged  that  the  provisions 
made  by  the  best  Companies  should  be 
made  compulsory  in  all  cases.  The 
women  were  frequently  unable  to  offer 
any  resistance,  as  when  they  were 
prostrated  by  sea  sickness.  Passengers 
had  no  protection  against  the  semi- 
sailors  and  semi-lubbers  who  did  the 
tmsailor-like  work,  and,  practically,  had 
the  run  of  the  whole  vessel,  and  many 
complaints  had  been  made  against  these 
men.  He  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  was  not 
aware  that  immorality  always  fol- 
lowed where  facilities  for  immorality 
were  provided  ;  but  he  maintained 
that  emigrants  had  a  right  to  be  pro- 
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tected  a^^ainst  indecency   as   well    as 
aninst  immorality.      Oases  of  immo- 
iSlity  were  not  always  made  known,  for 
the  simple  reason  that  such  exposure 
would  reflect  upon  the  conduct  of  the 
Companies  upon  whose  vessels  they  oc- 
curred.    The    minds    of  the  heads  of 
these  Companies  were  so  interested  and 
so    disposed,    that    even    when   grave 
charges  were  made  they  were  at  once 
led  to  take  the  view  of  their  under 
officials.    He  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  could  as- 
sure the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  that,  be- 
sides the  people,  the  ^eat  mass  of  the 
Bishops  and  clergy  of  Ireland  were  most 
deeply  interested    in  the  matter,   and 
most  grateful  to  Miss  O'Brien  for  her 
heroic  efiforts.    A  worthy  Irish  priest 
had  sent  him  one  or  two  extracts  to 
which  he  would  refer.     He    had    an 
extract    from    a    most  popular   news- 
paper, circulating  amongst  the  classes 
that  came  out  as  steerage  emigrants — 
namely,    Frank  ZesUe^s    Weekly,   which 
dealt  with  the  misconduct  and  abuses 
that  had  occurred  on  the  steamer  Heela, 
The  evidence  given  before  the  Emigra- 
tion Commissioners  at  Castle  Oardens 
showed  that  the  steward  had  been  drunk 
during  the  entire  passage,  and  had  taken 
liberties  with  the  female  passengers  as 
if  it  formed  part  of  his  duty.    It  was 
high  time,  the  paper  stated,  that  the 
owners  and  agents  of  these  Line  steamers, 
who  had  a  snobbish  contempt  for  poor 
people  of  humble  birth,  should  under- 
stand that  America  took  a  different  view 
of  the  matter,  and  would  enforce,  so  far 
as  they  were  able,  the  better  treatment 
of  persons  who  came  there  to  enjoy  the 
freedom  of  that  country  and  the  equality 
guaranteed  by  her  Constitution.     A  re- 
spectable Irishwoman,  writing  from  her 
uncle's  home  in  Boston  to  The  Boston 
Pilot,  one  of  the  most  respectable  papers 
in  any  ootmtry,  gave  an  account  of  her 
Bufferings,  and  the  insults  to  her  and 
other  women  in  a  ship  belonging  to  one 
of  the  best  conducted  Lines.     She  stated 
that  on  Sunday,  the  20th  September, 
she  sailed  from  Queenstown  (Ireland)  on 
board  the  JETecla,  and  received  the  worst 
ill-treatment.     The  steerage  passengers 
were  packed  together  like  cattle  in  a 
truck,  and  constant  abuse  and  insult 
were  offered  to  the  female  passengers. 
The   steward  especially  was  most  in- 
sulting, and  used  the  worst  expressions 
towards  them.  They  made  several  com- 


plaints to  the  captain,  and  he  told  them 
that  he  would  make  it  all  ri^ht ;  but  he 
never  did.     The  females  comd  not  dress 
or  undress  during  the  voyage,  or  even 
wash  themselves.    Some  of  the  gentle- 
men passengers  complained  to  the  cap- 
tain of  how  the  females  were  treated ; 
but  he  gave  them  no  satisfaction,  but 
laughed  in  their  face.     The  steward  was 
drunk  all  the  time.     She  never  suffered 
so  much  in  her  life  as  she  did  during 
that  voyage.    He  had  also  a  letter  from 
a  gentleman  connected  with  the  Catholic 
University  School,  Stephen'sQreen,  Dub- 
lin, dated  May  10,  1881,  in  which  he 
related  particulars  of  a  double  visit  he 
paid  to  America  on  board  two  ships 
which  he  mentioned.     He  did  not  go 
steerage;  but  he  said  it  was  a  matter 
of  common  talk  among  the  better  dass 
of  passengers — ^the  freedom  and  liberty 
the  sailors  permitted  themselves  among 
the  young  women  of  the  steerage  class.. 
It  was  notorious  among  the  passengers 
that  gross  acts  of  impropriety  were  com- 
mitted by  sailors  towards  the  female  pas- 
sengers, and  four  females  became  insane 
during  one  voyage.  He  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
got  another  letter,  mentioning  the  name 
of  the  ex-emigrant  agent  in  Liverpool, 
who  was  prepared  to  give  information 
in  regard  to  the  gross  misconduct  of 
sailors    on    board    Atlantic    steamers. 
Sailors  were  not  only  admitted  to  the 
female  compartments,  but  actually  out- 
raged the  passengers.     To  show  that  his 
(A&.   O'Donnell's)    description    of    the 
hammocks    was  not    in  any  way  ex- 
aggerated, he  might  refer  the  House 
to    the  statements  on  the  subject  by 
Dr.  De  La  Peer,  the  Medical  Officer 
at  Queenstown.     The  principal  officer 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Captam  Wilson) 
was  sent  over  from  London,  and  he  also 
practically  admitted  the  whole  substance 
of  the  charges  made  by  Miss  O'Brien 
against  the  present  system.     He  (Mr. 
0  Donnell)  contended  that  the  fact  that 
there  were  precautions  taken  on  well- 
managed  Lines  furnished  no  argument 
against  the  necessity  of  altering  the  law 
so  as  to  compel  misconducted  captains 
and  sailors  in  charge  of  those  ships  to 
become  well-conducted.   Captain  Wilson 
said  that  the  longitudinal  division  be- 
tween the  berths,  which  was  only  from 
6  to  10  inches  high,  was  movable,  and, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  was  removed  if  a 
husband  and  wife  with  children  were 
together,  so  that,  when  the  mattrass  and 
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bedding  were  put  in,  the  division  prac- 
tically did  not  exist.  The  berths  all 
formed  one  long  mafctrass.  He  con- 
tended that  that  was  a  colourable  eva- 
sion even  of  the  existing  law,  because 
the  Passenger  Act  provided  that,  ex- 
cept in  the  case  of  married  couples, 
every  adult  passenger  should  have  a 
separate  berth.  The  existing  system 
was  simply  scandalous,  and  it  was  a 
wonder  there  were  not  more  complaints. 
Although  his  statement  had  been  neces- 
sarily brief,  he  had  brought  forward 
ample  proofs  from  the  admissions  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  the  admissions  of 
their  officers,  and  in  the  absence  of  any 
impartial  investigation,  that  though,  of 
course,  it  was  quite  open  for  weU-con- 
ducted  Lines  to  conduct  themselves  well, 
it  was  also  open  for  ill-conducted  Lines 
to  conduct  themselves  badly.  He  hoped 
a  new  spirit  would  be  breathed  into  this 
administration,  and  that  now  that  the 
Government  were  to  take  an  official 
part  in  Irish  emigration,  they  would 
not  by  a  superficial  examination,  but  a 
real  determination,  put  an  end  for  ever 
to  the  scandalous  abuses  which  dis- 
graced the  present  passenger  traffic. 

Mb.  a.  MOOEE  said,  the  question 
was  one  of  great  importance,  and  he  and 
others  felt  that,  particularly  now  that 
the  Government  meant  to  promote  emi- 
gration by  Government  means,  it  should 
engage  their  serious  attention.  He 
ought  to  say  that  Miss  O'Brien's  state- 
ments with  regard  to  the  Germanic  were 
not  fully  borne  out  by  some  of  the  emi- 
grants. He  (Mr.  Moore)  had  promised 
to  abide  by  the  verdict  of  the  emigrants ; 
and  the  moment  it  was  received  he  con- 
veyed his  regret  to  the  Company  to  which 
the  ship  belonged.  He,  however,  felt, 
after  having  taken  great  interest  in  the 
question  for  some  time  past,  and  after 
having  carried  on  a  long  correspondence 
respecting  it,  that  Miss  O'Brien  had  done 
a  real  service  to  the  country  by  her  dis- 
closures. It  was  perfectly  clear  the  law 
was  in  a  most  unsatisfactory  state,  and 
he  could  not  imagine  a  more  dishonest 
inquiry  than  that  held  by  Mr.  Gray  at 
Liverpool.  That  gentleman  went  down 
to  Liverpool  with  a  preconceived  view, 
which  he  was  determined  to  prove,  and 
every  question  he  put  was  what  lawyers 
called  a  **  leading  question."  His  re- 
port was  the  report  of  the  permanent 
official  whose  dignity  had  been  touched. 
It  was  wholly  misleading,  and  was  re- 

Mr.  O'Donnell 


plete  with  the  most  offensive,  insolent 
vulgarity.  Father  Nugent  was  the  only 
independent  witness  summoned,  and 
what  was  his  evidence?  It  amounted 
to  this,  ^that  upon  the  first-class  Lines 
from  Liverpool  to  New  York  things 
were  pretty  well  conducted.  He  told 
them  that  these  Lines  had  separate  in- 
closed berths  for  married  couples,  for 
single  men,  and  for  single  women.  But 
the  point  was  that  the  law  did  not  oom« 
pel  the  Companies  to  provide  these  in- 
closed berths;  it  only  stipulated  that 
males  above  14  should  be  separated 
from  all  other  classes  in  the  ship,  and 
did  not  prevent  married  men  or  sup- 
posed married  men  sleeping  in  a  room 
with  unmarried  women,  no  matter  what 
their  age.  As  at  present  framed,  the  law 
opened  the  door  for  every  kind  of  abuse 
on  inferior  Lines.  He  held  in  his  hand 
a  report  of  the  proceedings  at  the  trial  of 
the  masters  of  a  great  many  ships  in 
New  York.  That  would  have  been  a 
mere  futile  ground  for  observation  for 
the  officials  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  The 
captains  of  these  ships  had  been  con- 
victed for  gross  overcrowding.  One  of 
the  first  ships  on  the  ocean,  one  belong- 
ing to  the  Inman  Company,  sailed  from 
Queenstown  18  months  ag^  with  about 
450  passengers  more  than  the  number 
she  was  entitled  to  carry,  and  instead  of 
punishing  such  a  gross  scandal  as  it  de- 
served, the  Board  of  Trade  let  off  the 
owner  with  an  ample  apology.  When 
they  had  these  direct  proofs  of  over- 
crowding, it  was  necessary  that  they 
should  look  into  the  state  of  the  law,  and 
see  that  it  was  thoroughly  reversed.  He 
received  a  number  of  letters  on  this  sub- 
ject, some  of  a  most  atrocious  kind,  from 
dismissed  agents  and  others,  which  he 
intended  to  pass  over,  and  others  from 
persons  of  undoubted  respectability,  dis- 
closing a  state  of  things  which  required 
the  prompt  intervention  of-  the  Legisla- 
ture. He  was  sensible  that,  in  bringing 
forward  these  complaints,  they  might 
possibly  divert  traffic  fr^m  British  ship- 
owners to  foreign  Lines.  That  would 
be  a  great  calamity,  because  foreign 
Lines  were  managed  in  a  most  abomin- 
able way,  and  emigrants  would  not  even 
have  that  protection  which  the  present 
unsatisfactory  state  of  the  law  afforded 
with  respect  to  British  vessels.  The 
substance  of  the  complaints  he  had  re- 
ceived was  that  there  was  not  proper 
separation  for  the  sexes,  and  that  young 
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single  women  were  attended  bj  men. 
These  men  mieht  enter  the  compart- 
ments of  females  at  any  time  for  the 
nominal  purpose  of  attendance,  when, 
perhaps,  the  poor  young  women  were 
absolutely  exhausted  from  sea  sickness. 
He  had  received  letters  from  females 
who  travelled  to  America,  complaining 
of  the  want  of  privacy  in  their  compart- 
ments, and  of  the  undue  proximity  of 
their  berths  to  those  of  single  and  mar- 
ried men.    The  absence  of  medical  as- 
sistance when  required,  and  of  the  at- 
tendance of  a  stewardess,  were  also  com- 
plained of  by  the  young  women  whose 
ktters  he  read.    Keferring  to  the  ad- 
vertisements published  in  London,  in- 
viting  emigrants   to   travel  by  a  Line 
whi(£    womd   convey    them    to   New 
York  at  a  rate  considerably  lower  than 
that  of    the  Liverpool  Companies,   he 
said    it    should    be     publicly   known 
that  emigrants  beguiled  by  these  solici- 
tations were    merely    taken   in    small 
coasters  to  Antwerp,   and  there   tran- 
shipped for  New  lork  in  vessels  of  a 
most  filthy  description,  which  rendered 
life   almost   insupportable  during    the 
voyage.    He  had  received  a  communi- 
cation, in  which  the  fullest  credence 
oould  be  placed,  showing  how  a  ship  of 
this  kind  became  a  perfect  pandsemo- 
nium  after  a  certain  nour  in  the  even- 
ing. '  In  the  vessel  to  which  the  letter 
specially  referred  there  were  430  pas- 
sengers, some  of  whom  were  subjected 
to  we  roughest  usage,  and  even  kicked. 
The  women  on  board  were  not  given 
separate  accommodation.  He  complained 
— ^first,  that  there  was  no  legal  obliga- 
tion to  enforce  separation ;  second,  that 
•the  Board  of  Trade  had  no  legal  control 
over  the  arrangements  under  which  pas- 
sengers were    conveyed  who  left  this 
country    and   were   transhipped    at    a 
foreign  port ;  and,  third,  that  the  Board 
of  Trade  had  no  control  over  the  arrange- 
ments with  regard  to  immigrants  coming 
to  this  country.    l?he  horrors  of  the  48 
hoars'  voyage  from  the   Scandinavian 
and  North  German  ports  exceeded  what 
was  experienced  in  the  long  Atlantic 
voyage.    The  only  satisfactory  solution 
of  the  matter  was  to  insist  on  the  sepa- 
ration of  the  sexes.     He  did  not  think 
the  shipowners  would  be  hostile  to  such 
a  reg^ubtion.    Indeed,  the  Allan  Line 
had  for  years  carried  out  the  system  of 
separation,  and  would  not  now  depart 
mm  it  for  the  world.    True,  the  male 


and  female  passengers  were  on  the  same 
deck ;  but  no  man  was  permitted  to  en- 
ter the  inclosed  berth  in  which  a  woman 
was.  A  strong  argument  was  that  on 
board  the  Indian  troopships  the  most 
absolute  separation  prevailed,  and  there 
was  no  sufficient  reason  why  the  same 
system  should  not  be  enforced  in  the 
ordinary  emigprant-carrying  traffic.  It 
was  also  necessary — and  he  was  glad 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  supported  them 
in  this — that  there  should  be  some 
woman  appointed  to  take  charge  of  the 
female  department.  Perhaps  the  House 
was  not  aware  that  the  emigrant  traffic 
from  Queenstown  to  New  York  paid  the 
shipowners  a  great  deal  better  than  the 
first-class  passengers.  The  total  cost  for 
each  steerage  passenger  was  not  above 
£2,  leaving  a  net  profit  of  something 
like  £4,  A  Protest^t  clerg3nnan  in  the 
East  End  of  London  had  told  him  that 
the  question  would  never  be  settled  un- 
til they  got  some  religious  ladies  of  the 
OathoUc  faith  to  take  the  work  in  hand 
voluntarily.  The  emigpration  to  our  Aus- 
tralian Colonies  was  conducted  under 
admirable  regulations,  and  in  Melbourne 
there  was  an  excellent  house  for  the  re- 
ception of  emigrants.  He  trusted  that 
some  similar  establishment  would  be 
provided  at  Queenstown.  The  sanitary 
arrangements  were  scandalous  in  almost 
every  case ;  certainly  some  that  he  had 
seen  on  a  White  Star  vessel  seemed  very 
satisfactory;  but,  for  the  most  part,  they 
were  very  much  the  reverse.  The  whole 
subject  was  one  in  which  Irish  Members 
felt  a  deep  concern  for  the  honour  and 
happiness  of  a  number  of  poor  people. 
They  thought  that  every  protection 
ought  to  be  afforded  to  emigrants  going 
out  to  America  in  order  to  g^ve  them  a 
fair  chance  of  starting  in  life. 

Mr.  CHAMBEELAIN  said,  he  would 
endeavour  to  lay  aside  all  personal  feel- 
ings in  replying  to  the  speeches  of  hon. 
Members,  although  he  thought  he  might 
complain  of  the  tone  and  temper  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  ^Mr.  O'Don- 
nell).  He  came  to  the  consideration  of 
the  question  with  one  feeling  only — an 
earnest  desire  that,  out  of  the  discussion, 
the  House  might  arrive  at  some  practical 
conclusion  as  to  what  alterations,  if  any, 
were  possible  and  desirable  to  secure  the 
comfort  and  decency  and  morality  of  the 
emigrants.  The  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan had  commented  strongly  on  the 
persons  who  had  conducted  the  inquiry 
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for  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  also  on  the 
evidence  given.   Mr.  Gray  was  a  trusted 
and  valued  officer  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
and  was  most  impartial  and  disinterested 
in  the  matter,   because   there  was  no 
question  of  the  conduct  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  officers.   As  to  the  evidence,  what 
other  evidence  was  it  possible  to  get? 
The  first  point  to  be  decided  was  the 
actual  system ;  and  for  that  purpose  Mr. 
Gray  and  Captain  Wilson,  accompanied 
by  Miss  O'Brien,  personally  examined 
some  of  the  great  l2ners.    Miss  O'Brien 
was,  of  course,  not  present  at  the  in- 
quiry ;  but  she  was  present  at  the  per- 
sonal inspection,  and  she  coincided  abso- 
lutely as  to  the  statements  made  with 
reference  to  what  was  seen  at  that  in- 
spection.    He  agpreed  entirely  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dunearvan  as  to  the 
importance  of  the  subject.    It  was  im- 
portant, in  the  first  place,  to  the  emi- 
grants themselves ;  and  it  was  also  im- 
portant to  the  owners  of  the  ^eat  steam- 
ship Lines,  whose  character  liad  been  so 
seriously,  and,  as  he  thought,  unjustly 
impuCTod.    It  had  been  said  that  the 
Board  of  Trade,  to  a  great  extent,  had 
admitted  the  charges  of  Miss  O'Brien, 
and  that  they  had  shown  that  by  the  re- 
commendations they  had  made.     Well, 
he  did  not  wish  to  minimize  those ;  but 
he  must  say  they  were  not  of  urgent  im- 
portance.    After  careful  inquiry,  it  was 
recommended,  in  the  first   place,  that 
there  should  be,  what  already  existed  in 
many    cases,    separate    communication 
from  the  single  women's  and  from  the 
single   men's    quarters  without    going 
through  each  other's  quarters.      That 
was  desirable  ;    but  he  did  not  think 
it    was    so    important    that    a    diffe- 
rent state  of  things  necessarily  contri- 
buted always  to  immorality.     A  com- 
mon passage  and  a  common  staircase 
was  the  usual  thing  with  all  houses  and 
hotels;    and   the  idea  that  these   emi- 
grants, men  and  women,  were  not  to  be 
trusted  to  go  upstairs  together  involved 
an  accusation  against  the  people  con- 
cerned that  he  should  be  sorry  to  make. 
Then,  the  second  recommendation  was 
the  possession  of  a  sufficient  number — 
an   ample  number — of   lavatories  and 
latreens;    and,    having   expressed    the 
strong  opinion  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
on  this  point,  it  would  be  carried  out. 
Then,    the  third  recommendation  was 
that  a  matron  should  have  charge  of  the 
women's  quarters,  and  that  was  a  sug- 
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gestion  that  shipowners  would  do  well 
to  consider.  On  some  Lines  it  had  been 
adopted,  and  afterwards  abandoned  for 
reasons  not  connected  with  expense.  It 
was  always  usual  in  long  passages  to 
select  one  or  more  of  the  women  to  act 
as  matron  during  the  voyage.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  said  Miss 
O'Brien's  statements  had  been  proved ; 
but  there  he  must  differ  fr^m  him ;  and 
then  the  hon.  Member  went  on  to  ob- 
serve that  he  (Mr,  Chamberlain)  had 
used  scornful  language  with  reference  to 
Miss  O'Brien,  and  that  was  a  statement 
he  must  absolutely  and  utterlv  deny. 
He  had  treated  Miss  O'Brien  through- 
out with  the  greatest  respect — a  respect 
to  which  her  sex  and  her  good  intentions 
entitled  her,  though  he  could  not  but 
regret  that,  in  making  statements  rashly 
without  sufficient  experience,  she  had 
done  injustice  to  a  respectable  trade. 
The  words  he  had  used,  and  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  quoted,  were — 

'*  It  might  be  doubted  if  Miss  O'Brien  had 
done  full  justice  to  the  well-known  character 
and  virtue  of  her  countrywomen,*' 

and  he  denied  that  there  was  anything 
in  that  of  the  nature  of  an  expression  m. 
scorn  to  Miss  O'Brien  or  the  emigrant 
classes.  If  single  women  were  berthed 
together — from  20  to  30  together — ^if  all 
were  virtuous  and  well  disposed,  or  even 
if  any  were,  it  would  be  impossible  that 
any  immorality  could  take  place.  Miss 
O'Brien  was  certainly  mistaken  in  many 
of  the  statements  she  had  made,  as  she 
herself  admitted.  No  such  thing  as  a 
''  monster  hammock  "  existed  in  any  of 
the  emigration  vessels  that  had  been  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Member.  There 
were  separate  compartments,  in  which 
trays  one  above  another  were  placed  at 
right  angles  to  the  vessel,  these  trays 
consisted  of  five  or  six  berths  ;  so  that  in 
a  whole  compartment  it  was  possible  to 
have  24  beds ;  but  they  were  not  in  line 
as  in  a  hammock.  The  mistake  was  per- 
fectly unintentional  on  the  part  of  Miss 
O'Brien,  if  she  had  admitted  that  she 
could  not  reconcile  what  she  saw  on  the 
second  occasion  with  what  she  thought 
she  saw  on  the  first.  She  had  further 
stated  that  she  had  seen  *'  a  dark  hole  " 
resembling  those  on  board  slave  ships. 
It  was  proved  that  there  was  no  such 
hole;  but  that  the  decks  were  weU 
lighted  and  ventilated,  and  the  one  re- 
ferred to  was  subsequently  used  for  cabin 
passengers.    The  ooarges  in  regard  to 
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the  misoonduot  of  stewards  and  sailors 
were  not,  as  far  as  he  knew,  possible  of 
prevention ;  inasmuch  as  it  would  not  be 
possible,  by  any  legal  proceeding,  to 
prevent  these  persons  from,  making  their 
way  into  the  quarters  of  unmarried 
women  if  they  chose  to  do  so.  As  far  as 
overcrowding  of  emigrant  ships  was  con- 
cerned, he  could  only  say  that  that  had 
afaready  been  legislated  against ;  and  if 
any  complaint  on  the  point  was  made, 
he  should  certainly  take  steps  concerning 
it,  as  he  should  also  if  it  was  made 
known  to  him  that  in  emigrant  ships 
male  servants  were  allowed  to  go  into 
rooms  occupied  by  women.  Separation 
was  possible,  no  doubt ;  but  it  could  not 
be  carried  out  without  considerable  diffi- 
culty and  expense,  and  ought  not  to  be 
attempted  unless  the  legislation  was 
made  universal  as  far  as  all  the  emi- 
grant-carrying Companies  were  con- 
cerned. He  admitted  that  the  Pas- 
sengers Act  might,  with  advantage,  be 
amended  in  some  particulars,  and  nothing 
would  please  him  better  than  to  bring 
in  an  amending  Bill;  but  the  conduct 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  and 
his  Colleagues  had  made  such  legislation 
rather  difficult  and  left  the  time  very 
short  indeed,  and  a  Government  might 
be  excused  from  undertaking  such  legis- 
lation when  so  many  arrears  were  left 
imattended  to. 

LoBD  PBEDERIOK  CAVENDISH 
said,  after  the  statement  made  by  the 
Prime  Minister  yesterday  as  to  the  hour 
at  which  Supply  would  be  taken,  he 
should  not  ask  the  House  to  go  into 
Committee  of  Supply  that  night. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHY  expressed 
his  regret  that  the  Government  did  not 
see  their  way  to  requiring  the  complete 
separation  of  the  sexes  on  board  emi- 
grant ships,  and  said  the  time  the  Go- 
vernment had  employed  in  passing  Coer- 
cion BiUs  for  Ireland  would  have  been 
much  better  spent  in  legislating  upon 
the  question  under  discussion. 


Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Memoers  not  being  present, 

House  adjourned  at  Seven  o'clock 

till  Monday  next. 


DRAINAGE  (IREIiAND)  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  BILL.— RESOLUTION. 

Lord  THUELOW  moved— 

*'  That  the  Order  of  the  Ist  day  of  April  last, 
which  limits  the  time  for  the  Second  Reading 
of  any  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons confirming  any  Provisional  Order  be  dis- 
pensed with  wiSi  respect  to  the  said  Bill.'' 

The  noble  Lord  explained  that  the  Bill 
was  one  of  considerable  interest  and  im- 
portance to  a  large  number  of  persons 
m  Ireland.  The  measure  had  reference 
to  a  district  in  the  county  of  Cork.  It 
was  of  a  very  useful  character,  and  he 
hoped  it  would  not  be  prevented  from 
becoming  law  by  reason  of  a  technicality 
in  the  Forms  of  the  House. 

The  Earl  of  EEDESDALE  (Chair- 
man of  Committees)  said,  he  did  not 
think  he  ever  rose  to  do  a  more  painful 
or  unpleasant  duty  than  the  present.  He 
had  been  for  a  great  many  years  Chair- 
man of  the  Committees  of  that  House, 
and  it  was  his  duty  in  that  Office  to  see 
that  the  Orders  of  the  House  with  regard 
to  private  legislation  were  observed.  He 
had  never  yet  found  any  want  of  confi- 
dence in  the  decisions  he  had  come  to, 
and  this  was  the  first  time  in  which, 
having  expressed  a  decided  opinion 
against  a  proceeding  of  this  kind,  that 
opinion  had  been  overruled.  One  of 
the  Standing  Orders  of  the  House  was 
that  no  Bin  confirming  a  Provisional 
Order  should  be  read  a  second  time  if 
brought  from  the  other  House  after  the 
16th  of  June  ;  but  this  Bill  was  not  read 
a  first  time  in  the  House  of  Commons 
till  the  21st  of  July,  and  if  their  Lord- 
ships allowed  such  an  infraction  of  their 
Oriiers,  those  Orders  were  worth  nothing 
at  all,  for  nobody  could  rely  on  them. 
He  had  never  shown  any  unwillingness 
to  suspend  the  Orders  when  good  reason 
had  been  shown ;  but  here  there  was  a 
I  deliberate  insult  to  the  House  of  Lords. 
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Everything  was  ready  in  the  Office  in 
Ireland  by  the  22nd  of  January,  and  the 
delay  was  simply  owing  to  the  negligence 
of  the  promoters  to  push  it  forward  in 
due  time.  

Eakl  QEANVILLE  entirely  agreed 
with  the  observation  of  the  noble  Earl 
that  the  Orders  of  the  House  should  be 
meuntained;  but  could  not  accept  the 
view  that  any  insult  to  the  noble  Earl 
would  be  involved  in  a  Resolution  of  their 
Lordships  to  suspend  the  Order  for  the 
public  convenience.  He  was  not  ac- 
quainted with  the  details  of  the  matter, 
and  could  not  say  why  the  Bill  was  not 
proceeded  with  at  an  earlier  date.  He 
could  not  help  thinking  that  the  obser- 
vations of  the  noble  Earl  would  expedite 
parties  who  were  concerned  in  I^vate 
Bills.  There  was  really  no  objection  to 
this  Bill.  The  object  of  it  was  good, 
and  it  was  desirable  that  it  should  be 
passed  this  Session.  He  thought  they 
might  suspend  the  Order  in  this  excep- 
tional case.  To  do  so  would  cast  no  re- 
flection on  the  Office  of  the  noble  Earl. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY 
said,  he  felt  that  the  noble  Earl  had 
done  his  duty  by  calling  attention  to  this 
matter.  Unless  the  Order  was  main- 
tained, there  was  very  little  chance  of 
it  meeting  with  any  respect  hereafter. 
These  Orders  were  often  a  security 
against  x>rivate  rights  being  invaded  by 
the  action  of  Provisional  Orders,  and  if 
the  noble  Earl  went  to  a  division  he 
should  support  him.  But,  while  saying 
that,  he  admitted  that  there  was  in  this 
case  some  ground  why  they  should  take 
an  indulgent  view ;  and,  as  there  was 
no  opposition  to  the  Bill,  he  would  ad- 
vise the  noble  Earl  not  to  press  his 
objection. 

The  Earl  of  REDESDALE  (Chair- 
man of  Committees)  said,  he  coidd  not 
accept  the  advice  which  had  been  given 
him,  because  if  he  did  it  would  go  forth 
that  their  Orders  were  of  no  use.  If 
this  were  a  small  case  he  would  not 
press  his  objection.  This  Bill  was 
ready  on  the  22nd  of  January ;  but  the 
promoters  had  thought  proper  not  to 
push  the  Bill  forward.  If  me  Motion 
were  agreed  to  there  would  be  an  end  of 
their  Standing  Orders. 

Lord  THURLOW  desired  to  assure 
their  Lordships  that  nothing  had  been 
done  which  was  prejudicial  to  the  dignity 
or  the  Office  of  the  noble  Chairman  of 
Committees.    There  had  been  an  unfor- 
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tunate  delay ;  but  he  might  observe  that 
two  Bills  analogous  to  the  present  were 
brought  in  last  year  in  the  month  of 
August,  and  were  passed  into  law. 

The  Earl  of  REDESDALE  (Chair. 
MAN  of  Committees)  said,  that  the  fieust 
just  mentioned  showed  that  he  was  not 
unwilling  in  proper  cases  to  have  the 
Standing  Oroers  suspended.  The  cir- 
cumstances of  last  Session  were  very  ex« 
ceptional  indeed.  Everything  was  very 
late.  As  he  believed  it  to  be  necessary 
that  the  Standing  Orders  should  be 
obeyed,  he  should  divide  against  the 
Motion. 

On  question  ?  Their  Lordships  divided: 
— Contents  29 ;  Not-Contents  31 :  Ma- 
jority 2. 
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Oommons  Amendments  considered  (ac- 
cording to  Order),  and  agreed  to. 

In  reply  to  Yiscount  Sidmouth, 

Thb  Eami  oe  NOETHBEOOK  said, 
there  was  a  sufficient  fund  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  Commissioners,  supple- 
mented as  it  would  be  from  other  funds 
that  were  available,  to  render  it  unne- 
cessary that  an  appeal  should  be  made 
to  the  public  for  subscriptions  for  the 
widows  and  orphans  of  the  sufferers  by 
the  loss  of  the  Voterel,  and  he  hoped  that 
other  similar  cases  would  also  be  met  in 
the  same  manner  in  future. 

CEYLON  —  ECCLESLA.STICAL    SUB- 
SIDIES. 

QUESTION.      OBSEBVATIONS. 

LoBD  STANLEY  of  ALDEELEY,  in 
rising  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  correspondence  relative  to  eccle- 
siastical subsidies  in  Ceylon ;  and  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
for  explanations  of  his  despatches  of  19th 
November  1880,  and  l4th  June,  said,  he 
desired  to  call  their  Lordships'  attention 
to  the  Correspondence  recently  laid  be- 
fore Parliament  on  the  ecclesiastical  sub- 
sidies in  Ceylon.  This  Correspondence 
referred  to  two  subjects  which  were  dis- 
tmot — ^namely,  the  maintenance  of  the 
Bishop  of  Colombo  and  his  clergy,  and 
the  maintenance  of  the  Eeformed  Church 
at  Wolfendahl.  With  regard  to  the 
Bishop,  he  should  say  nothing  of  the  in- 
trinsic merits  of  the  Bishop  of  Colombo, 
because  it  would  weaken  the  line  of 
argument  he  was  going  to  take,  because 
he  had  better  leave  that  to  other  noble 
Lords  and  to  the  right  rev.  Bench,  and 
because  he  was  bound  to  believe  that 
the  only  grounds  of  action  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  were  those 
stated  in  paragraph  No.  2  of  his  despatch 
of  November  19  of  last  year — namely, 
the  small  number  of  persons  supposed  to 
be  benefited  out  of  the  general  taxation 
of  Ceylon.  For  the  Secretary  of  State 
this  was,  therefore,  a  question  of  popu- 
lation, and  if  the  population  of  Ceylon 
were  limited  to  the  250,000  Christians, 
of  whom  190,000  were  Eoman  Catholics, 
the  inequality  which  had  moved  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  would  be  great;  but 
as  there  were  2,150,000  non-Christian 
inhabitants  of  the  Island,  other  con- 
siderations niust  be  taken  into  account. 
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According  to  the  figures  adopted  by  the 
Secretary  of  State's  despatch,  there  were 
some  470,000  Hindoos  in  Ceylon.  He 
proposed  to  eliminate  these  altogether 
trom  the  discussion,  because  most  of 
these  were  poor  Coolies  employed  on  the 
coffee  plantations,  and  were,  for  the 
most  part,  only  temporary  sojourners  in 
Ceylon,  and  were  not  affected  by  taxa- 
tion. Those  who  belonged  to  the  few 
Hindoo  temples  in  Ceylon  might  be 
classed  with  the  Buddhists.  Now,  the 
1,500,000  Buddhists  and  the  180,000 
Mussulmans  of  Ceylon  would  be  equally 
dismayed  and  alarmed  for  the  pro- 
perty held  by  themselves  as  religious 
communities  when  they  found  the 
Government  disendowing  its  own  re- 
ligion; and  there  were  indications  in 
this  Correspondence  that  the  temple 
lands  of  the  Buddhists  were  threatened 
with  attack  and  spoliation,  or  with  new 
taxation,  which  would  have  the  same 
effect.  As  to  the  Mussulmans,  it  was  to 
them  but  a  very  slight  grievance,  if  it 
were  a  grievance  at  all,  that  some  por- 
tion of  the  public  money  derived  from 
general  taxation  should  go  to  the  main- 
tenance of  a  representative  of  the  re- 
ligion of  the  State ;  but  it  would  be  a 
great  grievance  to  them  to  be  subjected 
to  a  State  and  a  Oovemment  without 
any  religion,  such  as  the  English  Oo- 
vemment would  appear  to  be  if  the 
policy  of  these  despatches  were  carried 
out.  He  could  not  conceive  any  greater 
humiliation  for  the  Mussulmans  than  to 
be  under  a  Government  which  had  dis- 
carded religion  and  its  ministers,  and 
which  hung  out  the  colours  of  infidelity, 
or,  as  it  was  now  called,  agnosticism.  In 
the  meantime,  this  grievance  was  as 
nothing  compared  to  that  from  which 
the  Mussulmans  of  Ceylon  were  actually 
suffering.  Though  they  were  from 
170,000  to  180,000  in  number,  and  were 
the  most  intelligent,  active,  and  wealthy 
of  the  Native  communities,  they  still 
had  no  representative  in  the  Legislative 
Council.  He  hoped  that  the  regard  for 
equality  of  the  noble  Earl  would  induce 
him  to  remedy  this  before  long.  So  far 
he  had  spoken  on  general  principles ; 
but  to  come  to  particulars,  the  Mussul- 
mans in  Ceylon  often  spoke  to  him  of 
the  Bishop  of  Colombo,  but  they  never 
said  anything  against  him  or  his  office  ; 
and,  though  this  subject  had  probably 
been  discussed  in  the  local  newspapers, 
it  had  not  been  alluded  to  in  the  letters 


1883 


Ceyhn-^ 


[LORDS)  Eeelmastieal  Suhsidun.    1884 


he  had  received  from  that  Island.    He 
might  say  much  the    same  as  to  the 
Buddhists ;  although  it  appeared  to  be 
inconsistent  with  uieir  tenets,  yet  they 
were  much  attached  to  public  worship, 
and  would  think  ill  of  a  Government 
which  discouraged  it.     The  most  ancient 
mosque  in  Ceylon  was  originally  built 
on  temple  land,  which  was  leased  by  the 
Buddhist  priests  to  the  Mussulmans ;  and 
when  they  found  that  the  building  erected 
by  them  was  dedicated  to  public  worship 
the  Buddhist  priests  refused  to  take  the 
money  reserved  as  rent  for  the  land. 
The   Governor  of   Ceylon,   Sir   James 
Longden,  wrote  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  the  effect  that  the  ecclesiastical  sub- 
sidies might  be   withdrawn  in  Ceylon 
because  the  circumstances  were  different 
from  those  in  Trinidad,  where  he  had 
opposed  such  a  measure.     He  thought 
that  the  difference  was,   however,  all 
against  the  policy  of  the  noble  Earl,  for 
in  Trinidad  less  scandal  would  be  caused 
than  in  Ceylon,  where  the  exemplary 
demeanour  and  learning  of  the  Buddhist 
priests  made  it  the  more  essential  that  a 
State  professing  to  be  Christian  should 
not  desert  the  Held.     If  the  Government 
persisted  in  the  course  laid  down  in  these 
despatches,  it  would  be  more  easy  to 
beheve  that  it  was  indifferent  and  hos- 
tile to  religion  than  to  believe  the  ex- 
cuses   on    account  of   economy   or    of 
equality  put  forward  in  this  Correspond- 
ence.    He  trusted  that  the  noble  Earl 
would    reconsider    his     decision,   even 
though  he  should  reduce  the  stipend  of 
the  Bishop  and  reduce  the  number  of 
the  clergy  who  were  now  supported  by 
the  Government  of  Ceylon,  and  that  he 
would  not  sever  the  connection  between 
Church   and   State,  and  throw   to  the 
Bishop  a  freedom  which  he  did  not  re- 
quire, or,  as  the  noble  Earl's  despatch 
worded  it,  **  relieve  him  from  all  State 
interference."     At    the  same   time,   in 
order  to  satisfy  those    feelings  which 
were  raised  by  consideration  of  the  sta- 
tistics of  the  population,  some  assistance 
might  well  be  granted  to  the  Portuguese, 
who,  in  general,  were  not  as  wealthy  as 
the  other  classes  of  the  Christians.     It 
appeared  from  the  Correspondence  that 
the  Dutch  Heformed  Church  willingly 
joined  the    Church   of    England,    and 
rallied  to  that  Church  in  1796,  and  had 
shown  no  signs  of  wishing  to  separate 
from  it.      As  for  the  unofficial  Mem- 
bers of  the  Legislative  Council  who  had 
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raised  this    question,    and  who,   in   a 
heathen    and  idolatrous    country,   had 
called  upon  the  Gt)vemment  to  withdraw 
its  countenance  and  support  fr^m  the 
established  ministers  of   religion,   the 
more  fitting  attitude  for  the  Government 
towards  them  would  be  that  which  was 
adopted  by  His  Majesty's  Ambassador 
at  Constantinople  some  200  years  ago, 
who,  when  the  Quaker  persisted  in  keep- 
ing on  his   hat  before  him,  said  the 
Turks  were  right,  and  that  the  man 
must    be    mad.     The    Government    of 
Ceylon  might  get   over  the    difficulty 
caused  by  the  steps  taken  and  related  in 
this  Correspondence  by  making  g^rants 
of  some  of  the  land  still  at  the  disposal 
of   the    Government  to    the    different 
Churches.     The  case  of  the  Church  of 
Wolfendahl,  belonnng  to  the  Beformed 
Dutch  Church  of  Colombo,  stood  upon 
a  different  ground.    The  decision  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  in  his  despatch  of 
June  14,  was  open  to  all  the  objections 
which  might  be  made  to  his  aecision 
against  the  Bishop  of  Colombo ;   but, 
besides  that,  it  was  a  distinct  violation 
of  the  engagements  of  the  British  Go- 
vernment at  the  time  of  the  capitulation 
of  the  Dutch  in  1796.     It  appeared  to 
be  only  a  quibble  to  endeavour  to  evade 
that  engagement  by   saying  that  the 
Dutch  clergy  voluntarily  left  Ceylon  in 
1806.     The  Dutch  settlers  did  not  leave, 
and  were  now  there,  and  were  known  as 
Burghers.     They  required   and   had  a 
claim  to  the  stipends  stipulated  for  their 
clergy  in  1796,  and  it  made  no  differ- 
ence to  them  whether  the  original  clergy 
left  voluntarily  or  had  all  died  of  an 
epidemic.     Least  of  any  could  our  Go- 
vernment afford  to  disregard  and  break 
its  Treaty  engagements;  and,   even  if 
the  Secretary  of  State  attached  any  value 
to  this  quibble  of  the  Law  Officers,  the 
matter  in  dispute   was  too  trifling  to 
make  it  advisable  to  risk  the  opposite 
view   which  was  taken  by  the  I)utch 
Burghers.   This  was  not  the  only  Colony 
in  which  Treaty  obligations  had  been 
set  aside  and  disregwled  and  hostile 
comment  provoked  on  the  part  of  the 
former    countrymen    of    the    Colonists 
whose  rights  had  been  set  aside. 

The  Aechbishop  of  CANTERBUET 
said,  it  was  important  that  they  should 
know  whether  the  disendowment  re- 
ferred to  by  the  noble  Lord  had  been 
effected,  and,  if  it  had  not,  whether 
there  was  time  for  conaiden^on.    It 
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oonld  [bardlj  be  considered  as  aotoally 
done;  because,  so  far  as  be  knew, 
tbere  was  a  Legislative  Body  in  Cey- 
lon, and  tbe  only  record  they  had  of 
the  opinion  of  that  body  was  to  the 
effect  that  it  ought  not  to  be  done.  The 
Secretary  of  State,  in  his  despatches, 
seemed  to  contemplate  that  the  thing 
would  be  done.  He  presumed  it  would 
be  done  by  votes,  in  obedience  to 
orders  from  head-quarters.  The  objec- 
tions raised  to  the  proposal  were,  first, 
that  it  was  a  violation  of  Treaty  obliga- 
tions ;  and,  secondly,  that  it  was  inex- 
pedient in  itself.  As  to  its  being  in 
violation  of  Treaty  obligations,  that,  at 
all  events,  was  a  very  important  matter, 
and  it  had,  probably,  been  considered 
by  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown. 
There  was  a  Proclamation  following  the 
Treaty,  which,  to  uninstructed  persons, 
seemed  to  be  an  acknowledgment  of 
the  obligation  of  maintaining  the  Chris- 
tian religion  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment which  succeeded  the  occupation  of 
the  Dutch.  At  the  time  of  the  cession 
of  Ceylon  by  the  Dutch  there  were 
two  great  religions  in  the  Island — 
one  the  original  Buddhist  religion, 
professed  by  the  great  majority  of  the 
inhabitants,  the  other  the  Christian 
religion,  professed  by  a  large  body. 
At  that  time  the  Government  issued  a 
Proclamation,  stating  that  both  those 
religions  should  retain  the  rights  ceded 
to  them  by  the  Dutch  Government.  But 
it  was  said  that  instead  of  one  body  of 
Christians  in  the  Island  there  were  now 
several;  and,  no  doubt,  there  was  a 
temptation  to  apply  to  Ceylon  the  prin- 
ciples which  had  been  applied  in  other 
places  where  there  were  different  Chris- 
tian denominations.  But  when  they 
considered  the  Papers  they  would  find 
that  not  even  all  the  congregations 
of  the  Church  of  England  were  sub- 
sidized. Some  successors  of  the  old 
Dutch  congregations  continued  to  receive 
those  stipends,  and  they  were  under  the 
Bishop  of  Ceylon,  although  they  were, 
by  descent,  the  representatives  of  the 
old  Dutch  Presbyterian  congregations. 
Many  of  their  ministers  were  actually 
persons  whose  ancestors  were  of  those 
Dutch  Christians,  or  belonged  to  the  Na- 
tive Churches  which  grew  up  under 
Dutch  protection.  Now,  the  question 
was  raised — Why  give  the  subsidy  to  the 
Church  of  England  and  not  to  the  other 
bodies  ?    It  was  a  sufficient  answer  to 


this  to  say  there  was  a  large  heathen 
population,  consisting  also  of  various 
bodies.  The  most  important  was  the 
Buddhist,  which  received  this  subsidy  ; 
but  there  were  other  heathen  denomi- 
nations existing  throughout  the  country 
who  received  no  subsidy.  To  those  who 
said  that  the  Bhuddist  body  should  be 
disendowed  as  well  as  the  Christians 
the  answer  was  plain — if  you  promised 
a  sum  of  money  to  one  person  it  was  no 
reason  he  should  not  get  it  because 
other  persons  to  whom  you  made  no 
such  promise  got  none.  The  noble  Lord 
said  that  the  Buddhists  were  not  en- 
dowed ;  but  they  were  secured  by  the 
Government  one-third  of  the  landed  pro- 
perty of  the  whole  country.  Not  only 
so ;  but  in  the  cultivation  of  this  land 
they  were  secured  from  taxes  which  fell 
on  all  the  other  inhabitants  of  the  Island. 
That,  of  course,  increased  the  incidence 
of  taxation  on  the  other  inhabitants; 
and,  therefore,  the  Buddhists  were  prac- 
tically endowed  with  a  large  sum  of 
money.  If  they  endeavoured  to  disen- 
dow the  Buddhist  body  thev  would  lose 
possession  of  the  Island,  because  one- 
third  of  the  land  was  in  their  possession, 
and  they  constituted  an  overwhelming 
majority  of  the  population.  Conse- 
quently, it  would  be  dangerous  to  tam- 
per with  the  rights  secured  to  them  by 
Treaty.  Now,  he  was  surprised  that  some 
of  those  who  were  so  eager  against  en- 
dowments of  all  kinds  should  be  discon- 
tented with  endowing  their  Christian 
brethren  in  Ceylon,  while  they  were 
bound  to  maintain  so  very  large  an 
endowment  of  a  heathen  religion.  The 
case  of  Jamaica  was  not  analogous  to 
the  present,  because  in  Jamaica  no 
heathen  religion  received  large  amounts 
of  public  money.  It  would,  besides,  be 
highly  undesirable  to  show  in  Ceylon 
our  readiness  to  shake  off  all  recognition 
of  the  Christian  religion  on  the  part  of 
the  State,  especially  as  the  Proclama- 
tion at  the  cession  of  the  Island  made 
such  loud  declarations  that  the  Christian 
religion,  which  the  Dutch  had  left  in  a 
flourishing  condition,  was  to  be  main- 
tained by  the  Government  that  succeeded 
them.  The  course  pursued  in  a  good 
many  instances  by  the  Colonial  Office 
lately,  of  disestablishing  and  disendow- 
ing Churches,  was  one  which,  to  say 
the  least,  required  to  bo  taken  with 
caution.  It  was  now  proposed  to  sweep 
away  the  corporation  sole  created  b^ 
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Letters  Patent  in  the  Bisliopric  of 
Oolombo.  This  experiment  ought,  in 
his  judgment,  to  be  made  with  great 
caution.  It  was  in  the  power  of  the 
Crown  to  create  corporations;  but  it 
was  not  quite  clear  that  the  Crown 
could  by  its  own  act  supersede  them. 
The  gravest  complications  as  to  pro- 
perty had  been  introduced  in  various 
Colonies  by  the  off-hand  way  in  which 
the  Colonial  Office  had  dealt  with  these 
matters.  A  serious  law-suit  had  recently 
arisen  with  reference  to  property  at 
Grahamstown,  in  the  Cape  Colony ;  and 
a  very  important  question  would  have 
to  be  decided  before  long  by  the  Privy 
Council  as  to  whether  the  corporation 
of  the  Bishopric  of  Grahamstown  was 
still  in  existence,  although  the  Crown 
had,  for  the  time,  failed  to  appoint  any- 
one to  occupy  the  corporation.  The  re- 
sult at  present  was  complete  confusion 
as  to  all  property  connected  with  this 
matter.  So  in  Ceylon  the  same  diffi- 
culties might  arise  which  had  occurred 
in  other  Colonies,  where  the  seeds  of 
many  law-suits  had  been  sown  by  the 
way  in  which  this  matter  had  been  dealt 
with.  Therefore,  although  he  did  not 
expect  the  noble  Earl  to  alter  his  views 
on  the  subject,  he  hoped  he  would  not 
fail  to  give  full  consideration  to  the 
difficulties  that  might  arise  from  the 
course  he  was  about  to  adopt. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEELEY  said,  he 
was  not  prepared  to  admit,  in  the 
slightest  degree,  that  the  action  of  the 
Colonial  Office,  either  in  that  or  the  other 
matters  referred  to,  had  been  either  rash 
or  hasty.  The  decision  affecting  the 
Cape  Bishopric  to  which  the  most  rev. 
Prelate  referred  took  place  many  years 
ago,  before  he  was  in  the  Office  which 
he  now  had  the  honour  to  hold ;  and  the 
effect  of  it,  as  far  as  he  remembered,  was 
that  the  Letters  Patent  could  not  be 
legally  maintained.  He  could  not  admit 
the  truth  of  the  allegation  that  the  action 
of  the  Colonial  Office  had  sown  the 
seeds  of  many  legal  disputes  in  regard 
to  ecclesiastical  matters  in  the  Colonies. 
The  Colonial  Office  had,  in  all  these 
instances,  advised  that  a  statute  should 
be  passed  in  each  Colony  to  enable 
the  disendowed  Churches  to  transact 
their  work  and  to  hold  property.  He 
agreed,  indeed,  with  the  most  rev.  Pre- 
late that  it  would  be  a  great  hard- 
ship and  a  scandal  to  the  Church  if  mea- 
sures were   not   taken    to   enable  the 
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Church  to  administer  its  affairs  in  a 
satisfactory  manner.  With  regard  to 
the  particular  question  now  before  the 
House,  he  must  point  out  that  the  most 
rev.  Prelate  had  spoken  of  the  Buddhist 
endowment  as  if  it  were  the  same  thing 
as  the  endowment  which  was  about  to  be 
done  away  with.  The  Buddhists  in  Cey- 
lon had  possessed,  from  very  ancient 
times,  large  tracts  of  land,  which  were 
known  as  temple  lands,  while  the  very 
small  endowment  which  was  now  given 
to  the  Anglican  and  the  Presbyterian 
Churches  came  directly  out  of  the  taxa- 
tion of  the  Island,  and  was  paid  by  the 
Government.  With  regard  to  any  lands 
which  the  Church  possessed,  it  was  dis- 
tinctly provided  in  a  despatch,  which  he 
wrote  on  the  subject,  that  there  was  to 
be  no  interference. 

The  Archbishop  of  CANTERBURY 
inquired  whether  such  lands  were  free 
from  taxation  ? 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  he 
did  not  know ;  but  he  did  not  think  that 
because  they  were  bound  by  Treaty  to  re- 
spect the  privileges  of  the  Buddhists, 
therefore  they  were  bound,  for  all  time, 
to  extend  the  same  privileges  to  other 
religions.  This  was  a  question,  not  of 
Christianity,  but  of  a  variety  of  Chris- 
tian denominations.  There  were  in  Cey- 
lon large  numbers  of  Buddhists,  Maho- 
medans,  and  Hindoos,  a  considerable 
number  of  Roman  Catholics,  and  a  hand- 
ful of  Anglicans  and  Presbyterians.  They 
endowed  this  handful  of  Anglicans  and 
Presbyterians  ;  but  they  totally  dis- 
regarded the  claims  of  the  Roman 
Catholics,  Mahomedans,  and  Hindoos. 
Such  an  injustice  could  not  possibly  be 
defended.  When  he  held  Office  before 
this  question  came  up  for  consideration, 
and  some  persons  at  that  time  desired 
that  a  change  should  be  made;  but 
nothing  was  done,  because  it  did  not 
appear  that  there  was  any  feeling  in 
Ceylon  in  favour  of  the  change.  Since 
then,  however,  a  strong  feeling  had 
been  expressed  by  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  persons  in  Ceylon  that  these 
endowments  should  be  put  an  end  to. 
Therefore,  he  thought,  the  time  had 
come  when  the  change  might  be  made, 
not  rashly,  but  after  the  consideration 
of  many  years.  There  were  nearly 
250,000  Christians  in  Ceylon.  Of  these, 
190,000  were  Roman  Catholics,  and 
45,000  belonged  to  unassisted  Pro- 
testant   denominations,    leaving    only 
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15,000  Anglioans  and  Presbyterians, 
who  reoeiyed  a  State  contribution  of 
£10,000  a-year.  If  the  endowment  of 
^e  latter  was  continued,  could  it  pos- 
sibly be  maintained  that  the  Boman 
Catholics  ought  to  receive  nothing  ?  If 
there  were  ^&eaty  obligations  requiring 
them  to  keep  up  this  endowment,  he 
should  have  considered  that  they  were 
absolutely  bound  either  to  continue  it  or 
to  give  a  sum  of  money  by  way  of  com- 
pensation. But  he  thought  the  most 
rev.  Prelate  could  not  have  referred  to 
the  actual  words  of  the  Treaty,  which 
said — 

"  The  clergy  shall  oontinae  in  their  functions 
and  receive  we  same  pay  and  emoluments  as 
they  have  from  the  Dutch." 

The  only  question  which  could  arise 
was  whether  the  present  Dutch  Ohurch 
in  Oeylon  was  entitled  under  the  Treaty 
to  continue  to  receive  some  stipend  ?  Aib 
there  might  be  a  legal  doubt  on  this 
point,  he  referred  it  to  the  Law  Officers, 
who  gave  it  as  their  distinct  opinion 
that  the  T^aty  did  not  apply,  for  snortly 
after  its  conclusion  the  whole  of  the 
Dutch  clergy  left,  and  the  payment  made 
to  them  came  to  an  end,  and  the  present 
payment  could  not  be  held  to  be  made 
under  the  Treaty.  The  Bishop  of  Go- 
lombo  had  urged  upon  him  the  neces- 
sity of  giving  sufficient  time  to  the 
Ghurch  in  Oe^on  to  make  arrangements, 
and  a  period  of  five  years  had  accord- 
ingly oeen  granted  for  the  purpose. 
He  might  observe  that  the  Bishop  said 
he  was  not  prepared  to  advance  on  be- 
half of  the  Church  of  England  in  Oeylon, 
as  a  whole,  any  claim  for  a  continu- 
ance of  the  State  assistance,  and  he 
added — 

**  I  am  not  aware  that  as  a  Church  we  have 
any  right  to  it,  nor  am  I  sure  that  its  perma- 
nent continuance  would  be  to  our  ultimate  ad- 
vantage." 

This  was  not  merely  a  question  of  the 
disendowment  of  a  Ohurch.  It  was  a 
question  of  justice  to  the  various  inhabit- 
ants of  the  Island.  To  give  a  con- 
current endowment  to  all  these  religious 
communions  would  be  out  of  the  ques- 
tion for  various  reasons,  and,  amongst 
others,  that  it  would  impose  a  burden 
on  the  revenues  of  the  Oolony  which 
they  coidd  not  bear.  The  strongest 
possible  case  had  been  made  out  for 
putting  an  end  to  this  small  endow- 
ment, which  was  not  at  all  necessary 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  Ohurch  in 
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Oeylon  ;  and  he  could  not  hold  out  any 
hope  that  the  policy  on  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Oovemment  had  determined  in 
respect  to  this  matter  would  be  departed 
from. 

The  Earl  of  OAENAEVON  desired 
to  know  whether  all  the  details  of  the 
proposed  arrangement  had  been  settled, 
or  whether  there  was  still  room  to  mo- 
dify them  ?  He  trusted  care  would  be 
taken  to  prevent  legal  complications  in 
regard  to  Ohurch  property  if  disestab- 
lishment took  place.  He  also  trusted 
that  his  noble  Vriend  would  make  the 
transition  as  gradual  and  as  easy  as 
possible. 

TUNIS.— EESOLUTION. 

The  Eabl  of  DUNEAVEN,  in  rising 
to  call  attention  to  the  present  state  of 
affairs  in  Tunis ;  and  to  move— 

''That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  any 
interference  with  the  integrity  of  the  Ottoman 
£mpire  in  North  Africa  is  likely  to  prove  dan- 
gerous to  the  peace  of  Europe," 

said,  that  on  the  last  occasion  this  sub- 
ject was  before  the  House  the  noble 
Earl  Uie  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  remarked  that,  in  view  of  the 
complicated  state  of  things  then  existing, 
it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  Government 
to  take  the  best  advice  they  could  get 
and  to  give  a  full  and  frank  explanation 
to  Parliament.  Since  then  Papers  had 
been  presented  relating  to  both  Tunis 
and  Tripoli,  and,  judging  from  the  pub- 
lic Press,  matters  had  become  somewhat 
less  complicated  than  they  were;  but 
the  information  contained  in  the  Papers 
was  somewhat  meagre,  and  matters 
were  still  so  far  complicated  that  he 
thought  that  the  full  explanation  which 
the  noble  Earl  suggested  would  be  wel- 
comed by  the  House  and  the  country. 
The  first  thing  that  would  strike  anyone 
on  reading  the  Papers  would  probably 
be  that  there  was  no  mention  made  of 
the  Enfida  case.  It  was  not  necessary 
for  him  to  go  into  the  details  of  this  dis- 
pute. The  facts  were  that  a  French 
Company  negotiated  with  Khereddin 
Pasha  for  the  purchase  of  a  large  estate 
in  land.  As  there  existed  in  Tunis,  as 
in  other  Mahomedan  countries,  a  right 
of  pre-emption  on  the  part  of  neighbour- 
ing proprietors  in  the  case  of  a  sale  of 
landed  property,  the  precaution  was 
taken  of  leaving  a  strip  all  round  the 
Enfida  estate  in  the  hands  of  Khereddin 
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Pasha,  so  as  to  exclude  the  possibility 
of  the  Tifrht  of  pre-emption  being  exer- 
cised. But,  as  it  turned  out,  this  pre- 
caution was  unavailing,  as  a  Mr.  Levy 
possessed  some  portions  of  property  in 
the  centre  of  the  Enfida  estate.  He  was 
consequently  able  to  exercise  his  right 
of  pre-emption,  and  did  so.  It  was  sug- 
gested that  the  matter  should  be  referred 
to  arbitration ;  but  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment very  properly  decided  that  it 
ought  to  be  settled  in  the  Local  Courts, 
and,  in  order  that  the  Courts  should  ex- 
ercise unbiased  judgment,  two  British 
ships  of  war  were  sent  to  Tunis.  Mr. 
Levy  brought  his  claim  forward  in  the 
Hanefi  Court,  the  Court  to  which  such 
matters  were  always  referred,  and  an 
order  was  given  putting  Mr.  Levy  in 
possession.  Afterwards,  at  the  instance 
of  the  French  Minister  Besident,  the 
case  was  taken  out  of  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Hanefi  Court,  and  referred  to  the 
MaJiki  Court,  which  did  not  take  cog- 
nizance of  cases  of  that  kind.  He  had 
seen  it  stated  that  this  Court  had  de- 
cided against  Mr.  Levy.  How  far  that 
was  true  or  not  he  did  not  know.  He 
had  seen  it  also  stated  that  the  British 
Consular  Judge  had  been  ordered  back 
to  Tunis  to  report  as  to  whether  our 
Treaty  rights  were  interfered  with  by  the 
transference  of  Mr.  Levy's  claim  from 
the  Hanefi  to  the  Maliki  Court.  Whe- 
ther, theoretically,  our  Treaty  rights 
were  broken  was  a  matter  which  he 
could  not  judge ;  but  he  should  imagine 
that  there  could  be  no  doubt  that,  prac- 
tically speaking,  they  had  been  broken. 
If  the  matter  had  been  left  to  the  free 
and  unbiased  action  of  the  Bey's  Court 
there  could  be  no  question  that  Mr.  Levy 
would  be  put  in  possession  of  the  estate ; 
but  if,  owing  to  the  preponderating  in- 
fluence of  some  other  Power,  the  case 
was  taken  out  of  the  proper  Court  and 
referred  to  another  tribunal  and  decided 
against  Mr.  Levy,  there  could  surely  be 
no  doubt  that  an  infringement  of  our 
Treaty  rights  had  taken  place.  Another 
important  omission  was  that  instructions 
from  the  Government  to  our  Consul 
General  at  Tunis  were  not,  he  imagined, 
given  in  full.  Mr.  Eeade  had  instruc- 
tions to  accept  the  new  order  of  things 
in  so  far  as  it  did  not  violate  our  Treaty 
rights.  The  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  was  very  pro- 
perly most  particular  that  our  Treaty 
pghts   should  not  be   in&inged,   and 
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France,  very  properly,  undertook  to  say 
that  they  should  not  be  infringed ;  but, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  appeared  to  him 
impossible  that  they  could  be  maintained 
in  the  spirit.  One  of  the  principal  stipu- 
lations in  our  Treaties  was  that  the 
Kepresentative  of  Great  Britain  shouid 
be  treated  with  the  same  honours  in 
every  way  as  were  accorded  to  the  Be- 
presentative  of  any  other  nation;  bat 
as  very  special  honours  and  privileges 
were  accorded  to  the  Representative  of 
France,  there  could  be  no  question  that 
at  that  time  our  Treaties  were  broken. 
The  noble  Earl  pointed  out  the  difficul- 
ties arising  from  the  double  functions 
exercised  by  the  French  Minister  Besi- 
dent at  Tunis,  and  France  had  so  far 
recognized  these  difficulties  that  she  had 
appointed  a  subordinate  of  M.  Boustan's 
to  the  post  of  Consul.  But  the  difficulty 
was  not  really  solved  by  this.  Another 
point  of  importance  was  the  right  of 
£ux}ess  which  our  Bepresentative  had  to 
the  Bey,  and  the  right  of  British  sub- 
iects  to  have  matters  in  dispute  decided 
by  the  Consul  in  concurrence  with  the 
Bey  or  his  delegrate.  The  delegate  must, 
of  course,  mean  a  Tunisieui  delegate; 
and  if  the  Bey's  delegate  was  the  Be- 
presentative of  another  Power,  the  spirit 
of  the  Treaty  was  broken  in  that  case. 
The  Papers  presented  contained  the 
statement  maae  through  the  Havas 
Agency  to  the  effect  that  there  was  no- 
thing in  the  French  Treaty  to  preclude 
the  Bepresentatives  of  Foreign  Powers 
from  claiming  audience  of  the  Bey 
whenever  he  thought  right  to  accord  it. 
That  might  be  very  true ;  but  the  Treaty 
contained  a  provision  giving  us  a  right 
of  access  to  the  Bey.  It  might  be  said 
that  we  could  not  have  compelled  the 
Bey  at  any  time  to  have  accorded  an 
audience  to  our  Bepresentative ;  but,  in 
the  event  of  his  not  doing  so,  we  should 
have  had  our  remedy  in  remonstrances 
with  the  Bey.  It  was  useless  to  suppose 
that  we  had  that  remedy  now,  seeing  it 
was  absurd  to  suppose  that  the  Bey  was 
any  longer  a  free  agent  in  the  matter. 
The  general  tenour  and  object  of  our 
Treaties  was  that  British  subjects  should 
enjoy  equal  privileges  in  the  way  of 
acquiring  lands,  investing  money,  and 
canning  on  all  the  affairs  of  life  with 
the  subjects  of  any  other  Power;  and 
it  was  obvious  that  if  any  other  Power 
obtained  a  preponderating  influence  over 
the  Bey  and  over  tfie  I^c^  Ooorts,  tbo 


1898 


(AuousT  Id,  1881] 


Reaolution. 


1894 


whole  Bpirit  of  the  Treaty  was,  prac- 
tically speaking,  broken.  Our  Oommer- 
oial  Treaties  also  must  not  be  lost  sight 
of.  Oar  Commercial  Treaties  with  Tunis 
were  very  favourable  to  us.  They  would 
be  open  to  revision  next  year ;  euid  al- 
though it  was  stipulated  that  they  could 
not  be  altered  without  the  consent  of 
both  parties,  it  was  probable  that,  in 
view  of  the  commercial  relations  be- 
tween France  and  England,  there  might 
be  more  difficulty  in  renewing  them  on 
equally  favourable  terms  to  us,  under 
present  circumstances,  than  if  we  had 
to  deal  with  the  Bey  uninfluenced  by 
France.  The  real  difficulty  was  that 
there  was  no  real  authority  in  Tunis. 
The  Sultan  claimed  supreme  authority ; 
but  his  claims  had  been  disallowed. 
The  authority  of  the  Bey  had  been, 
practically,  superseded,  and  yet  in  theory 
it  remained  unchanged.  The  foreign 
affairs  of  the  country  were,  to  all  intents 
and  purposes,  in  the  hands  of  the  French 
lOmster  Besident,  who  thereby  became 
the  Suzerain  of  Tunis.  And  yet  he  was 
not  the  Foreign  Minister  of  the  Bey, 
for  the  Tunisian  Minister  of  Foreign 
Affairs  retained  his  position,  but  was 
subject  to  the  control  of  the  French 
Minister  Besident.  It  was  difficult  to 
see  what  was  the  position  of  British 
subjects  in  reference  to  Tunisian  sub- 
jects in  Tunis,  or  Egypt,  or  Malta,  or  in 
this  country.  Woiud  disputes  in  which 
Tunisians  were  implicated  be  decided 
by  the  French  Ambassador  or  Consul 
Greneral  or  by  the  Consul  General  and 
Ambassador  of  Turkey ;  and  would  a 
British  subject,  having  a  dispute  with 
a  Tunisian  subject — say  in  Egypt— be 
dealt  with  by  the  British  Consul  and 
the  Courts  of  the  Viceroy,  or  by  the 
British  and  French  Consular  Courts? 
A  kind  of  government  within  a  govern- 
ment, where  nobody  appeared  to  be 
responsible,  existed  in  Tunis,  which 
might  lead  to  endless  difficulties.  For 
instance,  to  whom  were  British  subjects 
to  apply  for  redress  who  had  lost  pro- 
perty during  the  bombardment  of  Sfax  ? 
Was  application  to  be  made  to  the  Bey, 
who  was  supposed  to  be  responsible  for 
the  government,  but  was  certainly  not 
responsible  for  the  bombardment ;  or  to 
F^noe,  who  was  responsible  for  the 
bombardment,  and  who  wasnot]supposed 
to  be  responsible  for  the  government  of 
Tunis?  If  a  country  was  conquered, 
nod  the  .conqueror  accepted  the  Treaty 


obli^tions  of  the  conquered,  the  other 
parties  to  those  Treaties  had  no  cause  to 
complain.  They  could  hold  the  new 
GK)vemment  responsible  for  the  observ- 
ance of  their  Treaties.  But  if  one  nation 
exercised  complete  control  over  the  affairs 
of  another  nation,  but  without  definitely 
taking  and  exercising  the  functions  of  a 
Government,  it  was  difficult  to  see  how 
other  people  could  guard  their  interests. 
To  whom  were  they  to  appeal  ?  Who 
was  responsible  ?  The  one  nation  was 
not  responsible  for  the  government  of 
the  country  theoretically,  neither  was 
the  other  responsible  practically,  see- 
ing that  it  had  ceased  to  retain  real 
freedom  of  action.  Our  Treaties  *were 
designed  for  the  protection  of  British 
subjects  at  a  Court  irresponsible  and  in- 
dependent as  far  as  European  influence 
was  concerned.  Tunis  could  not  any 
longer  be  looked  upon  in  that  light ;  and 
though  the  letter  of  our  Treaties  might 
remain  intact,,  it  would  be  strange  if 
the  spirit  of  them  was  not  broken.  A 
state  of  things  existed  which  might  lead 
to  difficulties  at  any  time ;  and,  as  any- 
thing that  could  imperil  in  the  slightest 
degree  the  friendship  existing  between 
this  country  and  France  would  be  greatly 
to  be  deplored,  the  present  state  of 
affairs  was  most  unsatisfactory,  and  it 
would  be  a  relief  to  know  that  there  was 
a  probability  of  this  anomalous  condition 
of  affairs  being  brought  to  a  close.  So 
much  for  the  manner  in  which  our  Treaty 
rights  were  jeopardized.  He  did  not 
intend  to  dilate  upon  the  possible  dan- 
gers to  our  trade.  He  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  on  a  former  occasion 
to  the  magnitude  of  our  Indian  and 
Colonial  trade  that  passed  through  the 
Malta  Channel;  and  it  could  not  be 
denied  that  our  feeling  as  regarded  the 
security  of  that  trade  must  be  modified 
if  an  important  naval  position  command- 
ing the  Malta  Channel  passed  out  of  the 
hands  of  one  of  the  Barbary  States  into 
those  of  a  great  Naval  Power.  We  had 
great  interests  involved  in  that  part  of 
the  globe,  as  had  also  other  nations, 
Spain  and  Italy  especially,  and  anything 
imperilling  the  interests  of  those  coun- 
tries could  not  but  be  dangerous  to  the 
good  feeling  existing  among  nations. 
The  gpreatest  danger,  however,  appeared 
to  arise  from  the  effect  upon  the  feelings 
and  sentiments  of  Turkey  which  might 
be  produced  by  the  annexation  or  occu- 
pation of  any  portion  of  her  domiiiioas 
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in  Africa.  Turkey  was  very  hardly  dealt 
with.  Her  territones  were  constantly 
circumscribed  and  guaranteed,  and  then 
circumscribed  and  guaranteed  again. 
But  if  every  guarantee  was  speedily 
followed  by  some  fresh  infringement  of 
her  territory,  it  was  not  likely  that  Tur- 
key would  have  much  confidence  in 
guarantees.  He  presumed  that  some 
continuity  existed  in  Treaties,  and  that 
the  Treaty  of  Berlin  ratified  the  Treaty 
of  Paris,  and  that  again  ratified  former 
Treaties  affecting  Turkey.  He  did  not 
think  that  Tunis  was  mentioned  in  the 
Treaty  of  London  of  1841 ;  but  it  hap- 

§ened  that  it  was  particularly  mentioned 
uring  the  Conference  at  Vienna  which 
preceded  the  Treaty  of  Paris  of  1856. 
It  was  probable  that  Tunis  was  especially 
before  the  eyes  of  Europe  at  that  mo- 
ment as  having  contributed  a  contingent 
of  25,000  men  to  the  forces  of  the  SiUtan 
engaged  in  the  Crimean  War.  Bussia 
was,  very  naturally,  somewhat  reluctant 
to  give  a  specific  detailed  guarantee  as 
regarded  all  portions  of  the  Ottoman 
Empire,  though  willing  to  give  a  gene- 
ral guarantee ;  and  Prince  Gortchakoff 
stated  as  one  of  his  reasons  that,  if 
any  detailed  guarantee  were  given,  such 
a  thing  as  an  invasion  of  Tunis  would 
have  to  be  considered  a  ca^w  belli, 
France,   however,  saw  no  difficulty  in 

S'ving  detailed  guarantees;  and  M. 
rouyn  de  Lhuys  stated  that  he  would 
willingly  give,  not  only  a  general  ^aran- 
tee,  but  a  detailed  guarantee,  ana  added 
that  he  saw  no  difficulty  in  extending  it 
to  the  Regency  of  Tunis.  According  to 
the  13th  Protocol  of  the  Conference  of 
Vienna  there  could  be  little  doubt  that 
the  Begency  of  Tunis  was  considered  to 
be  included  within  the  general  guarantee 
given  by  the  Great  Powers  to  Turkey  by 
the  Treaty  of  1856,  and  we  could  not  be 
surprised  if  Turkey  considered  that  an 
infringement  of  her  Treaty  rights  had 
taken  place.  Turkey,  as  was  usual,  had 
been  put  in  an  impossible  position.  She 
was  told  that  if  hostilities  broke  out 
among  the  Arab  tribes  on  the  Frontier 
of  Tripoli,  she  would  be  held  responsible 
if  she  could  not  put  them  down ;  and 
she  was  told  also  that  if  she  sent  troops 
to  Tripoli,  and  hostilities  broke  out 
among  the  Arabs,  she  would  be  repon- 
sible  for  having  fomented  them.  If  she 
did  not  send  troops  and  difficulties  arose, 
she  would  be  told,  as  was  told  to  the 
Bey  of  Tunis,  that  she  was  unable  to 
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control  the  Arabs.     Any  interference 
with  the  Sultan's  dominions    in    that 
quarter  of  the  globe  was  g^reatly  to  be 
deplored,  as  being  likely  to  upset  the 
balance  of  power  in  the  Mediterranean, 
and  to  unsettle  that  settlement  of  the 
Eastern  Question  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  laboiired  so  hard  and 
so  successfully,  in  some  respects,  to  bring 
about.     Turkey  gave  way  to  the  wishes 
of  the  European  Concert  and  allowed  a 
settlement  to  be  made.    But  if  the  set- 
tlement so  arrived  at  in  deference  to  the 
wishes  of  the  concert  was  to  be  followed 
immediately  by  some  fresh  interference, 
we  could  not  expect  Turkey  to  look  upon 
the  concert  as  anything  but  a  somewhat 
one-sided  affair.     If  me  concert  of  the 
Powers  were  only  possible  when  there 
was  a  question  of  dividing  some  portion 
of  the  Ottoman  Empire,  and  if  it  re- 
solved itself  into  its  primitive  elements 
the  moment  there  was  a  question  of  pre- 
serving what  was  left  of  the  Ottoman 
Empire,  the  Sultan  was  not  likely  to  look 
with  gpreatrespect  upon  the  European  Con- 
cert and  the  concert  failed  in  its  objects. 
How  could  we,  or  any  other  of  the  Euro- 
pean Powers,  expect  Turkey  to  fulfil  her 
obligations,  financial  or  otherwise,  if  we 
did  not  fulfil  our  obligationsto  her?  How 
could  we  press  upon  her  to  undertake 
reforms   and    carry  out    the   promises 
which  she  made,  if  we  on  our  part  did 
not  carry  out  the  promises  which  we 
made  to  her  ?    It  was  not  unreasonable 
to  look  with  some  degree  of  anxiety 
upon  what  might  result  from  the  French 
occupation  of  Tunis.    A  fire  was  bum-, 
ing  in  the  midst  of  most  inflammable 
materials,  and  all  those  who  had  pro- 
perty in  the  neighbourhood  naturally 
felt  anxious.     There  were  two  ways  in 
which  a  fire  could  be  treated.     It  could 
either  be  dealt  with  at  the  commence- 
ment, or  it  could  be  confined  within 
limits.     The  first  policy,  if  practicable, 
was  the  best.     There  could  be  no  objec- 
tion, on  the  part  of  this  or  any  other 
country,  to  France  taking  the  necessary 
measures  for  the  protection  of  her  Al- 
gerian Dominions ;  but  it  was  possible 
that  if  the  grave  consequences  which 
might    ensue  from    the   occupation  of 
Tunis  had  been  pointed  out  to  her,  she 
would  have  been  able  to  do  idl  that  was 
necessary  without  going  so  far  as  she 
had.    It  would  be  a  most  lamentable 
thing  if  anything  occurred  to  endanger 
the  friendship  existing  between  England. 
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and  France;  and  he  did  not  suppose 
that  France  would  wish  to  do  anything 
that  could  weaken  that  friendship ;  but 
the  danger  was  that  in  embarking  on  a 
certain  course  she  mi^ht  find  it  very 
difficult  to  check  herself.  He  must  con- 
fess that  French  statesmen  appeared  to 
have  but  vague  apprehension  of  the 
danger  to  which  the  state  of  things  in 
AMca  exposed  them  and  others.  The 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  pointed  out  the  diffi- 
culties that  might  arise  on  account  of 
the  pretensions  of  French  Consuls  in 
Tripoli  and  Egypt  to  exercise  protection 
oyer  Tunisian  subjects.  M.  Barthelemy 
St.  Hilaire  merely  promised  to  examine 
into  the  question  and  to  make  a  commu- 
nication about  it.  Whether  that  com- 
munication had  been  received  he  did  not 
know ;  but  anyone  would  have  supposed 
that  such  a  simple  matter  required  very 
little  examination,  and  needed  only  a 
distinct  disavowal.    M.  St.  Hilaire  had 

Soken  very  plainly  concerning  Tripoli, 
e  stated  to  Lord  Lyons  that  the  French 
Government  had  no  intention  whatever 
either  of  invading  it  or  of  attempting  to 
establish  any  exclusive  or  predominant 
influence  in  it.  But  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  he  and  other  French  states- 
men had  been  equally  distinct  and  clear 
in  disavowing  any  intention  of  annexa- 
tion or  of  an  occupation  of  Tunis  other 
than  one  of  "an  essentially  provisional 
character/'  and  in  stating  that  the  only 
object  of  French  interference  was  the 
guarding  of  her  Algerian  Frontier,  and 
protecting  her  interests  in  Algeria.  But 
as  yet  we  saw  no  sign  of  the  provisional 
nature  of  the  occupation.  On  the  con- 
trary, France  appeared  to  be  consoli- 
dating her  occupation,  and  was  even 
appointing  Governors  over  various  por- 
tions of  the  country.  He  did  not  sup- 
pose that  France  had  any  designs  to- 
wards Tripoli ;  but  the  danger  was  that 
in  occupying  the  position  she  now  held 
she  might  find  herself  irresistibly  dragged 
into  a  still  more  complicated  position. 
The  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  also  spoke  very  dis- 
tincUy  as  regarded  Tripoli ;  but  he  was 
equally  dear  as  regarded  Tunis.  In 
fiact,  it  was  difficult  to  understand  what 
difference  this  country  could  recognize 
between  the  two  Provinces.  The  noble 
Eaxl  stated  that  Tripoli  formed  an  in- 
tegral portion  of  the  Ottoman  Empire, 
and   that  Her  Majesty's  Government 


looked  upon  Tunis  as  forming  part  of 
the  Ottoman  Empire.  The  only  differ- 
ence that  he  could  see  was  that  the 
Governor  of  Tunis  was  called  a  "  Bey," 
and  the  Governor  of  Tripoli  was  called 
a  **Dey."  He  was  tempted  to  remark 
that— 

"  *Ti8  strange  there  should  such  difference  l>«, 
Twixt  letter  B  and  letter  D." 

But  it  seemed  that  in  the  difference  be- 
tween the  letters  "  B  "  and  "  D  "  there 
was  some  inscrutable  reason  which 
caused  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
the  other  Powers  to  look  upon  Tripoli 
in  a  different  light  to  that  in  which  they 
viewed  Tunis.  It  would  be  very  in- 
teresting to  know  what  was  the  opinion 
of  the  other  Great  Powers  on  this  point, 
particularly  on  account  of  what  the 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  said  on  a  former  occasion 
in  that  House.  He  then  stated  that, 
although  we  held  that  Tunis  formed  part 
of  the  Ottoman  Empire,  and  although 
Austria  and  Germany  held  the  same 
view,  he  had  reason  to  know  that  they 
would  not  have  assisted  us  in  carrying 
our  views  into  effect.  It  was  important, 
therefore,  to  know  what  Austria  and 
Germany,  for  instance,  thought  about 
Tripoli,  because  if  our  carrying  out  our 
obligations  and  views  depended  upon 
the  assistance  we  received  from  o&er 
Powers,  it  was  obvious  that  the  assur- 
ances of  the  noble  Earl  concerning  Tripoli 
were  not  of  great  value  unless  read  along- 
side of  the  opinions  of  the  other  Powers 
on  the  subject.  For  the  reasons  he  had 
given,  it  appeared  to  him  that  there  was 
scarcely  any  portion  of  the  world  where 
more  sensitive  interests  of  many  nations 
were  at  stake  than  in  those  portions  of 
the  Ottoman  Empire  which  bordered  on 
the  Mediterranean.  There  was  no  spot 
on  the  globe  where  a  small  spark  was 
more  likely  to  bring  forth  a  serious  con- 
flagration. Under  those  circumstances, 
it  was  not  unnatural  that  we  should 
feel  somewhat  uneasy  that  Parliament 
should  separate  without  the  full  explana- 
tion that  was  promised  by  the  noble 
Earl. 

Moved  to  resolve, 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  any 
interference  with  the  integrity  of  the  Ottoman 
Empire  in  North  Africa  is  likely  to  prove  dan- 
gerous to  the  peace  of  Europe.'  —(7'Atf  JEarl  of 
Vunraven.) 

LoED  LAMINGTON  said,  that,  with 
all  deference  to  the  noble  Earl  who  had 
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just  sat  down,  he  thought  that  the  sub- 
ject of  Tunis  and  the  position  of  the 
Ottoman  Empire  in  respect  of  it  had 
been  brought  recently  much  too  fre- 
quently before  their  Lordships.  He 
confessed  that  having  read  the  recent 
despatches  laid  upon  the  Table  he  did 
not  think  that  France  had  an^  design 
•whatever  to  interfere  with  the  integrity 
of  the  Ottoman  Empire,  and  that  the 
assurances  g^ven  to  them  by  eminent 
French  statesmen  ought  to  satisfy  them 
on  that  subject.  For  his  part,  he  had 
gathered  the  opinion  he  had  expressed 
from  the  despatches  before  their  Lord- 
ships and  fr^m  the  speeches  delivered 
by  M.  St.  EUlaire,  M.  Gambetta,  and 
other  distinguished  French  statesmen. 
They  ought  to  take  the  assurances  of 
Foreign  Powers  as  they  were  given, 
until  by  some  overt  act  they  had  reason 
to  believe  that  they  had  said  what  they 

did  not  mean. 

Eabl  GEANVILLE  :  I  desire  to  say 
a  few  words  to  your  liOrdships  in  respect 
of  the  speech  of  my  noble  Fnend  behind 
me ;  and,  in  the  first  place,  I  have  to 
express  my  regret  that  entirely  owing, 
not  to  my  fault,  but  to  circumstances  wiw 
which  your  Lordships  are  acquainted, 
my  noble  Friend  was  obliged  on  several 
occasions  to  postpone  his  Motion.  I 
have  listened  very  attentively  to  what 
my  noble  Friend  has  said.  Some  of  us, 
my  Lords,  in  this  House  and  out  of  it, 
are  sometimes  not  able  to  express  our 
ideas  very  clearly ;  but  I  know  no  one 
who  is  able  to  express  his  views  with 
more  clearness  than  is  my  noble  Friend. 
The  only  thing  which  I  failed  to  catch 
was  the  drift — the  practical  result  which 
he  desired  by  his  speech  to  obtain.  Cer- 
tainly the  noble  Earl  does  not  wish  to 
censure  Her  Majesty's  Government,  to- 
wards whom  he  seemed  to  entertain  a 
friendly  feeling  throughout  the  speech. 
He  made  but  one  complaint,  to  which  I 
will  allude  immediately.  He  put  the 
question  whether  the  Government  can 
assure  the  House  that  a  state  of  things 
which  he  described  as  anomalous  would 
soon  be  brought  to  an  end.  I  hardly 
know  what  that  question  means.  Does 
it  mean  that  he  expects  the  French  Go- 
vernment to  give  up  the  Treaty  with 
the  Bey  and  withdraw  from  their  posi- 
tion, which  undoubtedly  is  one  that  en- 
ables them  to  exercise  great  influence  in 
Tunis  ?  That  is  a  question  that  he  can 
hardly  expect  a  reply  to.     The  noble 
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Earl  complains  that  the  Coirespondenoe 
does  not  give  sufficient  detaus  of  the 
Enfida  case,  in  which  he  takes  great  in- 
terest.   The  fact  is,  the  Papers  give  all 
the  information  we  have  to  give.    The 
noble  Earl  had  been  informed  that  it 
was  decided  to  refer  the  case  to  arbi- 
tration, and  that  two  vessels  of  war  were 
sent  to  watch  that  arbitration ;  but  that 
is  an  entire  misapprehension.     At  the 
beginning,  when  we  were  hardly  in- 
formed of  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
and  when  it  appeared  that  the  French 
were   going   to    increase    their  Naval 
Force,  we  uiought  that,  unintentionally, 
such  an  increase  might  produce  an  un- 
fair pressure  upon  that  particular  case, 
and  we  thought  it  our  duty,  also,  to 
send  a  man-of-war  also  to  be  present, 
and  which  left  at  the  time  the  increase 
to  the  French  Force  was  taken  away. 
Li  a  case  of  this  sort  we  thought  it  our 
duty  to  take  legal  advice  as  to  every 
piece  of  information ;  we  consulted  the 
highest  legal  authority,  who  has  taken 
great  interest  in  the  matter ;  and  the 
fact  is  that  up  to  this  moment  we  have 
been  positively  advised  that  we  had  no 
^ound  of  interference  as  a  Government 
m  this  matter.    I  do  not  say  that  cir- 
cumstances might  not  arise  which  might 
make  it  our  duty  to  interfere ;  but  up 
to  this  time,  as  we  have  been  advisea, 
we  have  not  been  in  a  position  to  inter- 
fere at  all.    The  noble  Earl  alluded  to 
a  fact  that  shows  the  anxiety  of  the 
French  Government  to  meet  our  wishes. 
The  position  of  M.  Boustan  as  Oonsul 
created  a  considerable  technical  diffi- 
culty with  regard  to  the  equality  of  our 
Oonsul;  the  French  Government  pro- 
mised to  pay  attention  to  our  represen- 
tation ;  and  the  result  is  that  they  have 
appointed  another  gentleman  as  Oonsul  at 
Tunis.     Whether  the  fact  is  one  of  neat 
importance  or  not,  it  is  one  that  ^ows 
the  sort  of  feeling  in  which  the  two 
countries  ought  to  act  together  in  this 
matter.     The  noble  Earl  speaks  of  diffi- 
culties which  may  arise  in  the  present 
state  of  things.   I  cannot  deny  that  such 
difficulties  may  arise;  but  up  to  this 
moment  they  have  not  arisen.     As  to 
the  question  whether  our  Treaty  rights 
have  been  broken  in  any  way,  I  have 
already  stated,  in  answer  to  the  noble 
Earl,  diat  we  have  no  Treaty  rights  as 
regards  access  to  the  Bey,  and  I  adhere 
to  that  statement.    We  have  no  Treaty 
rights ;  but  we  have  had  ^e  practioe 
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of  aooeflfl  to  the  Bey,  and  I  am  not 
aware  that  it  has  been  diminished  by 
what  has  occurred.  I  added,  what  is 
obvious,  that  the  importance  of  access 
to  the  Bey  is  probably  much  dimi- 
nished by  the  present  state  of  things. 
As  regards  Treaty  stipulations  on  this 
point,  they  do  not  exist;  as  regards 
practice,  we  are  not  in  the  least 
prohibited  from  the  access  to  the  Bey 
we  have  previously  enjoyed.  The 
noble  Earl  could  see  no  difference  be- 
tween the  position  of  Tunis  and  that 
of  Tripoli ;  out  there  are  gpreat  differ- 
ences. In  one  the  authority  of  the  Sul- 
tan is  purely  of  a  nominal  character ;  in 
the  otner  tibere  has  been  active  inter- 
ference in  many  ways.  Indeed,  in  Tunis 
the  French  and  the  Italians  deny  the 
suzerainty  of  the  Porte ;  but  as  to  Tri- 
poli, all  the  Powers  are  united  in  ad- 
mitting that  it  is  a  portion  of  the  Otto- 
man Empire.  I  am  sure,  from  what  he 
said,  that  the  noble  Earl  approves  our 
policy.  We  have  adopted  the  Treaty  of 
Berlin;  we  have  endeavoured,  and  we 
shall  endeavour,  to  remove  any  difficulty 
in  the  way  of  fulfilling  the  conditions  of 
that  Treaty.  We  beueve  that  if  all  the 
conditions  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin  are 
harried  out  there  is  no  reason  whatever 
why  the  Sultan  should  not  maintain  his 
authori^  in  Turkey,  and  we  desire  that 
he  should  do  so.  As  to  Tripoli,  all  we 
have  done,  and  it  was  clearly  our  duty, 
is  this — in  the  most  friendly,  and,  I 
flatter  myself,  the  most  courteous  manner, 
we  gave  our  opinion  with  absolute  frank- 
ness to  France,  and  France  has  returned 
assurances  of  a  most  definite  character. 
The  noble  Earl  has  intimated  that  there 
may  be  some  doubt  about  those  assur- 
ances ;  but  I  cannot  think  it  is  desirable 
that  in  this  House  we  should  question 
the  perfectly  definite  and  clear  assur- 
ances given  by  the  Governments  of 
great  and  friendly  Powers.  For  one,  I 
certainly  wish  to  rely  on  those  assur- 
ances. I  quite  admit  that  in  inter- 
national affairs  those  who  are  charged 
with  the  conduct  of  the  foreign  relations 
of  a  country  must  not  take  everything 
for  granted,  but  must  keep  their  eyes 
open,  and  must  be  prepared,  when  occa- 
sion arises,  to  act  in  the  manner  required 
by  the  interests  of  their  countrv.  With 
reeard  to  our  position,  I  really  do  not 
think  I  have  any  information  to  g^ve 
wiHi  regard  either  to  Tunis  or  Tripoli 
beyond  what  is  to  be  found  in  the  Papers 


presented  to  this  House,  and  I  must 
return  my  thanks  to  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  Lamington)  for  having 
spoken  of  them  as  so  very  satisfac- 
tory. 

Lord  STEATHEDEN  un>  CAMP- 
BELL :  My  Lords,  at  this  time  of  the 
Session  and  this  hour  of  the  evening  it 
is  not  easy  to  command  the  favour  of 
the  House  on  a  great  subject.  If  I  de- 
sired to  express  at  all  completely  the 
ideas  which  have  occurred  to  me  during 
the  course  of  the  transaction,  or  during 
the  long  interval  in  which  the  Notice 
was  delayed,  I  ought  to  look  to  other 
channels  for  producing  them.  But  as  I 
fully  share  the  view  of  my  noble  Friend 
who  brouffht  the  Motion  forward,  as  the 
two  speeches  we  have  heard  have  both 
of  them  been  adverse  to  it,  and  as  I  am 
led  to  think  he  counts  on  my  support,  I 
feel  bound,  however  brief  and  hurried 
it  may  be,  if  possible,  to  give  it.  The 
noble  Lord  who  followed  him  indulged 
in  some  extraordinary  criticism.  He 
complained  that  the  subject  was  too  fre- 
quently adverted  to.  Since  the  end  of 
«fune  it  has  never  been  adverted  to  at 
all,  although  its  phases  have  been  mul- 
tiplying. Before  that  time,  all  the  No- 
tices on  Tunis  came  from  his  side  of  the 
House.  The  question  has  never  until 
to-day  been  introduced  upon  these 
Benches.  What  is  more  material,  the 
House  has  never  until  to-day  had  any 
opportunity  to  pronounce  a  judgment  on 
the  character  of  the  transaction.  The 
noble  Lord  has  laid  down  as  a  maxim  that 
the  assurances  of  foreign  Governments 
should  be  accepted  as  substantial.  It 
may  be  satisfactory  that  such  a  maxim 
should  proceed  from  any  quarter  to 
which  foreign  policy  has  been  a  theme 
of  meditation  or  discussion.  But  the 
noble  Lord  does  not  go  so  far  as  to  con- 
tend that  assurances  may  be  relied  on 
when  they  are  shown  to  be  illusory. 
Oan  he  maintain  that  the  assurances  of 
the  French  Government  have  been  per- 
formed? The  whole  series  of  events 
involves  a  constant  violation  of  them. 
I  listened  with  much  attention  to  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary 
of  State,  but  could  not  ascertain  from  it 
a  single  ground  on  which  the  present 
Motion  is  objected  to.  It  is  not  a  Mo- 
tion to  reflect  on  the  proceedings  of  the 
Government,  which  I  may,  ^erefore, 
now  pass  over.  It  is  a  Motion  to  afi^m 
that  interference  with  Ottoman  domi- 
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nion  in  North  Africa  tends  to  en- 
danger the  peace  of  Europe.  In  that 
sense  alone  would  I  discuss  it. 

There  is  one  part  of  the  subject  which 
tends,  perhaps,  more  rapidly  than  any 
other  to  the  conclusion  my  noble  Friend 
has  recommended  to  us.  The  French  Gh>- 
Temment  maintain — to  justify  their  vio- 
lence— that  Tunis  is  not  incorporated  in 
the  Ottoman  Empire.     In  that  manner 
they  admit  that  if  Tunis  is  incorporated 
in  the  Ottoman  Empire  they  have  been 
led  into  considerable  errors.     But,  ac- 
cording to  the  Foreign  Office,  and  the 
noble  Earl  presiding  in  it,  there  is  no 
doubt  at  all  upon   the  subject.      The 
French  Government  is  thus  condemned 
and  reprimanded  by  the  British  Govern- 
ment in  spite  of  all  its  friendly  language 
and   ingenious    connivance.      But    the 
British  Government    is  condemned  by 
itself,  since,  if  Tunis  is  a  portion  of  the 
Ottoman    Empire,    Ghreat    Britain  was 
bound  either  to  insure  its  safety  or  to 
protest  against  its  violation.    The  posi- 
tion of  the  British  Government  is,  there- 
fore, fatally  untenable.     They  shelter 
the  accused,  while  they  reject  the  plea 
on  which  alone  he  can  defend  himself. 
The  French  Government  can  only  vin- 
dicate itself  by  a  successful  reference  to 
history  and  to  Treaties.    But  no  such 
reference  suffices.     The  connection   of 
Tunis  and  the  Ottoman  Empire  has  had 
so  many  illustrations  that  it  is  really 
difficult  to  choose  out  of  the  number 
which  to  bring  before  your  Lordships. 
My  noble  Friend  has  mentioned  one  I 
never  heard  before,  and  which  appears 
to  me  conclusive — namely,   that,  in  a 
Conference  which  happened  at  Vienna, 
before  the  negotiations  and  the  Treaties 
of  1856,    France   acknowledged,   in   a 
formal  way,  the  dependency  of  Tunis 
on  the  Sultan.     It  is  worth  while  to 
add  a   circumstance  which  shows  that 
during   the   whole   Crimean    War  she 
systematically  recognized    it.      During 
the  Crimean    War  Tunis  was   contri- 
buting   a  military  force  to  the  united 
Armies    which    upheld    the    Ottoman 
Empire     against    Bussia.       She    was 
either   a  £fth  Ally,  in  the  same  rank 
with  the  Sublime  Porte,  with  France, 
Great  Britain,  and  Sardinia,  or  else  a 
Vassal  of  the  former.     She  was  not  a 
fifth   Ally  of  the  co-operating  Powers, 
or  history  would  have    mentioned    it. 
She  therefore   acted — and  France  con- 
sidered her  to  act — on  the  obligation  of 
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a  Vassal  sending  a  contingent  to  the 
Suzerain.    Where  is  the  reply?     But 
did  Tunis,  after  the  Crimean  War,  be- 
come divested  of  the  status  which  then 
undoubtedly  belonged  to  her  ?    So  late 
as  1863,  M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys,  the  Minis- 
ter of  Foreign  Affairs,  when  it  was 
attempted  to  negotiate  a  Tunisian  loan 
at  Paris,  pointed  out  that  the  authority 
of  the  Sultan  ought  to  be  invoked  to 
give  it  the  validity  it  wanted.     Since 
1863  has  Tunis  ceased  to  be  dependent? 
To  support  the  argument  is  useless ;  but 
M.  Eousseau,  the  French  Consul,  and 
author  of  the  Annaht  ISintitennes,  would 
gjive  voluminous  materials  for  doing  so. 
When  the  French  and  British  Govern- 
ments have  both  been  led  into  a  posi- 
tion they  are  not  able  to  defend  their 
influence  is  lowered;    and  when  their 
influence  is  lowered  the  peace  of  Europe 
is  less  secure  than  otherwise  it  would  be. 
My  Lords,  the  Motion  gains  new  sup- 
port by  remarking  what  might  have 
oeen  done,  and  what  has  been  omitted, 
as  to  Italy.      It  is  allowed  that  the 
Italian  Government  were  anxious,  and 
in  some  degree  impatient,  to  combine 
with  us  in  such  precautionary  measures 
as  might  have  guarded  Tunis  aeainst 
the  fate  which  has  befallen  it.    Italy, 
since    1870,   when    her    unity  became 
complete,  has  been  a  great,  a  splendid, 
and  an  unappropriated  element  to  tempt 
the  labour  of  oiplomacy.     She  has  re- 
sided in  the  air  without  a  bias  or  direc- 
tion, except  so  far  as  Germany  in  some 
degree  controlled  her.    At  length,  the 
opportunity  to  draw  her  strongly  to  the 
objects  of  Great  Britain,  which  are  not 
alien  to  her  own,  was  forced  upon  the 
Government.    It  was  abandonea  for  no 
purpose.     To  defend  the  latter  phrase 
it  is  essential  for  a  moment  to  advert  to 
a  prevailing  fallacy,  which  is  not  leas 
unfounded  than  prevailing,  and  which, 
indeed,  appears  to  underlie  the  whole 
course  the   Government  have  followed 
as  to  Tunis.  There  is  a  general  assump- 
tion that  France  is  an  AUy  to  be  on  that 
account  conciliated  or  condoned  in  any 
deviation  she  adopts,  until  it  reaches 
great  or  insupportable  extremibr.    No 
doubt,   in  disposition  and    in  feeling, 
since  the  War  of  1870  the  relations  of 
France  and  Great  Britain  have  main- 
tained-—down  to  the  present  year — their 
former  cordiality.     But  alliance,  in  the 
sense  of  common  action,  perished  with 
the  Empire.     It  perished  as  the  flag 
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descended  from  the  TuiUeries  at  half- 
past  3  o'clock  on  the  memorable  4th  of 
September — ail  incident  which  cannot  be 
forgotten  by  those  who  happened  to  ob- 
serre  it.  From  that  time  France  has 
had  but  two  pre-occupations — exter- 
nally, at  least — ^nrst,  to  withstand  cala- 
mities which  multiplied  around  her, 
then  to  recover  the  posjition  she  held  in 
Europe  before  the  war  with  Germany 
affected  it.  She  has  not  been  able  or 
disposed  to  share  the  line,  and  to  pur- 
sue the  objects  of  Ghreat  Britain  as  she 
used  to  do.  She  has  not  been  able  or 
disposed  to  yenture  upon  any  course  by 
whidi  Bussia  would  oe  alienated.  So 
deeply  was  the  situation  felt  in  1871, 
that  at  the  Black  Sea  Conference  of 
London,  under  the  auspices  of  the  noble 
Earl  the  Secretary  of  State,  it  was  not 
thought  worth  while  to  wait  for  her 
Ambassador  before  commencing  the 
proceedings.  However,  that  is  but  an 
isolated  proof  which  leads  to  others 
more  convincing.  When  the  Eastern 
Question  re-appeared  in  1874,  over  a 
series  of  transactions  in  which  her 
aid  would  have  been  precious  and  her 
countenance  important-— the  alliance  of 
the  three  Emperors;  the  Herzegovinian, 
Servian,  and  Bulgarian  rebellions ;  the 
war  which  they  produced,  the  negotia- 
tions which  preceded  it — the  voice  of 
France,  which  so  powerfully  operated  in 
1853,  was  altogether  wanting.  Even  at 
the  Oongress  of  Berlin — except  as  re- 
Murda  Ghreece — you  cannot  urge  that 
France  had  any  telling  weight  in  the 
direction  it  adopted.  The  French  alliance, 
therefore,  we  had  lost  by  no  fault  on 
either  side,  but  by  events  which  violently 
drew  one  Power  into  a  different  set  of 
calculations  and  of  thoughts  from  that 
which  used  to  bind  the  two  to  one  an- 
other. Until  the  reclamation  of  Alsace 
and  Lorraine  has  been  achieved,  or 
else  until  it  is  de[n)aired  of,  the  gpreatest 
minds  and  soundest  combinations  will 
not  restore  a  French  alliance  which  is 
more  than  negative  and  formal.  Since 
France  is  unattainable,  whatever  lan- 
gpoage  she  may  hold,  whatever  Bulers 
may  direct  her,  you  have  to  look  to 
other  Western  Powers  as  a  substitute. 
Oiie  affair  of  Tunis,  although  sinister  in 
itself,  presented  such  a  chance  of  gain- 
ing Italy  as  had  never  before  occurred, 
and  is  not  likely  to  come  back  again. 
But  we  have  failed  to  grasp  what  might 
have  been  a  substance  in  order  to  retain 


— at  no  little  cost  of  dignity — what  must, 
until  another  epoch  has  been  opened, 
continue  to  be  nothing  but  a  shadow. 
Italy  is  not  only  xmattached  and  imde- 
cided  in  her  policy,  but  embittered 
against  France  and  discontented  with 
G&eat  Britain.  The  peace  of  Europe  be- 
comes endangered  by  her  attitude. 

If  we  examine  the  question  still  more 
closely,  it  seems  to  me  that  such  inter- 
ference with  the  Ottoman  Empire  in 
North  Africa  tends  to  European  war 
under  two  categories.  It  tends,  in  the 
first  instance,  to  re-establish  an  anta- 
gonism between  France  and  Great  Bri- 
tain, which  we  had  hoped  that  many 
centuries  of  strife  had  finished  and  ex- 
hausted. The  division  is  produced  when 
Tunis  is  encroached  upon ;  becomes  more 
grave  when  Tripoli  is  compromised; 
should  Eg^t  be  involved,  is  certain  to 
be  more  thoroughly  accentuated.  In 
Egypt  elements  of  variance  between 
France  and  Ghreat  Britain  are  abundant; 
if  only  because  one  Power  designed  the 
Canal  the  other  has  the  greater  interest 
in  using  and  preserving  it.  Whatever 
nourishes  a  French  ascendancy  in  Egypt 
must  embitter  the  relations  of  the  coim- 
tries.  The  comparative  tranquillity  of 
France  has  been  purchased  by  struggles 
and  by  sacrifices  which  elude  the  grasp 
of  the  historian — of  which  no  picture 
can  be  adequate.  It  cannot  be  denied 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
helped  her  to  resume  the  demon  of 
aggression  and  rapacity  against  which 
William  III.  first  led  us  to  protest,  and 
which  the  Duke  of  WeUington  was 
thought  at  last  to  have  exorcised.  But 
it  is  not  only  by  reviving  discord  be- 
tween the  leading  Western  Powers  that 
the  risk  of  European  war  has  been  pro- 
moted. We  ought  to  bear  in  mind  the 
consequences  of  that  discord.  As  soon 
as  it  is  felt,  an  irresistible  temptation  to 
revive  the  troubles  of  the  Eastern  Ques- 
tion is  administered.  Greece  observes 
the  moment  for  reclaiming  the  Frontier 
which  a  recent  Conference  imprudently 
propounded.  Bussia  is  invited  to  cross 
the  Pruth  again,  if  only  to  adjust  the 
difficulties  of  Bulgaria.  Germany  and 
Austria  can  hardly  look  on  such  a  move- 
ment with  indifference.  But,  disregard- 
ing these  contingencies,  it  cannot  be 
assumed  that  the  Ottoman  Empire  will 
always  be  disposed  to  leave  invasion  un- 
resisted. The  experience  of  1877  forbids 
such  an  assumption. 
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But  it  is  not  enoneh  to  show  that  aoy 
Motion  IB  correct,  unless  it  is  seen,  at  the 
asme  time,  tliat  it  would  be  produotive  of 
adranta^  to  adopt  it.  In  France  there 
is  a  oonsiderable  party  opposed  to  the 
agg^oBsion  upon  Tunis,  which  has  found 
Oi^ans  in  the  Duo  de  Broglie  and  M. 
Clemenceau — great  names  abroad,  of 
which  the  first,  at  least,  ia  known  in 
this  country.  They  eeeni  to  represent 
extremes  of  opposite  opinion,  although 
concurring  on  this  subject.  The  debate 
in  the  Chamber  of  Deputies  on  the  23rd 
of  )lay,  the  debate  in  the  Senate  on 
the  25th  of  July,  reveal  the  current  of 
opinion  which  the  voice  of  this  House 
irould  tend  to  dignify  and  strengthen. 
Another  result  to  which  the  Motion,  if 
adopted,  may  contribute  is  that  of  warn- 
ing the  French  Qovemment  itself  that 
lawless  and  insulting  policy  directed  to 
enoroBoh  upon  the  Ottoman  £mpire,  and 
not  directed  to  replace  it,  has  found  a 
just  interpretation,  and  may  provoke  a 
serious  discouragement.  They  may  be 
led  to  see  that  such  a  pohcy  will  make 
the  recovery  of  Alsace  and  Lorraine 
■  more  difflciut  than  otherwise  it  would 
be ;  that  Allies  will  not  bo  found  to  put 
an  end  to  losses  and  to  remedy  disasters 
which,  instead  of  being  a  school  of  mode- 
ration and  forbearance,  have  excited  a 
contempt  for  right  and  hunger  for  dis- 
turbance. If,  therefore,  my  noble  Friend 
thinks  proper  to  divide  the  House,  I 
shall  give  an  unhesitating  vote  in  favour 
of  his  Motion. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  tri^A- 

House  adjourned  at  25  minutes  to  8 
P.M.  during  pleasure. 

House  resumed  at  25  minutes  to  8  a.m. 

The  Earl  of  Cork — Chosen  Speaker  in 
the  absence  of  TheLosD  Chahoellob  and 

The  LoKD  COUUISSIORBR. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELANU)  BILL, 
Betumed  from  the  Commons  with  an  amend- 
meot  made  by  the  Lords  to  which  the  CammonB 
had  disagreed  and  on  which  the  Lords  have  in- 
nstod,  affrttd  to  ;  and  with  sover&l  of  the  fur- 
ther ameodmeiitB  made  by  the  Lords,  itgrttd  to  ; 
■ev«ral  agreed  to,  with  amendments,  and  with 
consequential  amendmeiita  to  the  Bill ;  and 
■everal  diiagritd  to,  with  reasons  for  such  dls- 
Bgreement :  The  said  amendments  aad  reasons 
to  be  printed,  and  to  he  considered  To-morroic. 
{No.2U.)    • 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 


Three  o'clock  a. 


,  UUa 


before  Five  o  dock. 


Zord  SfratMtH  imd  ComfbiH 


lOnSE    OF    COMMONS, 


Monday,  I5th  Augiut,  181 


MINUTES.]  — S«LBOr  ComimME  —  StptH— 
Kitchen  and  Refreehineiit  Booms  (House  ef 

Commons)  [No.  400]. 
SfolutioM  in  Committee— THiXY  ahd  Abxt  Ex- 

PBXDITCKI,    1S79-S0. 

BiLM  ~  Firt  1 


Schools  (Ireland)  •  [262]. 
'}ieand   Readinj—^ajal  University  o 
[247] ;  PoUen  FuOung  (Ireland)  piS]. 


Referred  to  Sehet   Oommittti — Soleiit  Havin- 

tionrao:;. 

Third  Sending— EaA  Indisn  Bailw^  (Bedmip- 

ttoa    of    Annuities)  *    [244] ;     (joasolidsted 
Fund  [No.  4)  •  tmdpamd,  with  s  new  Title, 
yirtrfrnien— Married  Women's   Frapeity  (>»■ 
oomm.)  •  [106]. 

QVESTIOJfS. 


IHEIiAND— PH(BNIX  PAEK. 

Mb.  HEALT  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
By  whose  authority  intakes  are  made  in 
the  Phoenix  Park  to  the  exclusion  of  the 
public ;  and,  if  he  will  state  the  name 
and  number  of  the  clubs  or  institutions 
for  which  enclosures  and  ground  have 
been  granted,  the  dates  at  which  the 
permission  was  granted,  and  the  acre- 
age from  which  the  public  are  now  shut 
out  in  each  case  ? 

LoBD  FEEDEfeiCK  CAVENDISH : 
Sir,  as  this  Question  relates  to  the  Board 
of  Works,  I  have  to  answer  it  on  bdialf 
of  the  Treasury.  Intakes  in  the  Pbcenix 
Park  are  made  by  the  authority  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  and  Treasury.  The 
clubs  for  which  Inclosures  have  been 
granted  are  the  "Phcsnix,"  the  "Civil 
Service,"  and  the  "Qarrison"  cricket 
clubs,  at  the  respective  dates  of  1837, 
1863,  and  1 877  ;  and  about  13  acres  ^- 
together  are  inclosed  for  them.  Some 
land  has  also  been  set  aside  this  year  as 
a  cricket  ground  for  working  men  ;  this 
is  not  indosed,  but  the  public  are  re- 
quested by  notice  not  ta  injure  it. 


Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  following  paragraph  from 
the  "  Limerick  Beporter  "  :^ 
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'*  In  this  city  on  Saturday  eyening,  Joly  SOth, 
a  quarrel  arose  between  some  soldiers,  and  one 
of  them,  Private  Batdiff,  of  the  9th  Regiment, 
lost  his  cap.  He^  said  he  should  have  a  head- 
drees,  and  rushing  at  Fathers  Hammersley 
and  O'Flaherty,  of  the  Dominican  Order,  who 
were  walking  down  Henry  Street,  he  locked 
the  hat  o£f  tiie  head  of  the  latter  clergyman 
and  kicked  it  about ; " 

and,  if  he  can  state  how  the  soldier  has 
been  dealt  with  ? 

Mb.  CHTLDEES:  Sir,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member  I  haye  to  state  tlukt  I 
have  inquired  into  the  facts  of  the  case. 
It  appears  that  two  soldiers  of  the  Nor- 
folk Begiment  were  taking  a  third,  who 
was  not  sober,  to  barracks.  They  took 
his  cap  and  stick  from  him,  on  which 
he    went  up   to  two  Boman  Catholic 

friests  who  were  passing  and  snatched 
'ather  O'Flaherty^s  hat  off.  On  this 
he  was  set  upon  by  some  bystanders, 
and  with  difficulty  rescued  by  the 
two  priests.  The  commanding  officer 
at  once  wrote  to  Father  O'Flaherty  ex- 
pressing his  regret,  and  that  gentleman 
called  the  next  day  at  the  barracks  and 
requested  that  the  man  might  be  let  off, 
saying  that  he  thought  the  man  intended 
no  insult  to  his  sacred  office,  and  that  in 
a  drunken  freak  he  would  have  taken 
anybody's  hat.  The  commanding  officer 
yeiy  properly  declined  to  let  the  man 
off,  and  punished  him  with  fine  and  im- 
prisonment. 

Mb.  BEDMOND  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  directed  to  a  riot  which  oc- 
oorred  between  the  military  and  the 
people  in  New  Boss,  on  the  evening  of 
Monday  August  8th ;  whether  he  has 
inquired  into  the  origin  of  the  disturb- 
ance; whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in 
the  "  Standard  "  of  August  9th,  that  it 
arose  in  consequence  of  a  number  of 
soldiers  publicly  insulting  the  Pope  in 
the  streets  of  New  Boss;  and,  what 
steps  he  has  taken  in  the  matter  ? 

Mb.  OHILDEBS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member  I  have  to  state  that  I 
find  that  two  men  in  a  public-house  in 
New  Boss  were,  on  the  8th  instant, 
attacked  by  a  mob  of  roughs,  who  stoned 
them  through  the  windows  and  beat 
them  with  the  publican's  bottles.  They 
were  knocked  down,  badly  kicked,  and 
with  difficulty  rescued.  Several  of  the 
mob  are  about  to  be  prosecuted,  and  I 
would,  therefore,  rather  say  no  more  on 
the  subject  at  present,  except  that,  ac- 
eordiag  to  the  report  of  the  command- 


ing officer,  the  men  gave  no  provoca- 
tion. Two  other  men  on  their  way  home 
to  barracks  were  also  set  upon  and 
beaten.  With  respect  to  the  cnarge  of 
publicly  insulting  the  Pope,  I  can  only 
say  that  when  I  read  the  hon.  Member's 
Question,  I  directed  special  inquiries  to 
be  made,  and  that  the  commanding  offi- 
cer assures  me  that  he  can  find  no  trace 
of  the  supposed  occurrence,  or  even  of 
such  a  charge  having  been  made  before 
the  attack  on  the  soldiers.  If  they  were 
guilty  of  it  they  would  have  committed 
not  only  a  military,  but  also  an  eccle- 
siastical offence,  as  they  are  all  four 
Boman  Catholics. 

POST  OFFICE— WAGES  OF  LETTER 
CARRIERS  (IRELAND). 

Mb.  DAWSON  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  he  will  raise  the 
wages  of  the  letter-carriers  in  Ireland 
to  the  same  standard  as  that  which 
exists  in  England  for  corresponding 
duties  ? 

Mb.  FAWOETT,  in  reply,  said,  that 
in  consequence  of  memorials  he  had  re- 
ceived not  only  from  Ireland,  but  from 
all  parts  of  the  country,  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  the  remuneration  of  letter-car- 
riers was  under  careful  consideration, 
and  that  until  a  general  decision  had 
been  arrived  at  he  was  not  prepared  to 
give  any  promise  on  the  subject. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND  —  PROCESS  SERV- 
ING, CO.  GALWAY. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  he  has  seen  the  state- 
ment that  a  bailiff,  with  a  force  of  over 
one  himdred  police,  under  command  of 
a  resident  magistrate  and  a  sub-inspec- 
tor, assembled  at  Ballinamore  Bridge, 
county  Galway,  on  Monday  last,  for  the 
purpose  of  serving  writs  for  rent  for  a 
landlord  named  Synnott;  if  it  is  true 
that  no  writs  were  served,  as  no  such 
landlord  has  an  estate  in  county  Gal- 
way ;  and,  what  was  the  expense  of  the 
expedition  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  facts  appeared  to  be  correctly 
stated  in  the  Question,  except  that  60, 
and  not  100  police,  were  employed.  The 
cost  of  the  expedition  was  £21  19i.  lOi. 
The  police  were  endeavouring  to  find  out 
who  the  solicitor  in  the  case  was. 
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Mb.  BIGKJAE  asked  whether  the 
whole  thing  was  not  a  hoax  upon  the 
authorities  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  :  That  is  ex- 
actly what  we  do  not  know  yet,  and  what 
we  are  endeavouring  to  find  out. 

PRISONS  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1877— SUPER- 
ANNUATION OF  ROMAN  CATHOLIC 
CHAPLAIN  AT  CARRICK  ON  SHANNON 
GAOL. 

Major  O'BEIENE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  under 
the  Prisons  Act  of  1877,  the  Reverend 
Thomas  Fitzgerald,  Homan  Catholic 
chaplain  for  seventeen  years  of  Carrick 
on  Shannon  Gaol,  was  entitled  to  a  super- 
annuation allowance  of  two-thirds  of 
his  salary  as  chaplain,  or  a  sum  of 
£26  138.  4d,f  and  whether,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  he  has  only  been  granted  £5  by 
the  fi^and  jury  of  the  county  Leitrim ; 
whether  this  sum  is  proportionate  to  the 
superannuation  granted  to  other  prison 
officials ;  and,  whether  the  Government 
will  takiB  any  steps  to  remedy  the  griev- 
ance? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  facts  were  correctly  stated ;  but 
the  matter  was  one  which  rested  with  the 
Grand  Jury,  and  the  Government  had 
no  power  of  interference.  If  the  Grand 
Jury  wished  to  charge  the  county  with 
a  larger  pension,  the  Treasury  would,  no 
doubt,  entertain  any  recommendation 
they  chose  to  make.  He  found  that 
augmented  pensions  were  awarded  to 
two  other  officials,  in  one  case  in  con- 
sideration of  long  and  faithful  service  of 
17  years  and  eight  months;  and  in  the 
other,  in  consequence  of  the  officer  hav- 
ing served  13  years  and  10  months,  and 
having  been  disabled  in  the  discharge 
of  his  duty. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND). 

Major  O'BEIENE  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  If  it  is  a  fact  that  daily 
postal  communication  has  recently  been 
established  between  Buckode,  county 
Leitrim,  and  other  parts  of  the  said 
county ;  and,  if  it  is  likewise  a  fact  that 
a  far  gpreater  correspondence  passes 
annually  through  the  Post  Office  at 
Glenade,  county  Leitrim,  and,  if  such  is 
the  ease,  if  he  will  explain  why  the  re- 
peated request  of  the  inhabitants  of 
ulenade  to  have  a  daily  postal  commu- 


nication to  other  parts  of  the  county 
Leitrim  has  not  been  granted  ? 

Mr.  FAWCETT,  in  reply,  said,  that 
arrangements  had  been  made  for  daily 
postal  communication  in  the  districts  in 
question. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— MAIMING  OF 
CATTLE  IN  CO.  KILKENNY. 

Mr.  MAEIJM  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  Eeport  appearing  in  the  ''New 
Eoss  Standard ''  newspaper  of  a  Land 
League  meeting  held  in  Innistrogue,  in 
the  county  Kilkenny,  and  presided  over 
by  the  Eev.  John  Lynagh,  O.O.,  whereby 
it  appears  that  Mr.  Henry  Miller  and 
Patnck  White,  of  that  locality,  had  been 
arrested  under  the  Coercion  Act  for  an 
alleged  ''maiming  of  cattle;"  that,  sub- 
sequently thereto,  a  yearling  bull,  the 
sole  subject-matter  of  the  alleged  injuiy, 
was  examined  by  a  competent  veterinary 
surgeon,  viz.  Mr.  A.  S.Jones,  M.E.C.  V.8., 
who  has  given  his  opinion,  as  per  formal 
certificate  furnished,  that  the  alleged  in- 
jury was  not  caused,  as  set  forth  in  the 
informations,  by  any  sharp  instrument, 
but  most  probably  was  the  result  of  an 
accident ;  and,  whether,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, he  will  have  these  arrests 
reconsidered,  and  the  parties,  respect- 
able men,  discharged  from  prison  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  seen  the  report  referred  to.  He 
found  that  the  examination  of  the  ve- 
terinary surgeon  was  made  after  a  period 
of  three  weeks  from  the  date  of  the 
offence.  He  did  not  consider  that  the 
report  would  lead  them  to  make  any 
difference  in  dealing  with  the  case. 

BOROUGH  OF  GALWAY  (IRELAND)— 
THE  FREEMAN'S  ROLL. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  When  the 
Keeper  of  the  Freeman's  Eoll  in  the 
Borough  of  Galway  last  held  a  court  for 
the  admission  of  Freemen ;  and,  whether 
any  notice  of  holding  such  a  court  has 
been  given  by  the  recently  appointed 
holder  of  the  office  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEBAL  fob 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Law),  in  reply,  said, 
the  Keeper  last  held  a  Court  for  the  ad- 
mission of  Freemen  in  January,  1876. 
The  present  Keeper  proposed  holding  a 
Court  onthefirstXhuxiBday  of  neztmondu 
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CHELSEA  HOSPITAL— BITEIALS. 

Mr.  DIGK-PEDDIE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  the 
oase  that  all  pensioners  of  Chelsea  Hos- 
pitaly  whether  they  be  Wesleyans,  Pres- 
Dyterians,  or  other  Nonconformists, 
Soman  Catholics  or  Episcopalians,  are, 
when  they  die  in  the  hospital,  buried 
according  to  the  rights  of  the  Church 
of  England ;  and,  whether,  if  it  be  the 
oase,  he  will  take  steps  to  secure  hence- 
forth for  pensioners  the  right  of  burial 
according  to  the  forms  of  their  own  re- 
ligious denominations,  as  is  the  case  in 
the  Army? 

Mb.  ORTTiDERS :  Sir,  I  belieye  that 
some  misunderstanding  on  the  subject 
of  the  Burial  Service  over  Presbyterian 
pensioners  at  Chelsea  Hospital  has 
arisen  between  the  Commissioners  and 
the  gentleman  who  is  doing  temporary 
duty  for  the  Presbyterian  chaplain  on 
leave.  On  the  return  of  the  latter,  I  will 
look  into  the  matter ;  and,  no  doubt,  the 
Commissioners  of  Chelsea  Hospital  will 
act  on  my  advice.  I  have,  as  my  hon. 
Friend  probably  knows,  no  official  con- 
trol over  them. 

CHABITABLE   TRUSTS  —  BURKSTONE- 
LE-WILLOWS  CHARITIES. 

Mb.  BUET  asked  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council,  If  he  can  state  whether 
it  is  a  fact  that  in  February  last  the 
Charity  Commissioners  were  asked  for 
a  copy  of  the  balance  sheet  of  the  Burk- 
8tone-le- Willows  (Lincolnshire)  Chari- 
ties; that  the  Commissioners  replied 
that  no  balance  sheet  had  been  received 
for  many  years,  though  application  had 
been  made  to  the  clergyman  for  one; 
that  no  balance  sheet  can  be  obtained 
from  the  Charity  Commissioners,  or  from 
anyone  else;  and,  if  the  facts  be  cor- 
rectly stated,  whether  he  can  compel 
obedience  to  the  Law,  which  makes  it 
imperative  that  these  returns  shall  bo 
published  annually  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  Sir,  no  accounts 
of  the  Charities  in  this  parish  having 
been  received  at  the  office  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners  for  several  years,  they 
caused  an  application  to  be  made  for 
them  to  the  rector  and  churchwardens 
on  the  26th  of  February  last.  Accounts 
for  the  years  1876,  1877,  1878,  and  1879 
were  received  on  the  21st  of  March,' 
1881,  but,  being  imperfect,  were  re- 
tltmed  for  the  purpose  of  amendment* 


They  have  not  since  been  received  back ; 
but  the  application  for  them  has  been 
renewed,  and  their  production  will  be 
required  by  the  Charity  Commissioners. 

CRIME  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES)— RE- 
TURN OF  ASSAULTS  WITH  VIO- 
LENCE. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  he  will  cause  to  be  prepared 
and  lay  upon  the  Table,  early  next  Ses- 
sion, a  Eetum,  showing,  for  the  years 
1880  and  1881,  the  number  and  descrip- 
tion of  assaults  with  violence  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  and  the  punishment 
awarded  in  each  case  ? 

Sir  WILLLAM  HARCOURT,  in 
reply,  said,  he  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  find  what  he  wanted  in  the 
judicial  statistics,  where  assaults  were 
classified. 

IRELAND—REGISTRATION  OF  BIRTHS, 

&c.,  BELFAST. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  it  be  true  that  the  registration  of 
births,  deaths,  and  marriages,  in  the 
districts  over  which  Dr.  Martin  and  Dr. 
Torrens  are  appointed  resistrars  in  the 
electoral  division  of  Belfast,  has  been, 
for  the  past  five  or  six  years,  and  at  pre- 
sent continues  to  be,  conducted  by  Robert 
Humphrey,  publican,  of  41,  Grosvenor 
Street,  Belfast,  who  is  ineligible  by  Law 
from  holding  the  office  of  deputy  regis- 
trar, he  being  a  person  engaged  in  the 
retailing  of  wines,  spirits,  and  beer;  if 
it  be  true  that  this  disqualification  has 
been  made  known  to  Dr.  Martin,  Dr. 
Torrens,  and  Mr.  Boyce,  Superintendent 
of  the  Belfast  Union  Registrations,  and 
that  they,  or  neither  of  them,  have  taken 
any  steps  to  discontinue  these  illegal 
registrations;  if  it  be  true  that  two- 
thirds  of  the  registrations  are  recorded 
in  the  public-house,  of  which  Humphrey 
is  the  owner,  and  in  which  he  resides ; 
if  it  be  correct  that  the  said  public-house 
is  outside  either  of  the  districts  for  which 
Humphrey  is  appointed  deputy  registrar, 
thereby  forming  not  only  a  source  of 
inconvenience  but  of  absolute  illegality, 
and  in  every  respect  at  variance  with  the 
rules  laid  down  for  the  guidance  of 
registrars  of  births,  deaths,  and  mar- 
riages ;  if  it  be  true  that,  when  Inspector 
Mitchell  required  the  books  for  checking 
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purposes,  they  were  found  to  contain  a 
large  number  of  incomplete  entries ;  if 
it  be  true  that  a  report  of  this  circum- 
stance was  made  by  Inspector  Mitchell 
without  any  subsequent  action  being 
taken  thereon ;  if  it  be  true  that  the  Eegis- 
trar  General  has  been  made  acquainted 
with  Humphrey'slegal  disqualification  to 
act  as  deputy  registrar ;  if  it  be  true  that 
the  Begistrar  General  was  personally 
interviewed  by  Humphrey  on  the  sub- 
ject, when  he  (the  Registrar  General) 
consented  to  give  him  three  months  to 
sell  his  public-house,  or  otherwise  to 
forfeit  the  ofS.ce  of  deputy  registrar ;  if 
it  be  true  that,  although  this  alleged 
compact  was  entered  into  more  than 
twelve  months  ago,  the  public-house  not 
having  been  yet  sold,  Humphrey  still 
remains  in  office ;  if,  upon  the  whole  of 
these  serious  charges,  he  is  prepared, 
on  behalf  of  the  Executive  Government, 
to  institute  a  rigid  inquiry  into  the  con- 
duct of  the  said  several  officials ;  is  he 
able  to  say  how  far  the  registrations 
efiPected  by  Humphrey  are  legcd ;  if  he 
will  not  consider  it  necessary  to  have 
fresh  legislation  on  the  subject  in  order 
to  legalise  what  has  been  illegally  exe- 
cuted;  is  it  a  fact  that  the  public-house 
of  Eobert  Humphrey  is  carried  on  in  the 
name  of  Bachel  Kennedy,  being  the 
name  of  his  wife  before  she  was  married 
to  Humphrey;  and,  whether  it  is  true 
that  he  requires  a  fee  varying  in  amount 
in  accordance  with  the  condition  of  the 
parties  on  the  occasion  of  the  registra- 
tion of  marriages  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
he  would  answer  the  hon.  Member's 
14  Questions  together.  On  inquiry,  he 
found  that  Robert  Humphrey  held  the 
office  of  Deputy  Registrar  of  the  two 
districts  referred  to  in  the  Question.  In 
1875,  he  married  a  widow  who  held  a 
spirit  licence.  That  licence,  even  if 
held  by  him  (Humphrey),  would  not 
constitute  a  legal  disability  in  reference 
to  the  office  of  registrar  ;  but  it  was  con- 
trary to  the  regulations.  Up  to  May, 
1880,  the  fact  of  his  marriage  was  un- 
known to  the  proper  officials ;  but,  in 
consequence  of  a  letter  addressed  to  the 
Registrar  General,  inquiries  were  made, 
and  the  fact  of  his  marriage  ascertained. 
Directions  were,  therefore,  given  to^  re- 
move Humphrey  from  office.  However, 
after  having  had  a  personcd  interview 
with  the  Registrar  General,  he  was 
allowed  to  continue  in  office  on  his  under- 


taking  to  dispose  of  his  wife's  licence 
within  a  month.  He  obtained  a  transfer 
of  the  licence  on  the  28th  June,  which 
he  exhibited  to  the  Registrar  General ; 
but  it  now  appeared  tnat  on  the  22nd 
December  last,  the  Recorder  refused  the 
transfer,  which  fact  was  not  reported  to 
the  Registrar  General.  Having  now 
ascertained  this  fact  the  Registrar  Ge- 
neral had  g^ven  orders  for  the  immediate 
removal  of  Humphrey  from  office.  Courts 
for  the  purpose  of  registration  were  held 
within  the  oounds  of  the  districts,  and 
though,  in  1878,  incomplete  entries  were 
discovered  on  the  part  of  Humphrey, 
their  legality  was  not  affected  by  the 
fact  that  his  wife  held  a  spirit  licence. 

INDIA— THE  NIZAM. 

General  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUB 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
If  he  will  cause  a  selection  of  Papers  for 
along  series  of  years  connected  with  the 
Government  of  the  Nizam  to  be  laid 
before  Parliament,  in  order  that  the  real 
state  of  the  relations  of  that  State  with 
the  Government  of  India  may  be  made 
known,  and  that  the  animadversions  on 
the  honour  and  character  of  the  Indiai^ 
Government  and  of  Indian  officers  may 
be  cleared  away,  or  substantiated  by  the 
publication  of  these  official  documents  ? 
He  had  put  the  Question  on  the  Paper, 
because  he  believed  the  time  had  come 
when  the  Government  of  India  ought  no 
longer  to  maintain  silence  on  this  matter. 
He  hoped  that  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  would  be 
able  to  give  a  satisfactory  reply  regard- 
ing these  proceedings. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  that  as  these 
Papers  would  take  some  time  to  get 
ready,  he  should  like  to  know  whether 
the  Secretary  of  State  or  the  Indian 
Government  had  the  slightest  suspicion 
that  any  of  these  allegations  could  be 
verified  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  that  with  regard  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Guild- 
ford (Mr.  Onslow)  he  could  not  add 
anything  to  the  statement  he  made  on 
Thursday  last.  In  reply  to  a  Question 
which  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Sir 
George  Balfour)  put  to  him  on  Thursday 
without  Notice,  he  said  that  he  felt  cer- 
tain that  the  greater  part  of  these  Papers 
were  of  so  confidential  a  character  that 
it  would  be  absolutely  impossible^  ooq* 
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sistentiiy  with  the  pnblio  interest,  to  lay 
them  on  the  Table.  Further  examina- 
tion of  them  had  convinced  him  that 
that  was  the  case,  and  that  although  it 
was  quite  possible  to  procure  some  of 
them,  the  gpreat  bulk  of  the  Papers,  and 
these  the  most  important,  could  not  pos- 
sibly be  produced.  It  was,  however, 
possible  that  the  Government  of  India, 
or  the  late  Resident  at  Hyderabad, 
might  think  it  necessary  to  make  some 
statement  with  reference  to  the  animad- 
versions referred  to.  If  any  such  state- 
ment should  be  made,  supported  by  the 
Oorrespondeuce,  he  should,  of  course, 
consider  whether  these  should  be  laid  on 
the  Table.  He  could  not  give  any 
further  reply  without  commuuication 
with  the  Government  of  India. 

PERU— REPORTED  ROBBERY  OF 

JEWELLERY  AND   MONEY  FROM  THE 

BRITISH  VICE  CONSULATE 

AT  LIMA. 

Mb.  ALEXANDER  M'ARTHUR 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  reported  robbery  of 

J'ewellery  and  money  deposited  at  the 
British  Vice  Consulate  at  Lima  for  safety 
on  the  approach  of  the  Chilians ;  and, 
what  is  tne  nature  of  the  information  on 
ihia  subject  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  received ;  and,  if  the  re- 
port be  true,  whether  a  searching  inquiry 
mto  the  matter  will  be  made  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  No, 
Sir ;  the  incident  has  not  been  reported 
to  Uie  Foreign  Office. 

THE   CAPE    GO\'ERNMENT— PETITION 

OF  RIGHT. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  If 
the  Law  Officers  have  yet  given  an  opi- 
nion as  to  a  Colonial  Government  being 
a  Corporation  that  cannot  be  sued  ex- 
cept by  petition  of  right,  and  as  to  whe- 
ther that  remedy  is  excluded  in  the  case 
of  the  Cape  Government ;  and,  if  they 
have  confirmed  that  opinion,  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  any 
steps  in  contemplation  to  put  an  end  to 
a  state  of  matters  so  unsatisfactory  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  Sir,  the  case  re- 
ferred to  in  previous  answers  in  this 
House  as  being  the  subject  of  an  appeal 
before  the  Privy  Council  has  now  been 
decided;  but  the  decision  does  not  touch 


the  question  whether  the  Cape  Govern- 
ment can  be  sued  by  Petition  of  Bight 
in  the  Courts  of  the  Cape  Colony.  The 
matter  is  one  of  considerable  delicacy. 
It  is  proposed  to  address  a  despatch  to 
the  Governor  of  the  Colony  to  inquire 
whether,  in  the  opinion  of  me  Colonial 
authorities,  the  Cape  Government  can  be 
sued  by  Petition  of  Right  in  the  Courts 
of  the  Colony ;  aud,  if  not,  to  suggest 
the  propriety  of  taking  steps  with  a 
view  of  supplying  an  apparent  de- 
ficiency. 

ARMY  — THE   VETERINARY    DEPART- 
MENT—PROMOTION. 

Mb.  GEAY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  What  is  the  rule  regu- 
lating the  promotion  of  officers  in  the 
Veterinary  Department  of  the  Army; 
and,  whether  promotion  is  habitually 
given  according  to  seniority  or  other- 
wise  ? 

Mr.  CHILDEES  :  Sir,  the  Regula- 
tion governing  the  promotion  of  veteri- 
nary surgeons  is  in  these  words — 

'*  Promotion  shall  be  solely  by  seleotion  on 
the  ground  of  ability  and  merit,  due  considera- 
tion being  given,  however,  to  length  of  efficient 


service. 


In  the  case  of  equal  merit,  preference  is 
given  to  length  of  service. 

THE    IRISH  LIGHTS    COMMISSIONERS 
—TORY  ISLAND  LIGHTHOUSE. 

Mb.  lea  asked  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  The  reason  of  the  delay 
in  the  improvement  to  the  lighting  of 
Tory  Island  Lighthouse  by  the  use  of 
gas  as  recommended  by  the  Irish  Lights 
Commissioners  ;  and,  whether  he  would 
endeavour  that  the  new  light  on  Tory 
Island  should .  be  displayed  before 
winter? 

Mr.  chamberlain,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  had  applied  to  the  Irisn  Lights 
Commissioners,  and  had  been  informed 
that  the  delay  was  caused  by  the  num- 
ber of  other  works  having  a  prior  claim, 
with  which  the  time  of  the  eogineer  of 
the  Commissioners  was  fully  occupied. 
For  instance,  a  great  deal  of  time  had 
been  occupied  in  the  erection  of  a  fog 
signal.  On  the  Commissioner's  engi- 
neer being  free  from  other  important 
works,  he  would  take  in  hand  the  plans 
and  specifications  for  Tory  Island ;  but, 
having  regard  to  the  lateness  of  the 
season;  and  the  difficulty  of  access  to 
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the  Idand,  the  Oommissioners  would  not 
be  prepared  to  undertake  any  works 
at  this  lighthouse  before  the  ensuing 
Spring. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  —  EXTEN. 
SION  OF  THE  NEW  CODE  TO  SCOT- 
LAND. 

Me.  ANDEESON  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council,  If  he  will  ex- 
tend the  benefits  of  the  new  Code  to 
Scotland  not  later  than  next  year  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Sir,  there  are 
considerable  differences  between  the 
Education  Codes  of  England  and  Scot- 
land, arising,  to  some  extent,  out  of  the 
difference  in  the  Education  Acts  of  the 
two  countries.  We  proposed  to  our- 
selves to  deal  with  the  English  Code 
first,  and  later  on  to  apply  the  same 
principles  to  Scotland.  If,  however, 
there  should  be  evidenced  a  general  de- 
sire that  the  Scotch  Code  should  be  dealt 
with  at  the  same  time  and  on  the  same 
lines  as  the  English  Code,  we  shall  be 
prepared  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the 
Scotch  educational  authorities  in  the 
matter. 

EGYPT— THE  MILITARY  FORCE. 

Mb.  M'COAN  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  continued  insubor- 
dination in  the  Egyptian  Army,  and  of 
its  now  wholly  unnecessary  numerical 
strength,  Her  Majesty's  Government  has 
considered  the  expediency  of  advising 
the  Khedive  to  disband  that  force  and  re- 
place it  by  a  simple  gendarmerie,  suffi- 
cient for  ail  the  mere  police  wants  of  the 
Country  ? 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE,  in  reply, 
said,  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
believed  the  Khedive  and  his  Advisers 
were  fully  alive  to  the  importance  of  the 
maintenance  of  discipline,  and  the  ad- 
visability of  not  burdening  the  Egyptian 
finances  by  keeping  up  any  larger  force 
than  was  required  for  the  preservation 
of  order  in  than  county. 

Mb.  M'COAN  said,  he  had  got  no- 
thing that  amounted  to  an  answer.  The 
question  was  urgent,  and  he  would  re- 
peat it  on  another  day — perhaps  to- 
morrow. 

Sir  CELARLES  W.  DILKE  said, 
that  as  the  hon.  Member  pressed  the 
Question,  he  was  obliged  to  make  a  reply 
which  he  had  not  made  since  his  holdmg 
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the  Office  he  at  present  held — ^namely, 
that  the  eravity  of  the  circumstances 
which  lay  behind  one  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion forbade  his  making  any  fiuther 
answer  than  he  had  done. 

ARMY  PAY  DEPARTMENT— RETIRED 

PAY. 

Captain  ATLMEH  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  If  it  is  a  fact  that 
some  of  the  oldest  and  most  experienced 
officers  serving  in  the  Army  Pay  Depart- 
ment, having  some  forty  years'  service 
or  more,  and  holding  the  vested  interests 
of  purchase  combatant  conmiissions,  the 
value  of  which  they  have  not  been  al- 
lowed like  some  other  paymasters  to 
realise,  will  be  compulsorily  retired  within 
the  next  eighteen  months  on  £400  a- 
year,  losing  use  and  interest  of  their 
combatant  commission  money,  whereas 
other  paymasters  who  have  either  sold 
their  combatant  commissions  or  hold  no 
vested  interests,  never  having  served  as 
combatants,  can,  after  thirty  years'  ser- 
vice only,  retire  on  £450  and  £400  a- 
year,  with  higher  rank  and  pension  to 
widow  than  the  former ;  and,  whether  it 
is  intended  to  let  these  old  officers  re- 
ceive their  regulation  and  over-regula- 
tion money  on  retirement,  or  aooord  them 
some  increased  retirement  above  other 
paymasters,  in  accordance  with  the  pre- 
cedent established  in  the  g^ant  of  retired 
pay  and  gratuities  to  combatant  officers, 
under  the  Royal  Warrant  of  21st  June 
1881,  section  2? 

Mb.  CHILDEES  :  Sir,  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  appears 
to  be  based  on  the  supposition  that  the 
addition  of  £50  to  the  retired  pay  of  cer- 
tain combatant  officers  is  given  because 
of  their  purchase  rights.  This  is  not  so ; 
and  there  is,  therefore,  no  analogy  what- 
ever between  their  case  and  that  of  the 
combatant  officers  who  elected  to  become 
paymasters.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  have 
improved  the  scale  of  pensions  which  I 
found  in  force  for  the  Pay  Department ; 
and  I  see  no  reason  for  any  further 
change  in  the  arrangement  for  their 
retirement. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)— 
MR.  HONE. 

Viscount  CRICHTON  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  he  is  aware  that  great  dissatis- 
faction e^ts  in  Ireland  at  the  narrow 
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and  limited  nature  of  the  inquiry  made 
into  the  circumstances  attending  the 
death  by  poisoning  of  Mr.  Hone  in 
Limerick;  and,  whether  he  will  cause 
steps  to  be  taken  to  have  a  further  and 
more  searching  investigation  set  on 
foot? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law),  in  reply,  said, 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
rMr.  Gibson)  had  given  Notice  of  a 
Question  to  him  on  the  same  subject, 
and,  therefore,  in  reply  both  to  the 
Question  of  the  noble  Viscount  and  that 
of  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  he 
had  to  say  that  he  had  called  for  a  He- 
port  into  the  circumstances  attending 
tiie  unhappy  occurrence  referred  to. 
Until  he  had  received  the  Report  in 
question  he  could  not  say  what  course 
would  be  taken. 

NATIONAL  EDUCATION  (IRELAND)— 
DEPARTMENTAL  STATEMENT. 

Me.  DAWSON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  any  statement  on  the  Irish 
National  Education  system  of  a  similar 
character  to  that  of  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council  on  the  English  and  Scotch 
systems  will  be  made  to  tiie  House ;  and, 
whether  the  similar  aid  to  that  given  to 
voluntary  denominational  schools  in  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  will  be  extended  to 
Ireland  where  such  schemes  are  very 
numerous,  highly  approved  of  by  the 
people  and  recommended  for  aid  by  the 
Koyal  Commission  on  Primary  Edu- 
cation which  reported  to  Her  Majesty 
in  1870? 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  should  be  glad,  when  he  brought 
on  the  Irish  Education  Estimates,  to  an- 
swer any  Question  on  the  subject ;  but 
he  could  not  promise  that  a  statement 
should  be  made  corresponding  to  that 
made  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  Mundella). 
He  thought,  however,  he  could  show  in 
debate  that  aid  was  given  as  in  England, 
and  to  a  larger  extent. 

AECTIO  EXPLORATION- THE  NORTH 
POLE— COMMANDER  CHEYNE'S  EX- 
PEDITION. 

Captain  AYLMEE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  Whether,  consi- 
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dering  the  leading  part  England  has 
hitherto  taken  in  Polar  research,  and  the 
active  energy  now  displayed  by  other 
maritime  nations,  the  Admiralty  are  pre- 
pared to  assist  in  any  way  the  persever- 
ing efforts  made  by  Commander  Cheyne 
to  organise  another  attempt  to  reach  the 
North  Pole,  especially  as  the  Premier  of 
Canada,  Sir  John  Macdonald,  has  ex- 
pressed himself  ready  to  co-operate  if 
the  Home  Government  will  support  Com- 
mander Cheyne's  proposed  attempt  to 
reach  the  Pole  ? 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN  :  Sir,  towards  the 
close  of  1880  a  Committee,  which  had 
been  formed  to  advance  Commander 
Cheyne's  project  of  Polar  research,  ap- 
plied to  tne  President  and  Council  of 
the  Boyal  Geographical  Society  for  coun- 
tenance and  assistance.  The  details  of 
the  scheme  were  considered,  and  the 
reply  expressed  regret — 

**  That  the  scheme,  as  explained  by  the  state- 
ment, did  not  commend  itself  to  the  Council, 
nor,  even  were  it  feasible,  did  the  means  pro- 
posed to  be  adopted  for  encountering  the  great 
dangers  and  difficulties  necessarily  attendant 
upon  such  an  enterprise  appear  sufficient. '* 

Naturally,  the  Admiralty  are  much  in- 
fluenced in  such  a  matter  by  the  opinion 
of  the  Geographical  Society,  ana  they 
see  no  reason  to  depart  from  the  unfa- 
vourable opinion  which  they  have,  in 
concurrence  with  the  Geog^*aphical  So- 
ciety, formed  of  Commander  Cheyne's 
proposals  with  regcurd  to  Arctic  explo- 
ration. 


INDIA— THE  PAUMBAN  PASS. 

Sm  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  If  he  will  stato  what 
progress  has  been  made  in  the  works 
for  deepening  and  improving  the  Paum- 
ban  Pass,  and  what  appropriation  will 
be  made  for  these  works  in  the  current 
financial  year  ? 

The  Makquess  of  HAETINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  his  attention  had  not  been 
called  to  this  subject  until  the  Question 
of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
appeared  on  the  Paper.  He  found  that 
no  Beport  had  been  received  at  the  In- 
dia Office  as  to  the  progress  of  the 
works  referred  to  since  1873.  He  would 
take  care  that  information  on  the  subject 
asked  for  should  be  communicated  at 
once.  He  could  not  find  any  appropria- 
tion made  for  the  works  in  the  currei^t 
Estimates. 
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POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— SALARIES 
OF  IRISH  SUB-POSTMASTERS. 

Mr.  BABBY  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  he  intends  taking  any 
steps  to  increase  the  salaries  of  Irish  Sub- 
Postmasters  (whose  income  varies  from 
twopence  to  sixpence  per  day) ;  how 
many  memorials  ne  has  received  in  re- 
ference thereto;  whether  the  hours  of 
business  might  not  be  reduced  to  some- 
thing less  than  twelve  hours,  as  at  pre- 
sent; and,  whether  it  be  unlawful  for 
Irish  Sub-Postmasters  to  memorial  for 
redress  of  grievance,  as  well  as  any  other 
class  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  ? 

Me.  FAWCETT,  in  reply,  said,  there 
was  no  difference  whatever  in  the  posi- 
tion of  sub-postmasters  in  Ireland  and 
other  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom.  In 
addition  to  their  pay,  they  received  a 
commission  on  stamps,  on  registered  let- 
ters, and  on  the  number  of  savings  bank 
and  money-order  transactions.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  sub-postmasters  did 
not  devote  the  whole  of  their  time  to 
Post  Office  work.  They,  as  a  rule,  had 
their  business  to  attend  to.  It  was  in 
no  respect  illegal  for  Irish  sub-post- 
masters to  memorialize  for  redress  of 
grievances. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— INLAND  REVENUE 
—THE  COLCLOUGH  STAMP  FRAUDS. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  Whether  any  inquiry 
would  be  granted  into  the  Colclough 
stamp  frauds ;  and,  whether  it  would  be 
conducted  independently  ;  and,  if  so,  by 
whom? 

Lord  FREDEEICK  CAVENDISH : 
Sir,  all  the  facts  of  the  Colclough  stamp 
frauds  have  been  fully  elicited  in  the 
long  trial  which  has  terminated  in  the 
conviction  of  Colclough.  No  further 
inquiry  appears,  therefore,  to  be  neces- 
sary. The  Board  of  Inland  Eevenue 
are  taking  every  precaution  to  prevent 
the  recurrence  of  similar  frauds  in  the 
future. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  whether  the  Es- 
timate for  the  Department  in  which 
these  frauds  occurred  had  yet  to  be  dis- 
cussed? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH, 
in  reply,  said,  that  the  salary  for  this 
official  was  included  in  the  Inland  Re- 
venue Department  Vote,  which  had 
been  taken. 


LICENSING   ACTS— TRANSFER  OF  A 

LICENCE. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAW80N  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  the  magistrates  of 
Oxford  did,  on  April  26th  1881,  sanc- 
tion the  transfer  of  a  beerhouse  licence 
to  Stephen  Peedell,  who,  on  the  10th  of 
July  1880,  was  sentenced  to  four  months' 
imprisonment  for  bribery  committed  at 
the  last  Oxford  Parliamentary  Election ; 
and,  if  this  be  the  case,  whether  such 
crime,  conviction,  and  sentence  does  not 
disqualify  him  from  holding  a  lioence 
for  the  sale  of  drink  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in  re- 
ply,  said,  that,  as  to  the  second  part  of 
the  Question,  the  disqualification  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson)  had  in  his  mind  did  not  arise 
upon  a  conviction  for  misdemeanour,  but 
on  a  conviction  for  felony  ;  therefore,  the 
action  of  the  magistrates  in  granting  the 
licence  was  not  absolutely  illeg^.  If, 
however,  the  hon.  Member  wished  his 
(Sir  William  Harcourt's)  opinion  as  to 
whether  it  was  an  exercise  of  wise  dis- 
cretion on  the  part  of  the  magistrates 
to  grant  the  licence  to  a  man  who  had 
just  come  out  of  prison,  he  would  say 
it  was  not.  If  he  wanted  to  know 
what  the  view  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment was  on  the  connection  between 
public-houses  and  electoral  corruption, 
he  would  find  it  in  the  provision  of  the 
Bill  introduced  that  Session  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
General. 

CRIMINAL    LAW— CASE    OF    EDMUND 
GALLEY— COMPENSATION. 

Sir  EARDLEY  WILMOT  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether,  in  conformity  with 
the  general  feeling  expressed  by  the 
House  in  the  late  Debate,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  award  the  same  amount 
of  Compensation  to  Edmund  Galley  as 
was  awarded  to  Habron  on  a  former 
occasion? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  that,  in  accordance  with  the 
undertaking  which  he  gave  the  other 
day,  he  haa  put  himself  in  communica- 
tion with  the  Treasury  on  this  subiect, 
and  he  hoped  to  be  able  to  let  the  hon. 
Member  know  the  result  in  a  day  or 
two. 


ins      lirmtt  mi  1\mi»—        lAvama  15,  1881)  FoUtital  Affmr: 

LAW   AND  POLICB-CRTIELTT  TO 

AinMAM  PflEVENTION  ACT— 

CEUBLTY  TO  A  DONKBT. 

U&.  MACFFABLANE  asked  the  Se- 
oretarj  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  hie  atteDtion  hae  been  ralleid 
to  a  «ue  tried  before  Mr.  Mansfield  at 
the  Liverpool  Police  Court  on  Monday 
last,  in  which  a  man  named  Mabony 
was  oonvicted  of  having;  driren  a  four- 
pronged  stable  fork  five  or  six  times 
mto  ue  side  of  a  donkey,  the  last  time 
irith  suoh  force  that  the  prongs  of  the 
fork  irere  so  bent  that  it  could  not  be 
withdrawn,  and  was,  therefore,  left  in 
tiie  animal's  side  all  night ;  and,  if  the 
foots  are  correctly  reported,  he  will  ex- 
press to  the  magistrate  his  condemna- 
tion of  the  sentence  of  three  weeks' 
imprisonment  with  hard  labour,  for 
inch  atrocious  barbarity  ? 

8iB  WILLIAM  HAEOOUBT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  he  had  already  more  than 
once,  in  answer  to  Questions,  stated  it 
was  not  within  hia  province  to  review 
the  gradatioD  of  sentences,  and  if  he 
m^;ht  be  allowed  to  say  so,  he  did  not 
think  it  was  a  function  the  House  could 
undertake  with  any  great  advantage. 
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south  afhica— the  teansvaal- 
hurdbb  of  db.  babbeb. 

Sib  STAFFOED  NOETHOOTE 
uked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
ttie  Coloniee,  What  is  the  present  posi- 
tion of  the  proceedings  for  the  discovery 
and  punishment  of  the  murderers  of 
Dr.  Barber;  and,  what  steps  have  been, 
or  will  be,  taken  to  obtain  compensation 
for  his  family  whether  the  actual  mur- 
derers are  brought  to  justice  or  not  ? 

Mb.  C30TJBTNET:  Sir,  in  reply  to 
the  first  part  of  the  right  hon.  B&ronet's 
Qoesdon,  I  have  to  say  that  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood  telegraphed,  on  the  1 1th  instant, 
■a  follows : — 

"  Two  peraoos  apprehended  on  the  cha^;e  ot 
mntder  of  Dr.  BarW ;  but  evidence  conflicting 
■nd  undecided.  HairiBmith  Landdrost  com- 
nittad  both  priunen  for  trial  cm  the  14th  ot  Sep- 
tember, accepting  bail— £5,000— but  obBarrao, 
uoept  for  the  special  circuinstanci»,  he  should 
have  dianuBaed  the  case," 

We  have  heard  nothing  since  on  the 
matter.  In  reply  to  the  second  part 
of  the  Question,  I  have  to  say  that 
die  TnoOTaal  OovenimeDt  have  agreed 


to  beoome  liable  to  a  certain  moderate 
amount  of  compensation  to  widows  and 
orphans  in  cases  like  Barber's. 

SiE  8TAFF0EDN0ETHC0TE: 
Will  any  steps  be  taken  to  enforce  it,  and 
to  ascertain  the  amount  of  compensation 
which  ought  to  be  paid  to  the  family  of 
Dr.  Barber  7 

Mr.  COITETNEY  :  Sir,  there  can  be 
no  doubt  as  to  the  payment  of  the 
amount  for  which  the  Transvaal  Go- 
vernment is  made  liable.  As  to  the  dis- 
tribution, that  will  depend  on  circum- 
stances. 

FHANCE  AND  TTJIHS  (POLITICAL 
AFFAIRS). 

Sia  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Seoretan'of  State  for  Foreign 
Afiairs,  Whether  a  French  Consul  or  Con- 
sul General  has  been  appointed  at  Tunis 
in  lieu  of  M.  Eouetan ;  and,  whether  M. 
Boustan  is  invested  with  any  diplomatic 
or  consular  Amotion,  or  is  merely  the 
Minister  of  the  Boy  of  Tunis ;  also, 
whether  French  Diplomatic  and  Con- 
sular Agents  claim  jurisdiction  over 
Tunisian  subjects  resident  in  Ottoman 
territo^;  and  whether  the  Forte  and 
other  Govemmenta  having  Diplomatic 
and  Consular  Agents  in  Turkey  concur 
in  such  a  claim  ? 

SiE  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  Qovemment  had  received 
no  oSicial  information  as  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  French  Consul  at  Tunis  in 
lieu  of  M.  Eoustan  or  otherwise.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  pointed  out 
to  the  French  Government  the  incon- 
venience which  was  likely  to  arise  from 
the  double  functions  of  M.  Eoustan; 
and  from  the  manner  in  which  their  re- 
presentations had  been  received  they 
had  reason  to  believe  that  a  Consul 
would  be  appointed,  if  he  was  not  now 
appointed.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  not  informed  as  to  the  change  of 
U.  Eoustan'sftinctions.  He  had  already 
eubstantially  answered  the  latter  Ques- 
tion, in  reply  to  an  hon.  Member  a  few 
days  ago.  Papers  had  been  laid  before 
Parliament— TV-^poiV.No.  1,  I88I— show- 
ing that  the  French  Consular  authorities 
in  Ottoman  territory  had  issued  notices 
colling  upon  Tunisians  to  register  them- 
selves at  the  French  Consulate.  In  a 
Parliamentary  Paper  recently  issued — 
Tumit,  No.  7,  1681,  No.  44— would  be 
3  Q  2 
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found  recorded  the  view  taken  by  the 
Porte  on  this  matter  and  other  Papers ; 
and  the  hon.  Member  would  see  what 
passed  on  the  subject  of  the  protec- 
tion of  Tunisians  in  Egypt,  and  at  Paris 
between  Lord  Lyons  and  M.  St.  Hilaire. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  could  not 
undertake  to  say  what  view  other  Go- 
vernments took  on  this  matter. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL,  CLAUSE  26 
— PQROHASES. 

Sib  WILLIAM  PALLISER  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  If  he 
would  explain  whether  sub -section  3, 
Olause  25  of  the  Land  Bill,  confers 
power  on  the  Commissioners,  with  the 
consent  of  the  Treasury,  to  grant  a  re- 
duction of  interest,  upon  the  money  due 
by  a  purchaser,  in  consideration  of  a  pre- 
payment, e.g.,  assuming  the  cost  to  the 
State  of  the  money,  inclusive  of  expenses, 
not  to  exceed  3^  per  cent. ;  and,  whether 
the  Commissioners  would  have  power, 
with  the  consent  of  the  Treasury,  and 
in  consideration  of  a  pre-payment,  to 
reduce  the  rate  of  interest  to  3;^  per 
cent.  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law),  in  reply,  said, 
that  as  he  understood  the  Question,  it 
was  whether,  under  the  section  as  it  now 
stood,  the  Commissioners  would  have 
the  power  to  make  special  terms  with  a 
purchaser  as  to  the  amount  of  interest 
to  be  paid  for  advances?  He  was  of 
opinion  they  would.  They  would,  in 
fact,  have  the  power  to  deal  on  any 
terms  that  the  Treasury  might  sanc- 
tion. 

KUSSIA  —  CONDITION  OF  FOREIGN 
JEWS— EXPULSION  OF  MR.  L.  LEWI. 
SOHN,  A  NATURALIZED  BRITISH 
SUBJECT. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr. 
Lewisohn  has  been  granted  a  new  pass- 
port by  the  Foreign  Office,  and  that 
such  passport  has  been  vis^d  with  the 
words  **  Bon  pour  la  Russi6  '*  by  the  Eus- 
sian  Consul  General  in  London;  whe- 
ther Mr.  Lewisohn,  who  is  obliged  to 
proceed  immediately  to  Russia  on  urgent 
business,  will  be  allowed,  on  the  strength 
of  such  passport  and  yisa,  to  stay  there 
for  such  time  as  he  may  find  necessary 

Sir  Charh9  W.  DUke 


for  the  transaction  of  his  business,  and 
during  his  stay  there  be  accorded  the 
protection  enjoyed  by  all  other  British 
subjects  travelling  in  Russia ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Correspondence  which  has  taken 
place  between  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment and  the  Government  of  Russia  re- 
lative to  Mr.  Lewisohn's  illegal  expul- 
sion from  St.  Petersburg  wul  now  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

SiK  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  in  reply, 
■aid,  it  was  th&  case  that  Mr.  Lewisohn 
had  been  granted  a  new  pas^ort  which 
had  been  vi%id  by  the  Russian  Consul 
General.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would,  of  course,  continue  to  claim  for 
all  British  subjects  their  Treaty  rights. 
The  question  what  were  the  rights  of 
foreign  Jewish  subjects  had  been  under 
discussion  between  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment and  the  Russian  Government, 
as  it  had  long  been  the  subject  of  cor- 
respondence between  the  Russian  and 
the  United  States  Governments.  The 
Correspondence  on  the  subject  was  not 
yet  complete,  but  the  first  portion  of  it 
was  put  on  the  Table  a  week  or  two  ago, 
and  the  remainder  would  be  published 
as  soon  as  complete. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS,  in 
consequence  of  the  answer  of  the  hon. 
Baronet,  said,  that,  being  in  hopes  that 
the  representations  which  had  been 
made  and  which  he  trusted  would  be 
made  to  the  Court  of  Russia  on  behalf 
of  Mr.  Lewisohn  would  have  the  effect 
of  insuring  to  that  gentleman  the  pro- 
tection to  which  he  was  entitled,  he 
would  postpone  the  Motion  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice  on  the  subject  until 
next  Session. 

CONFISCATED  ESTATES  (IRELAND). 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  he  will  cause 
to  be  prepared  and  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House,  a  Return  showing  the 
number  of  the  Confiscated  Estates  of 
£5,000  acres  and  over  now  held  in 
Ireland  by  proprietors  whose  ancestors 
obtained  the  same  from  the  English 
Government  in  the  form  which  appears 
on  the  Notice  Paper  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law),  in  reply,  said, 
there  would  be  great  difficulty,  if  not 
impossibility,  in  complying  with  the  re- 
quest for  the  Return  indicated.  In  the 
first   place,    the  Government   had  no 
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power  to  trace  the  title  down  from  the 
remote  period  to  the  present  day  in 
order  to  see  whether  the  present  owner 
was  the  descendant  of  the  first  grantees. 
He  had  himself  had  considerable  expe- 
rience in  tracing  titles  in  Ireland,  and 
there  was  harmy  an  estate  which  had 
not  been  the  subject  of  repeated  pur- 
chase, so  that  the  present  possessor  was 
not  the  descendant  of  the  original 
grantee.  Besides,  nearly  all  these 
Grown  grants  had  been  printed  50  years 
ago,  and  were  accessible  to  everyone 
under  the  direction  of  the  then  Becord 
Commissioners. 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1870— THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION 
—THE  REPORT  AND  EVIDENCE. 

8iK  WILLIAM  PALLISEE  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther the  Bessborough  Commission,  hav- 
ing received  and  considered  the  evidence 
of  the  Irish  tenants,  issued  a  circular 
invitiug  the  Irish  landlords  to  send  in 
statements  in  reply  ;  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  towards  the  close  of 
last  year,  called  upon  the  Commission 
to  forward  their  Eeport  with  the  least 
possible  delay;  whether  the  Commis- 
sioners framed  and  signed  their  Beport 
without  having  considered  the  landlords' 
statements  in  reply ;  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  to  a  consider- 
able extent  guided,  in  framing  the  Land 
Bill,  by  that  Eeport ;  whether  they  were 
aware,  at  the  time,  that  that  Eeport 
was  based,  as  regards  evidence,  upon 
the  ex  parte  and  unrebutted  statements 
of  the  Irish  tenants ;  whether  the  mis- 
taken assertion  in  the  Eeport,  that  the 
landlords'  replies  were  printed  in  the 
Appendix,  confirmed  the  Government  in 
the  belief  that  those  replies  had  been 
considered  by  the  Commission ;  whether 
the  landlords'  evidence  was  published 
for  the  first  time  upwards  of  two  months 
after  the  Eeport  had  been  signed,  and 
with  the  dates  of  the  replies  expunged 
therefrom  ;  whether,  owing  to  the  sup- 
pression of  those  dates.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  ignorant  that  the  land- 
lords' replies  had  not  been  considered  ; 
whethei  the  Land  Bill  had  been  practi- 
cally settled  before  the  mistake  was  dis- 
covered ;  and,  whether,  in  consequence, 
the  Land  Bill,  as  well  as  the  Eeport  of 
the  Bessborough  Commission  was  oased, 
as  regards  evidence,  upon  the  ex  parte 


and  unrebutted  evidence  of  the  Irish 
tenants? 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  will  en- 
deavour to  answer  the  Question  as  far 
as  the  Government  are  concerned.  In 
the  first  place,  it  is  quite  correct  that 
the  Government  pressed  theBessborough 
Commission  to  forward  their  Eeport 
with  the  least  possible  delay.  It  is  also 
true  that  that  Eeport  was  published 
without  certain  replies  of  Irish  land- 
lords to  evidence  which  was  given  before 
it.  But  as  to  the  degree  to  which  the 
Government  was  sruided  by  the  Eeport 
ia  framing  the  Lnd  8^1,  that  I  a 
matter  of  opinion,  and  everyone  can 
form  his  own  judgment  on  it  by  com- 
paring the  Eeport  with  the  Land  Bill. 
We  were  quite  aware  that,  at  the  time 
when  that  Eeport  was  published,  it  did 
not  contain  the  counter  statements  of 
the  landlords ;  but  those  counter  state- 
ments were  received  about  March  10, 
and  the  Government  had  not  at  that  time 
concluded  the  consideration  of  the  Irish 
Land  Bill.  Perhaps  I  may  here  explain, 
as  it  is  a  matter  in  which  interest  is 
taken  in  the  House,  that  of  the  22 
editions  of  the  Land  Bill  to  which 
reference  has  been  made,  by  far  the 
greater  number  were  unknown  to  my- 
self. They  really  signified  a  wise  practice 
on  the  part  of  the  draftsman,  th&t  when-, 
ever  an  alteration  had  been  made,  to 
put  it  in  print  with  a  view  to  a  more 
close  and  accurate  estimate  of  its  effect. 
But  I  believe  there  were  about  four  of 
those  editions  which  Went  to  the  Cabinet. 
The  consideration  of  the  Land  Bill  was 
not  finally  concluded  until  some  time 
after  the  replies  of  the  Irish  landlords 
had  been  received  and  considered.  I 
ought  also  to  say  that  the  consideration 
of  the  Land  Bill  was  commenced  before 
the  Eeport  of  the  Eichmond  Commission 
was  received,  with  the  very  important 
recommendation  it  contained ;  but  that 
Commission  also  made  its  Eeport  while 
the  plans  of  the  Government  were  under 
consideration. 

Sir  WILLIAM  PALLISEE  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  answered 
his  Question,  whether  the  Government 
were  aware  that  the  replies  of  the  land- 
lords had  not  been  considered  by  the 
Commission  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  received  these  replies  at 
the  time  when  the  Government  com- 
I  menced  consideration  of  the  aub\5«^>  \svi^ 
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receiyed  them  while  the  subject  was 
under  consideration.  With  regard  to 
the  Question  as  to  when  and  how  far  the 
replies  were  considered  by  the  Commis- 
sion, that  is  a  question  which  had  better 
be  put  to  the  Commission  itself. 


LAND    LAW    (IRELAND)    BILL  — THE 
LORDS'  AMENDMENTS. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  :  I  rise,  Sir,  to 
a  point  of  Order.  I  wish  to  ask  you, 
whether  it  is  competent  to  any  hon. 
Member  to  moye  the  rejection  of  the 
Lords'  Amendments  as  a  whole  at  once, 
and  so  saye  the  House  the  trouble  of 
considering  them  again  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  On  the  Order  of  the 
Day  being  read  for  the  Consideration  of 
the  Lords'  Amendments,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, if  he  thinks  proper,  may  moye  that 
those  Amendments  be  considered  three 
months  hence.  The  hon.  Member  is  at 
liberty  to  do  that ;  but  I  think  it  only 
right  to  inform  him  that,  if  the  Motion 
were  carried,  it  would  inyolye  the  loss 
of  the  Land  Bill. 

NAVY— THE  POSITION  OF  NAVI- 
GATING  AND  WARRANT  OFFICERS. 

In  reply  to  Sir  H.  Drttmmond  Wolff, 

Mr.  TEEVELYAN  said,  that  the 
Nayal  Lords  of  the  Admiralty  watched 
the  fortunes  of  the  old  nayigating  officers, 
who  would  not  suffer  by  the  ultimate  abo- 
lition of  their  seryice  beyond  the  regret 
which  that  abolition  naturally  caused 
them.  With  regard  to  the  warrant 
officers,  the  Admiralty  were  quite  deter- 
mined that  that  seryice  should  always 
be  made  sufficiently  attractiye  to  bring 
to  it  the  best  men  in  the  Nayy. 

THE    PATRIOTIC    FUND  —  MR. 
HAMILTON. 

In  reply  to  Sir  Henry  Holland, 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  had  heard, 
to  his  regret,  though  not  officially,  that 
Mr.  Hamilton,  the  Accountant  General 
of  the  Admiralty,  had  ceased  to  be  a 
member,  not  of  the  Commission,  but  of 
the  Committee  which  was  appointed  by 
the  Commissioners  of  the  Patriotic  Fund. 
When  the  Bill  now  before  Parliament 
receiyed  the  Boyal  Assent  the  Qoyem- 
ment  would  then  consider  the  question 
of  the  appointment  of  another  Oonmiis- 
•ioner. 

J/r.  Olad9tQn$ 


OSD^nS    OF    TEE   DAT. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

OOirSIDERATIOir    OF    LORDS    BEASOITS   AND 

AMENDMENTS. 

Order  for  Consideration  of  Lords 
Seasons  and  Amendments  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Lords  Eeasons  ana  Amend- 
ments be  now  considered." — {Mr,  Glad- 
stone.) 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether,  con- 
sidering that  the  House  had  already 
once  considered  the  Amendments,  he 
proposed,  before  dealing  with  the 
Amendments  »er%atim^  to  make  any 
general  statement  to  the  House  as  to  the 
course  which  he  recommended  the  House 
to  take  with  reference  to  the  considera- 
tion or  rejection  of  the  Amendments  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  we  haye 
endeayoured  to  weigh  with  care  the 
question  to  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
just  referred,  and  indeed  we  did  weigh  it 
with  care  on  a  former  occasion,  when 
first  the  Amendments  came  back  firom 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  we  came  to  the 
same  conclusion  on  both  occasions.  The 
main  reason  for  that  decision  is  this — 
that  it  would  be  unsatisfactory  were  I 
to  make  a  selection  firom  these  Amend- 
ments of  what  I  might  think  most  ma- 
terial, for  I  might  conyey  a  yery  untrue 
impression  by  leaying  out  Amendments 
which  other  hon.  Gentlemen  might  deem 
equally  material.  On  the  other  hand,  if 
I  were  to  endeayour  to  go  through  the 
whole  of  the  Amendments  and  state  the 
course  to  be  taken  by  the  Gbyemment 
upon  each  of  them,  I  should,  in  the 
first  place,  a  good  deal  bewilder  the 
House  by  the  intricacy  of  details,  and 
likewise  occupy  a  good  deal  of  its  time. 
I  should  not  like  to  do  that  if  it  can  be 
ayoided.  So  we  propose  to  take  the 
Amendments  seriatim  upon  their  merits, 
and  to  ask  the  House  patiently  to  aooom- 
pcmy  us  through  them  in  a  task  which, 
at  any  rate,  is  one  of  diminished  scope 
and  labour.     The  first  Amendment  of 

tufi  IjQrdfl 

Me.  SPEAKER :  The  Motion  is,  tiiat 
the  Lords'  Eeasons  and  Amendments 
be  now  considered* 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'OONNOB  said,  before 
that  Motion  was  put  to  the  Hoosei  he. 
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wished  to  ask  whether  it  was  not  a 
fact  that  in  1870,  when  the  House  was 
in  the  same  position  as  at  present — 
namely,  considering  the  Lords^  Amend- 
ments to  the  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ire- 
land) Bill — the  Prime  Minister  did  not, 
at  the  request  of  Mr.  Disraeli,  make  a 
general  statement  upon  the  Amendments 
before  the  House  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  think  that  is 
very  likely  so;  but  the  Amendments 
which  were  in  question  between  this 
House  and  the  Lords  in  1 870  were  by 
no  means  of  the  same  character  and  of 
the  same  complexity  as  on  the  present 
occasion. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  supposed 
there  was  no  use  in  an  Irish  Member 
putting  further  questions  ;  but  he  must 
express  his  regret  that  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  not  felt  it  within  his  power  to 
make  a  statement.  The  conduct  of  the 
Government  in  this  matter  would  tend 
to  embarrass  the  action  of  those  Irish 
Members  who  were  particularly  inte- 
rested with  the  care  of  the  tenants'  inte- 
rests, and  would  lead  to  the  impression 
that  the  Liberal  Party  had  preferred 
surrender  to  dissolution. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  said,  he  was  sorry 
to  trouble  the  House ;  but  be  and  many 
others  had  not  troubled  the  House  at 
all  on  the  Land  Bill,  and  he  did  think 
it  right,  therefore,  to  say  a  very  few 
words  on  the  present  occasion.  They 
had  been  heretofore  almost  silent  in  con- 
nection with  the  passing  of  that  im- 
portant measure.  They  had  been,  in 
consequence,  he  might  say,  exposed  to 
suspicion  on  the  one  side  among  their 
own  Friends,  and  on  the  other  to  the 
taunts  of  their  Opponents,  because  of 
the  silent  attitude  they  had  assumed. 
They  had  been  charged  with  treason  on 
^e  one  hand,  and  on  the  other  they 
were  told  they  were  blind  followers  of 
the  Government.  They  had  not  noticed 
these  charges,  and  they  had  not  noticed 
the  taunts.  They  were  willing  to  sit 
there,  under  those  imputations,  and  give 
a  silent  and  frank  support  to  the  Go- 
vernment in  pressing  on  that  great  mea- 
sure ;  but  they  did  that,  not  out  of  any 
indifference  to  the  Bill,  not  from  in- 
difference to  the  clauses  it  contained, 
but  from  the  conviction  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gt)vemment  had  a  most  important, 
and  most  solemn  task,  he  might  say,  be- 
fore them,  and  that  their  best  and  first 
4uiy  was  to  support  frankly  and  cordially 


the  Government,  at  the  head  of  which 
was  a  Minister  in  whom  they  had  entire 
confidence,  in  passing  the  meastire  which 
he  had  just  now  described.     They  had 
done  so,  and  their  labours,  after  a  long 
time,  had  almost  been  set  at  naught,  as 
it  appeared  to  them,  in  **  another  place." 
They,  the  Bepresentatives  of  the  people, 
supporting  the  Government  of  that  coun- 
try, after  a  long  series  of  discussions,  had 
come  to  resolutions  which  had  been  set 
at  naught  by  those  who  were  not  the 
Bepresentatives  of  the  people,  and  those 
who  were  not  the  Government  of  Her 
Majesty  in  that  country.  They  felt  deeply 
ffrieved  at  the  issue — he  did,  at  all  events, 
for  one — and  he  rather  regretted,  in  ac- 
cordance with  what  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Member  opposite   (Mr.   Pamell), 
that  they  had  not  at  once,  before  enter- 
ing on  any  part  of  that  discussion,  had 
a  preliminary  statement  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.     They  looked  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  still  pursuing 
the  course  that  would  uphold  the  main 
principles  of  the  measure  that  they  had 
so  well  brought  to  a  conclusion,  as  far  as 
they  were  concerned;  and  so  long  as  they 
continued  to  do  so  he,  for  one,  should 
give  them  his  Aill  and  cordial  and  silent 
support,  as  he  had  hitherto  done;  but 
he  did  hope,  and  hoped  most  sincerely, 
that  no  material  concession  or  change 
would  be  made  in  response  to  that  irre- 
sponsible Body  he  had  spoken  of.     If 
tne  Government  did  mase  such  con- 
cessions— he  was  only  speaking  for  him- 
self, he  could  not  speak  for  others,  al- 
though he  had  been  in  communication 
with  a  large  number  of  hon.  Members 
— he  did  not  think  they  would  receive 
the  cordial  support  which  up  to  that 
time  had  been  accorded  to  them  from 
Badical  Members  below  the  Gangway. 

Mr.  HEALT  said,  that,  in  his  opi- 
nion, the  House  had  good  reason  to 
thank  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea 
(Mr.  Dillwyn)  for  the  remarks  which 
had  just  fallen  from  him.  He  (Mr. 
Healy),  on  his  part  and  that  of  his  hon. 
Colleagues,  however,  felt  bound  to  ex- 
press his  dissatisfaction  with  the  course 
taken  by  the  Government.  That  course 
inspired  the  Irish  Members  with  a  great 
amount  of  distrust.  He  and  his  Col- 
leagues had  found,  upon  all  former 
occasions,  that  when  the  Government 
had  taken  a  course  of  the  kind  which 
they  were  then  taking,  and  compromises 
had  been  arrived  at,   the  Irish  t^^^i^xs^ 
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was  always  the  sufPerer.  That  was  the 
course  pursued  in  1870,  and  it  now  ap- 
peared that  the  Prime  Minister  did  not 
propose  to  make  any  statement.  They,  of 
course,  could  imagine  why  he  did  not. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  to 
make  a  statement  satisfactory  to  the 
general  body  of  the  House,  it  would 
simply  be  that  the  House  of  Commons 
should  send  back  the  Bill  to  the  House 
of  Lords.  The  Commons'  Beasons  for 
disagreeing  to  the  Lords'  Amendments 
were  in  black  and  white,  and  the  Qo- 
vemment  should  simply  insist  upon  re- 
taining that  disagreement.  But  the  Go- 
vernment had  chosen  another  course,  in 
which  might  be  plainly  seen  the  germs 
and  beginnings  of  surrender. 

Mr.  D.  GEANT  said,  that  he  should 
think  those  who  represented  large  con- 
stituencies would  best  fulfil  their  duties 
by  stating  their  opinions  in  the  situa- 
tion where  they  now  found  themselves. 
He  should  feel  it  his  duty,  if  any  large 
concession  were  made  in  the  BUI  as  it 
now  stood,  to  vote  against  the  Govern- 
ment. He  was  quite  sure  that  those  who, 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  might 
be  intending  to  urge  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  surrender,  were  preparing 
for  themselves  a  pitfall  which  they  could 
not  at  the  present  moment  realize. 
There  were  conditions  underlying  this 
question  and  this  state  of  affairs  which, 
if  the  matter  were  forced  to  an  issue, 
would  bring  about  consequences  such  as 
hon.  Members  little  dreamt  of.  They 
would  find  that  consequences  would  re- 
coil upon  themselves,  which  even  those 
who  might  desire  so  to  do  would  find  it 
impossible  to  control. 

Mr.  ANDEESON  :  After  some  of  the 
remarks  made  by  some  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  this  question,  I  feel  bound  to 
say  a  few  words,  if  possible,  to  deprecate 
the  violent  counsels  that  we  have  just 
heard.  I  do  venture  to  hope  that,  what- 
ever happens,  the  labour  that  has  been 
expended  upon  this  Bill  will  not  be  thrown 
away.  The  Bill  is,  to  a  large  extent,  a 
very  good  Bill ;  and  if  it  were  carried, 
even  in  its  present  form,  it  would  be  a 
most  valuable  measure  for  Lreland.  It 
gives  you  your  Court;  you  can  start 
that  Court  immediately,  and  have  it  in 
operation ;  and,  if  you  refuse,  what  better 
will  you  get  and  when  ?  I  do  not  wish 
to  accept  all  the  objections  that  the  Lords 
take ;  but  I  say  that  it  is  essentially  a  case 
for  compromise.    The  two  Houses  seem 

2ir,  Mealy 


to  have  arrived  tolerably  near  each  other, 
and  I  do  hope  that  the  labour  that  has 
been  given  to  the  Bill  will  not  have  to 
be  gone  over  again.  If  you  want  to 
fight  the  Lords — and  I  am  quite  as  ready 
to  fight  them  as  anyone— it  will  be  quite 
as  easy  to  fight  diem  upon  a  Supple- 
mentaiy  Bill  next  Session  as  upon  this 
one.  What  I  would  advise  would  be 
to  press  for  all  you  can  possibly  get,  but 
do  not  throw  over  the  Bill.  If  you  can- 
not get  all  you  want,  bring  in  a  Supple- 
mentary Bill  next  Session,  and  ^ht 
upon  that. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  as  I  have 
only  answered  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  as  to  why  I  did  not,  upon  this 
occasion,  offer  a  few  general  observations 
upon  the  matter  as  a  whole,  perhaps 
the  House  will  allow  me  to  say  one  or 
two  words  upon  what  has  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Healy)  and  the  one  or  two  other  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  have  token  part  in  this 
very  short  discussion.  Now,  Sir,  tiie 
principle  which  we  have  adopted  on  the 
present  occasion  is  that  which  we  like- 
wise adopted  on  the  former  occasion. 
We  have  gone  through  the  Amendments 
on  their  merits,  and  have  endeavoured 
to  consider  them  on  their  merite,  one  by 
one.  I  have  heard  the  word  ''  compro- 
mise "  made  use  of.  Now,  that,  I  must 
say,  is  a  word  I  should  not  wish  to  apply 
to  our  proceedings  in  the  consideration 
of  the  merits  of  the  Amendmente,  with 
an  earnest  desire  to  draw  a  distinction 
between  real  differences  in  principle, 
and  cases  where  there  may  be  some  mo- 
tive, some  object  to  be  served,  not  by  us 
yet  felt,  yet  fully  understood,  and  yet 
not  in  itself  illegitimate  as  involving 
any  principle.  This  we  consider  to  be 
a  very  important  portion  of  our  duty. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Wexford  has  stated  that  there  should 
be  but  one  satisfactory  method  of  deal- 
ing with  the  subject,  and  that  would 
be  to  make  a  general  statement  which 
should  involve  a  universal  nemtive  on 
the  Lords'  Amendments.  Wdl,  Sir,  I 
do  not  agree  with  that.  I  know  not 
what  it  may  be,  whether  it  is  parental 
instinct  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  or  whether  it  be  an  en- 
lightened view  of  public  policy;  but, 
undoubtedly,  I  think  there  is  in  our 
minds  a  much  greater  desire  to  keep 
alive  the  present  Bill|  and  to  oarxy  it 
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into  law,  than  appears  to  suggest  itself 
to  the  mind  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  refers  to  the  pro- 
ceedings which  were  adopted  in  1870, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  when  he  says  that 
he  considers  it  an  evil  omen  that  the 
Prime  Minister  has  forebome  to  trouble 
the  House  with  a  general  statement,  he 
also  says  that  in  1 870,  in  like  manner, 
we  compromised  the  interests  of  the 
tenants  by  the  concession  we  made  to 
the  House  of  Lords.  But,  at  any  rate,  I 
think  the  hon.  Member  ought  to  infer, 
rather  hopefully  than  unhopefully,  horn 
our  forbearing  to  make  a  general  state- 
ment on  this  occasion ;  because,  in  1870, 
when,  as  he  said,  we  compromised  the 
interests  of  the  tenant,  we  did  commence 
the  operation  with  a  general  statement. 
With  regard  to  what  fell  from  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Swansea 
(Mr.  Dillwyn),  it  is  not  necessary  forme 
to  repeat  the  expressions  of  gratitude, 
which  I  ventured  a  few  nights  ago  to 
lay  before  the  House,  with  respect  both 
to  the  amount  and  the  nature  of  the 
support  which  has  been  afiPorded  to  the 
measure  invarious  quarters  of  the  House, 
especially  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and 
which  alone  has  enabled  us  to  over- 
come the  great  difficulties  presented  by 
the  subject  and  the  circumstances  of  the 
case ;  but  my  hon.  Friend  has  told  us, 
with  perfect  frankness,  that  if  we  de- 
parted from  the  essential  principles  and 
structure  of  the  Bill,  we  must  expect 
him  giving  votes  adverse  to  our  own.  I 
am  not  surprised  at  that  declaration. 
It  will  not  be  any  part  of  our  duty  to 
repeat  the  announcements  made  at  a 
very  early  stage  of  these  discussions 
with  regard  to  the  nature  of  the  obliga- 
tions incumbent  upon  us.  I  do  not  think 
it  is  the  course  most  befitting  either  our 
own  dimity,  or  the  relations  between 
the  two  Houses  of  Parliament,  to  indulge 
incessantly  or  repeatedly  in  declarations 
which,  I  think,  once  made,  if  they  are 
believed,  are  sufficient.  That  is,  per- 
haps, all  that  it  is  necessary  for  me  to 
say  on  this  occasion.  I  believe,  upon 
the  whole,  the  House,  if  it  is  satisfied 
with  the  general  spirit  in  which  we  have 
endeavoured  to  conduct  our  part  of  the 
deliberations  and  of  the  decisions  on  this 
Bill,  will  be  inclined,  having  trusted  us 
thus  far,  to  trust  us  to  the  end,  and  not 
to  refuse  to  enter  upon  the  detailed  con- 
siderations of  the  Amendments  to  which 
we  now  respectfully  ask  the  House. 


Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Lords  Beasons  and  Amendments  am" 
sidered. 

Lords  Amendments  to  Commons 
Amendment  to  Lords'  Amendments  in 
page  2,  lines  5  and  6,  read  a  second 
time. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  there  are 
embraced  in  this  paragraph  two  Amend- 
ments which  probably  I  may  be  allowed 
to  consider  as  one,  in  consequence  of 
their  entering  into  the  same  sentence, 
belonging  to  the  same  subject,  and  vir- 
tually forming  a  imity.  The  first  is, 
that  the  Lords  have  struck  out  our 
words  **  substantially  maintained,"  and 
have  inserted  "or  acquired  and  have  in 
the  main  been  upheld."  The  other  is 
that  they  have  left  out  the  word  "  and  " 
and  have  inserted  the  word  "or."  Now, 
Sir,  with  regard  to  the  first  of  these 
Amendments,  we  are  not  able  to  concur 
in  it,  and  for  this  reason.  It  divides 
itself  into  two  parts.  The  Amendment 
as  it  stands — "  acquired  and  have  in  the 
main  been  upheld  " — first  directs  us  to 
the  sense  of  the  word  "acquired."  Well, 
Sir,  the  introduction  of  that  word,  it 
appears  to  us,  would,  by  a  strange  pro- 
cess, introduce  into  the  category  of  Eng- 
lish-managed estates,  estates  or  holdings 
which  have  never  had  the  smallest  pre- 
tension to  that  character,  but  which, 
notwithstanding,  having  passed  into  the 
hands  of  the  landlord  by  the  total  ex- 
tinction of  the  tenancy — as,  for  instance, 
upon  an  eviction — do  correspond  to  the 
term  that  the  landlord  has  acquired  the 
improvements.  For,  in  that  case,  un- 
doubtedly, he  has  acquired  them.  But, 
at  the  same  time,  these  are  cases  which 
in  no  manner  enter  into  the  spirit  of 
the  original  proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Great  Grimsby  (Mr. 
Heneage),  or  in  the  steps  the  Govern- 
ment have  taken  to  give  efiPect  to  the 
spirit  of  that  proposed.  So  also  with  re- 
gard to  the  words  "  in  the  main  upheld." 
These  are  proposed  to  be  substituted  for 
the  words  "substantially  maintained," 
on  the  ground  that  the  words  "sub- 
stantially maintained  "  might  be  con- 
strued to  exclude  cases  to  which  it  is 
the  apparent  intention  of  both  Houses 
that  the  clause  should  apply.  Now,  Sir, 
we  are  totally  unaware  of  what  these 
cases  are ;  and,  believing  that  we  imder- 
stand  our  own  words,  and  believing  that 
they  give  a  just  effect  to  the  intentions 
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of  the  House,  we  are  yery  reluctant  to  . 
a^ee  to  the  admission  of  other  words 
wnioh  we  do  not  so  well  understand, 
and  which  we  think  that  the  Court 
would  be  apt  to  construe,  from  the  very 
fact  that  they  were  introduced  as  an 
alternative  to  the  words  "  substantially 
maintained,"  in  a  sense  different  to  that 
which  we  understand  and  have  fully  ex- 
pounded in  this  House,  and  which  we 
think  was  generally  recognized  as  reason- 
able in  this  House.  Consequently,  Sir, 
we  do  not  agree  to  that  Amendment. 
With  regard,  however,  to  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  word  "or"  in  lieu  of  the 
word  "  and  "—[-4  laugK] — though  it  ex- 
cites hilarity,  1  am  bound  to  say  that 
the  case  was  stated  with  perfect  ac- 
curacy by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John 
Manners),  that  in  strictness  the  word 
**  and  "  applies  to  one  of  the  two  alter- 
natives ''acquired  and  maintained,"  and 
the  word  "  or  "  to  the  other ;  and  when 
we  come  to  that  word  we  shall  propose 
words  to  give  effect  to  that  portion  of 
the  Lords'  Amendment,  so  far  as  it  is 
embraced  in  the  description  of  the  noble 
Lord.  I,  therefore,  propose,  in  the  first 
instance,  to  disagree  with  the  Lords' 
Amendments. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendments." — 
{^Mr.  Gladstone,) 

Mr.  GIBSON  :  Sir,  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter has  very  clearly  given  us  the  reasons 
why  he  asks  the  House  to  dissent  from 
the  Amendments  which  the  Lords  made 
in  the  present  instance.  I  regret  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  able  to 
acquiesce  in  the  proposal  of  their  Lord- 
ships, for  the  grounds  upon  which  the 
other  House  stated  that  the  Amendment 
was  made  were  to  the  effect  that  the 
words  ''substantially maintained"  would 
exclude  many  cases  to  which  the  clause 
was  intended  to  apply.  Those  grounds 
are  founded  upon  this  reasoning,  that 
many  people  who  have  English-managed 
estates  would  be  unable  to  satisfy  the 
requirements  of  the  Court,  and  to  show 
that  every  single  improvement  had  been 
maintained  by  them,  and  therefore  lose 
the  benefits  of  the  provision.  The  way 
in  which  it  now  stands  is  that  the 
House  of  Lords,  although  they  omitted 
the  words  "  substantiaUy  maintained," 
have  endeavoured,  in  another  form,  to 
present,  in  a  mitigated  extent,  the  ori- 
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f'nal  idea  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
admit  it  is  extremely  difficult,  once 
the  element  of  substantial  maintenance 
is  retained  in  the  Bill,  to  present  it  in 
any  form  which  will  not  be  open  to  a 
great  deal  of  criticism.  I  have  criticized 
it,  and  there  will  always  be  to  the  end 
of  the  chapter  criticisms  upon  the  idea 
intended.  I  myself  would  have  been 
very  glad  if  the  Prime  Minister  had 
seen  ms  way  to  agree  to  the  drafting 
sent  down  from  the  House  of  Lords, 
because,  as  I  believe,  it  would  have 
carried  out  the  declared  intention  of  the 
Gt)vemment,  and  would,  to  some  extent, 
have  met  the  objections  which  I  took  to 
the  earlier  drafting. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  to  amend 
the  Amendment  by  leaving  out  the 
words  ("or  acquired  and  have  in  the 
main  been  upheld  ")  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  the  following  words : — ("  By  the 
landlord  or  his  predecessors  in  title,  and 
have  been  substantially  maintained  ")  ; 
and  in  the  next  line  to  leave  out  the 
word  ("  or ")  and  insert  the  word 
("and"). 

Motion  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Atto&itey  Ge* 
NEBAL  for  Ieelai7d,  further  Amendment 
made  by  leaving  out  the  words  ("  made 
or  acquired"). 

Lords  Consequential  Amendment  in 
page  2,  line  18. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  iob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  to  agree 
with  the  Lords'  Amendment,  explaining 
that  the  alteration  was  of  an  unimportant 
nature. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  doth  agree  witn  The 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — {Mr, 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland.) 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  he  should  con- 
sider it  a  very  prejudicial  Amendment 
to  the  interests  of  the  tenants,  and  one 
that  should  be  resisted,  if  a  landlord 
were  to  be  allowed  to  claim  in  respect  of 
improvements  which  were  not  made  or 
acquired  by  him  or  his  predecessors  in 
title. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  admitted  that 
the  Amendments  were  beooming  some- 
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what  difficult  to  follow,  and  pointed  out 
that  as  it  was  required  that  all  the  im- 
provements should  he  made  hy  the  land- 
lord or  his  predecessor  in  title,  it  was 
quite  dear  that  left  nothing  to  he  made 
by  the  tenant. 

Mb.  HEALT  said,  that  although  their 
Lordships  appeared  to  have  had  no  diffi- 
culty in  dealing  with  the  Amendment, 
they  had  returned  it  in  such  a  muddled 
condition  that  no  one  could  understand 
it  at  all. 

Question  put,  and  a4freed  to. 

Lords  Amendment  in  lieu  of  the 
Lords  Amendment  in  page  2,  line  28, 
disagreed  to  by  the  Oommons,  read  a 
second  time. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  this  is  an 
Amendment  of  a  somewhat  wider  scope 
than  the  first  one  with  which  we  have  had 
to  deal.  Although  not,  after  all,  of  a  very 
wide  scope,  it  has  been  the  subject  of 
very  strong  feeling  and  lively  interest 
on  both  sides  of  the  House,  because 
each  side  has  thought  that  considera- 
tions of  justice  were  deeply  involved  in 
the  particular  view  which  they  took.  It 
is  only  fair  that  I  should  make  this  ad- 
mission— that  the  House  of  Lords  has, 
by  a  recent  change  in  the  form  of  their 
Amendment,  greatly  limited  its  efiPect 
as  compared  with  the  shape  in  ^hich  it 
left  the  Commons.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  considered  the  Amend- 
ment in  its  new  form  with  very  great 
care,  entirely  with  the  view  of  ascertain- 
ing what  will  meet  the  justice  of  the 
case;  and  I  am  bound  to  say  that  al- 
though I  give  very  great  credit  to  the 
House  of  Lords  for  the  motives  that 
have  induced  them  to  propose  this  new 
form  of  the  Amendment,  the  alterations 
which  they  have  made  in  it  do  not  meet 
the  objections  in  principle  which  lie 
against  it.  It  has  even,  by  a  strange 
chance,  probably  increased  the  stren&^th 
of  some  of  those  obi  ections.  I  admit  that 
there  is  one  case,  which  some  hon.  Gentle- 
men have  put  hypothetically,  and  which, 
if  it  really  existed,  and  was  the  subject  of 
anxiety,  would  not  fall  within  the  scope 
of  the  observations  I  am  about  to  make. 
I  mean  the  case  in  which  the  landlord  is 
supposed  to  have  purchased  the  tenancy 
without  a  change  of  tenant.  Where  that 
case  exists,  I  freely  admit  the  observa- 
tions I  am  about  to  make  will  not  apply 
to  that  particular  case ;  but  the  case  the 
Oovenunent  have  before  them  is  the 


ordinary  case  where  the  landlord  pur- 
chases a  tenancy  upon  a  change  of  ten- 
ant. Now,  Sir,  I  wish,  without  distinc- 
tion of  Parties,  to  put  to  the  House 
this  very  comman£ng  consideration, 
which,  I  think,  does  not  admit  of  reply ; 
and,  I  may  say,  I  am  glad  to  see  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  in 
his  place,  because  no  one  has  paid 
greater  attention  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  than  he  has  done,  and  no  one 
more  thoroughly  understands  its  prin- 
ciples than  he  does.  In  the  opinion  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  the  Amend- 
ment, as  it  now  stands,  appears  to  throw 
overboard  one  of  the  main  principles  of 
the  Bill.  It  throws  overboard  the  case  of 
three-fourths  of  Ireland.  I  will  not  speak 
of  the  usage,  somewhat  corresponding  to 
the  Ulster  usage;  but  it  throws  over- 
board everything  except  the  purchase  of 
the  tenant  right  in  the  case  where  the 
Ulster  tenant  right  prevails,  and  it  pro- 
vides that  the  Court  shall  have  a  general 
authority,  according  to  what  it  may 
think  just,  to  award  to  the  landlord  upon 
the  first  sale  of  a  tenancy,  after  the  pass- 
ing of  this  Act,  such  consideration  in 
money  out  of  the  price  realized  by  the 
sale  of  the  tenancy  as  it  may  think  fit 
and  such  as  will  recoup  him  for  the 
amount  he  has  expended  in  the  pur- 
chase of  the  tenant  right.  Every  care 
has  been  taken  by  the  Lords  to  limit 
the  amount  of  that  claim;  but  their 
Amendment,  of  course,  implies  that  the 
landlord  has  a  legitimate  claim  upon 
that  consideration  money,  and  that  is  an 
admission  which,  after  very  careful  con- 
sideration, we  cannot  bring  ourselves  to 
make.  And  the  first  and  main  reason 
for  our  objection  is  this.  The  purchas- 
ing Ulster  landlord  has  placed  himself, 
and  has  placed  his  incoming  tenant,  in 
the  exact  legal  position  of  the  landlord 
and  tenant  all  over  Ireland,  and  by  law 
his  relation  to  his  tenant,  after  he  has 
purchased  his  tenant  right,  is  precisely 
that  of  the  landlord  in  Ireland  to  his 
tenant  where  no  tenant  right  ever  pre- 
vailed, or,  at  least,  was  ever  recognized. 
That  being  so,  it  seems  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  follow  inevitably  from  this,  that 
if  the  legal  postion  and  relation  of  the 
Ulster  landlord  and  the  Ulster  tenant  is 
equal  to  those  of  landlord  and  tenant  all 
over  Ireland,  the  Government  cannot  con- 
sent to  introduce  a  distinction  to  the  pre- 
judice  of  the  Ulster  tenant.  It  would  be 
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to  the  prejudice  of  the  Ulster  tenant, 
because  the  Amendment,  as  it  stands, 
imposes  upon  the  tenant  who  may  sell 
his  tenancy  a  liability  that  does  not 
attach  to  the  price  of  the  tenancy  in  any 
other  portion  of  Ireland.  I  frankly  own 
we  think  that  is  a  conclusive  objection 
to  the  Amendment.  There  are  certainly 
other  objections — many  other  objections. 
For  example,  it  is  proposed  to  give  to 
the  Court  a  discretion  in  this  matter 
without  any  indication  of  any  sort  what- 
ever how  it  is  to  proceed,  or  without 
any  guidance  from  previous  practice  in 
Ireland,  or  from  the  practice  of  neigh- 
bouring estates.  It  is  not  said  whether 
the  Court  is  to  consider  the  price  that 
the  landlord  may  be  paid,  or  the  price 
that  the  tenant  has  to  get ;  and  we  do  not 
think  it  right  to  give  to  the  Court  this 
discretion  without,  at  the  same  time, 
applying  some  standard  or  indication 
for  its  exercise.  I  said  just  now  that 
other  landlords  purchased  the  tenant 
right,  and  the  landlord  and  the  tenant 
were  placed  in  the  same  position  as 
every  other  landlord  and  tenant  all  over 
Ireland  legally  ;  but  actually  the  Ulster 
landlord  is  placed  in  a  better  position, 
for  this  reason,  because  he  knows,  and 
his  tenant  knows,  that  every  improvement 
upon  the  farm  up  to  the  date  of  purchase 
of  the  tenant  right  belongs  to  him,  and 
him  alone ;  whereas  the  other  landlords 
in  Ireland  have  no  such  certainty  as  to 
their  title  to  this  or  that  improvement 
upon  their  farms.  Then,  Sir,  it  must 
always  be  borne  in  mind  that  when  the 
Ulster  landlord  purchases  the  tenant 
right,  the  main  diing  he  purchases  is 
these  very  improvements,  and  these  very 
improvements  are  there  in  his  hand. 
They  are  not  handed  over  to  the  tenant 
for  him  to  sell  and  pocket  the  price. 
They  are  absolutely  the  property  of  the 
landlord;  and  by  the  8th  sub-section 
of  the  1st  clause  of  this  Bill,  the  Govern- 
ment have  carefully  endeavoured,  as 
they  were  bound  in  justice  to  do,  to 
secure  that  they  shall  remain  the  pro- 
perty of  the  landlord,  unapproachable 
by  the  tenant.  It  may  be  said  that  if 
the  landlord,  as  is  perhaps  the  case  in 
certain  instances,  has  purchased  up  the 
tenant  right,  and  has  made  no  addition 
to  his  rent,  the  then  tenant  has,  up  to 
the  present  time,  had  the  benefit  of  im- 
provements for  which  the  landlord  has 
paid,  without  being  called  upon  to  pay 
any  rent  in  respect  of  it.    That  may  be 
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perfectly  true,  and  so  often  as  it  is  true 
it  is  unquestionable  that  the  tenant  has 
sat  at  a  rent  lower  than  fair  rent.  No 
doubt  at  all  about  it.  But  can  we  go 
back  upon  the  rent  ?  The  Government 
think  not.  If  we  were  to  go  back  upon 
a  rent  lower  than  the  fair  rent,  we 
should  be  compelled  to  go  back  in  the 
case.  But  there  is  another  inference 
that  can  be  drawn,  and  which  would  be 
quite  irresistible,  and  it  is  this — that  if 
we  are  to  go  back  upon  cases  where  the 
tenant  has  sat  at  a  rent  lower  than  the 
fair  rent,  we  must  be  prepared  to  go 
back  upon  cases  where  the  tenant  has 
sat  at  a  rent  higher  than  the  fair  rent ; 
and  the  consequence  of  that  investiga- 
tion we  were  not  prepared,  nor  would  it 
be  at  all  politic,  to  encounter.  On  those 
grounds,  and  with  that  understanding 
of  the  matter,  I  am  compelled,  while  1 
admit  the  spirit  in  which  the  change 
was  made,  yet,  in  deference  to  what  we 
think  the  reason  in  the  case,  to  move  to 
disagree  with  the  Lords'  Amendment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment."— 
(Mr,  Gladstone,) 

Mb.  GIBSON  :  Sir,  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter said  no  more  than  was  just  when,  in 
comparing  the  present  Amendment  with 
that  which  was  previously  sent  down,  he 
said  that  it  was  largely  modified,  and 
was  confined  to  a  very  limited  number 
of  cases.  Beally,  this  Amendment  seeks 
in  the  most  moderate  way,  subject,  as 
far  as  possible,  to  all  the  restrictions 
which  justice  could  suggest,  to  meet 
what  is  a  special  case,  and  of  course  a 
case  of  not  very  wide  operation  over  Ire- 
land. There  are  a  limited  number  of 
landlords  who  have  purchased  up  their 
tenant  right  in  Ulster,  and  a  few  other 
places  in  Ireland  where  an  euialogous 
custom  prevails,  and  this  provision 
merely  seeks  to  give  to  the  Court,  not 
a  power  of  paying  back  to  those  land- 
lords the  purchase  money  that  they 
gave,  but  merely  the  power  of  consider- 
ing all  the  circumstances.  I  should  be 
glad  if  the  Prime  Minister  saw  his  way 
to  accept  the  Amendment  in  its  present 
form,  or  if  he  would  suggest  Amend- 
ments upon  it  which  would  bring  it 
into  harmony  with  the  requirements  of 
the  case.  I  do  not  think  the  Amend- 
ment would  operate  to  the  prejudice  of 
a  single  tenant  in  Irelano— in  Ulster 
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or  elsewheTo — ^because  it  must  be  re-  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
membered  that  the  tenant  came  into  "That  this  House  doth  agree  with  The 
possession  of  his  holding  free  from  the  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment."  —  {Mr. 
obligations  of  every  other  tenant —  Attorney  Otneral  for  Ireland.) 
awnely,  the  pwchase  of  his  holding.  -^^  CHABLES  EU88ELL  wished  to 
The  nght  hon  Gentleman  said  that  the  j^j  ^^^  ^  j^„^  GenUemen  opposite 
lemedyof  the  landlords  would  be  found  fh^tthis  was  a  distinct  concession  that 
elsewhere  m  the  Act  That  may  con-  ^^^j^  ^^  j^j  y  ^^^^  ^,  j^^ 
MiTObly  be  so ;  but  there  IS  not  m  the  landlords.  By  the  Common  Law  the 
BiUaremedy  which  I  thmk  many  land-  ^ght  of  kiUing  game  belonged  to  the 
lords  m  Ipeland  would  readily  see.  I  ^^^^^  „f  the  iSnd,  though  the  land- 
do  not  thmk  that  even  under  this  Act  ^^^  ^j^^^  ^1,  1^^  ^^^^ 
they  would,  in  pursuit  of  a  remedy,  ^^^„^  t^g  ^ght  to  themselves;  but 
gladly  wise  ttieir  rente.  most  Irish  holdings  were  subject  to  no 
Mb.  PAENELL  sud,  he  had  hstened  ^^^^  reservation,  and  the  Amendment, 
with  great  pleasure  to  the  remarkably  therefore,  gave  the  landlords  a  right  that 
dear  statement  of  the  Prime  Minister,  ^^^^  ^^  »„^h  esteemed. 
in  which  he  stated  his  reasons  for  op-  j^b.  HEALY  considered  the  Amend- 
poang  the  Amendment  It  must  be  ^^„t  ought  not  to  be  agreed  with,  and 
noticed,  however,  that  the  Amendment  „  the  Government  had  made  three  oon- 
onlv  affected  the  Province  of  JJlster,  ^^^^^^^  ^  their  Lordships,  he  thought 
and  It  had  been  rumoured  that  that  Pro-  it  ^^  time  there  should  be  a  division, 
vince  was  to  be  favoured  in  the  compro-  rphe  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
miae  which  had  been  arrived  at  with  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  could 
regard  to  the  Lords'  Amendmento ;  but  ^„t  contradict  what  had  been  said  by 
he  trusted  that  the  Government  would  the  hon.  and  learned  .Member  for  Dun- 
adopt  a  fflmilarly  firm  attitude  when  they  ^^  ,^^  oj,„igg  K„8aeU),  and  he  (Mr. 
came  to  the  other  Amendments  affecting  h^^j^)  jj^  ^„t  see  why  they  should 

I  only  rise  to  say  that  my  nght  hon.  ^^^         ^^^  ^^^  prepared  to  give  way  on 

and  learned  Fnend  (Mr    Gibson)  has  ^^jg       j^^    ^^^  ^^^^^^  certainly  divide 

Mly  expressed  the  objections  which  we  ^^^  ^^^^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^1^.    t. 

still  feel  to  the  course  proposed  by  the  r\      ^-          l       j          j  a 

Government.     We  are  not  satisfied  at  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

all  with   the  reasons  which  have  been  Lords  Amendment  in  page  6,  lines  3 

given  by  the  Prime  Minister ;  but  I  do  and  4,  as  since  amended  by  The  Lords, 

not  think  it  would  be  advisable  to  enter  rjvj^  ATTOKNEY  GENERAL    for 

into  a  prolonged  discussion  of  the  matter.  n^ELAND   (Mr.   Law)  said,  that  the 

Still,  while  reserving  our  opinion,  we  L^^^g  j^^d  assigned  the  following  as  the 

do  not  think  it  desirable  to  put  the  Reason  they  would  give  for  this  Amend- 

House  to  the  trouble  of  a  division.  ment : 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to,  **  Because  it  is  essential  that  there  should  be 

Lords  Consequential  Amendmentein  ^l^^^^^^'m^TsC^  SS^^T^L^^SS 

page  6,  lines  10  to  13.  coalpits,  are  the  exclusive  property  of  the  land- 

Thb   attorney   general    for  lord.and  that  the  tenant  should  have  express 

IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  thought  ^""^^  *^®^'' 

the  Lords'Amendments  reasonable  ones.  He  (the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland), 

and  he  would  ask  the  House  to  agree  to  however,  thought  it  an  insufficient  rea- 

^Q2n.  ^^»  because  nobody  except  their  Lord- 

-,  *               ,           ,  ^       . .        ,,  rnu  i.  sli^ps  supposed    these  things  were  in- 

Mohon  made,  and  Question,  "That  ^j^J^^  j^  ^  holding  under  statutory  con- 

this  House  doth  agree  with  The  Lords  ^itions.     However,  they  wished  to  have 

in    the    said    Amendments,     —  {¥r  ^^  j^^  ^^^^  fashion,  and,  as  the  clause  had 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland,)-^j^\it,  and  ^^  length  been  so  altered  as  to  enact  no- 

agreed  to.  thing  inconsistent  with  the  rights  that 

Lords    Amendment      to     Oommons  had  been  recognized  as  belonging  to  the 

Amendment    to  Lords  Amendment  in  tenant,  he  consequently  did  not  object  tq 

page  5,  line  48,  the  Amendment, 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed,  character  the  Honte  bad  given  to  that 

**  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  The  statutory  term.    He  did  not  say  that  no 

Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — {Mr,  sacrifice  of  the  hmdlord  was  involyed  in 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland,)  imposing  that  condition  on  his  interest, 

Mr.  PAENELL  asked,  whether  in  a  T*  H  T  T^^  !5'*^  t* *  ^\t  '^' 

case  where  the  tenant,  inder  his  con-  ^^^  °?  *1^«  ^'"'^"'Ij^-fi'TtlLi^; 

tract  of  tenancy  with  his  landlord,  had  a  T^^'^yT  T^r^^  a         ^u"^ 

right  to  work  acoal  orothermineon  the  J^at  would  go  forth  int«Und  were  thw 

holding  previously,  the  tenant  would  not  *°  ^^^^  *^®  .»**?».  ^^'«^  ^^  ^H*^?* 

be  debai^ed  from  the  right  by  the  ao-  ~  justly  prevailed  in  the  "^ndu  of  the 

ceptance  of  the  Amendment  ?  P,®°Pl«'  *^**  ^""^  %  "'^  "'?^®f  *®if^ 

The  attorney  GENERAL   fob  *®y  ^^"^^  *>«  ^"^  ^"^  the  landlord 

IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  if  such  ^'''T^  i^^tT^Si'  11    *  ^u     ^™^ 

a  case  were  to  arise    no  doubt  there  he  adhered  substentiaUy  to  the  original 

might  be  such  a  difficulty  as  was  just  intention  of  the  Government.    Thef"?>i 

su^ested  by  the  hon.  Member ;  but  he  °^  *•"«  Mf*»°=  'L"'^  therefore  be  to  d* 

nefir  yet  kn^w  of  a  yearlv  tenant  having  »?^«  with-the  Lords'  Amendment jith 

a  leasi^  of  a  coal  mine.    However,  therl  the  intention  of  having  it  amended  at 

could  be  no  objection  to  adding  the  fol-  ^«  *"^  proposed.    Though  apparendy 

lowino-  words  —  agreeing  to  the  Lords'  Amendment  in 

^  ^  form,  they  were  m  reahty  rejecting  it. 

"  Subject  to  such  nghts  as  the  tenant,  before  -.j-^               ,           j/^xi         Tirm^  j. 

commencement  of  the  said  statutory  term,  was  Motion   made   and  Uuestion,       That 

lawfully  entitled  to  exercise."  this    House    doth    disagree    with    The 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to.  ^^^\  ^"^  *^®  ^^^^  Amendment, "-(Ifr. 

Gladstone f) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorney  Geihsbal  ,^  . .           ,        :%  f\      ^'              ^    j 

for   lEELAND,    said  Lords  Amendment  .„^°*/??  """^^r^  ^"~*??  P~I^' 

amended,  by  inserting   after  the  word  "That  the  said  Amendment  be  amended 

"  coalpits  "the  foUowlng  words :  -  ^^  inserting,  in  pase  6,  Une  7,  after  the 

^                            o  word   'tenancy'   the  words    'save    as 

"Subject  to  such  rights  in  respect  thereof  as  hereinafter   provided.*  "  — (Ifr.    Glad. 

the  tenant  under  the  contract  of  tenancy  sub-  .        \              '^                             ^ 

sisting  immediately  before  the  conmiencement  '^^^v 

of  the  statutory  term  was  lawfully  entitled  to  Mr.  GIBSON  said,   as  explained  by 


exercise. 


the  Prime  Minister,  the  Amendment  in- 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to.  volved  only  a  verbal  change,  and  did 

T^«/io  A«,««^.v,r>«4.  ;«  ^««rv  a  i:««  Q  Jiot  make  any  substantial  variation  at 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  6,  hne  8.  ^^^^  ^^.^^     ^^^  ^^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^ 

Mr.   GLADSTONE    said,   in  conse-  ships,    even  if  they  remained  as  they 

quence  of  the  peculiar  nature  of  the  ac-  were,  were  only  introductory  to  a  change 

tion  they  were  now  engaged  in,  it  some-  made  in  a  subsequent  clause  in  a  differ* 

times  happened  that  a  Motion  was  made  ent  form. 

for  the  disagreement  with  an  Amend-  Mr.  CALLAN  asked  the  meaning  of 
ment  when  the  intention  was  to  meet  the  substituted  words  *'  hereinafter  pro- 
it,  and  vice  versd,  and  that  was  one  of  vided  ?  "  The  omitted  words,  "  conse- 
the  cases  he  now  had  before  him.  In  quent  on  an  increase  of  rent,"  were  dear 
the  Bill,  as  amended  by  their  Lordships,  and  specific.  He  thought  the  change 
hon.  Members  would  find  the  words  was  more  than  verbal,  and  he  was  very 
''  consequent  upon  an  increase  of  rent "  suspicious  when  he  found  the  right  hon. 
had  been  inserted.  He  should  propose  and  learned  Gentleman  the  ex-Attorney 
to  strike  out  those  words,  and  a^r  that  General  for  Ireland  in  so  amiable  a 
was  done  he  should  propose  to  insert  in  mood  with  reference  to  this  compromise, 
the  blank  thus  created  the  words '' save  This  compromise  was  injurious  to  the 
as  hereinafter  provided.''  The  real  ques-  tenant  and  to  the  Bill.  It  was  a  com- 
tion  at  issue  was  this — whether  they  promise  made  in  the  fell  spirit  of  Irish 
were  or  were  not  to  maintain  the  secu-  landlordism. 

rity  of  the  tenant  against  resumption  by  The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL    bor 

the  landlord,   for  what  he  might  call  IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  substi- 

landlord's  purposes,    during    the    first  tution  of  these  words  did  not  make  a 

statutory  term.     They  were  distinctly  of  particle  of  difference  in  the  offset  of  tha 

opinion  that  they  must  adhere  to  the  sub-section.    They  referred  by  antieipa^ 
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tioQ  to  the  8rd  sub-sectioii  of  Clause  7, 
which  created  the  statutory  term. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  whether  thej 
were  to  consider  that  the  objection  of 
the  Lords  to  the  form  of  words  was  of 
such  a  character  that  it  could  be  met  bj 
a  merely  verbal  Amendment  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Farbbr  Hersohell)  said,  at  this  par- 
ticular place  that  was  the  case. 

Mb.  LEAMY  said,  he  could  not  help 
feeling  that  this  was  a  concession  of 
words  where  they  had  refused  to  con- 
cede principles,  merely  for  the  purpose 
of  pleasing  the  Lords  and  soothing  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury.  It  ought  not  to 
be  made,  for  it  should  be  recollected 
that  the  Oovemment  passed  this  section 
through  Committee  and  on  Report  with- 
out permitting  any  alterations. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
that,  as  he  understood  it,  there  were  two 
kinds  of  tenancies,  which  might  be  called 
first -dass  and  second-class  tenancies. 
As  the  Bill  now  stood  it  was  to  the  effect 
that  during  the  continuance  of  a  ten- 
ancy of  the  first  class  there  should  be 
certain  rights.  The  House  of  Lords  had 
proposed  to  strike  out  the  words  con- 
fining it  to  the  first  class,  so  as  to  make 
the  provision  applicable  to  both  classes. 
The  Goyemment  proposed  to  disagree 
with  that,  thinking  it  would  destroy  the 
Bill,  and  they  proposed  to  do  it  in  this 
way — that  there  should  be  certain  rights 
in  all  cases,  except  those  of  the  tenan- 
cies of  the  second  class,  which  was  pre- 
cisely the  same  thing.  On  their  side  he 
and  his  Friends  did  not  agree  to  the 
substance  of  that  proposal,  as  they 
thought  the  Lords  were  right,  and  that 
no  preference  should  be  given  to  one 
class  over  another.  Still,  they  would 
not  take  a  division  on  the  question. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  it  was  a 
matter  of  great  importance  that  the 
power  of  resumption  on  the  part  of  the 
umdlord  during  the  first  term  of  15 
years  should  not  be  conceded,  and  the 
Government  had  no  intention  of  con- 
ceding that  point.  They  thought  the 
words  now  proposed  were  really  better 
words  for  their  purpose  than  the  words 
that  originally  existed,  because  they 
pointed  to  an  after  provision  which  was 
to  be  the  exception  which  they  thought 
they  ought  to  maintain. 

Mb.  HEALY  complained  that  Mem- 
bers could  not  get  copies  of  the  Bill, 
mid;  therefore,  were  unable  to  foUow 


the  discussion.   This  was  miserable  two- 
penny-half-penny economy. 

Mb.  speaker  said,  the  re-printing 
of  -the  Bill  was  by  order  of  the  House 
of  Lords. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  6,  line 
37,  as  since  amended  by  The  Lords. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  question 
of  compensation  for  disturbance  had  re- 
ceded into  a  position  of  much  less  im- 
portance under  this  Bill  than  it  occupied 
under  the  Act  of  1870.  At  the  same 
time,  the  Amendments  made  in  the  dis- 
turbance scale  by  the  Government,  and 
subsequently  by  the  House,  were  made 
after  much  consideration,  and  he  saw 
no  reason  for  departing  from  them.  He 
therefore  moved  that  the  House  dis- 
agree to  the  Lords'  Amendment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment.'* — 
(Mr.  Gladstone.) 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  would  venture 
to  say  that  this  was  a  clause  which  would 
be  very  rarely  appealed  to,  and  why  the 
Prime  Minister  should  have  so  resolutely 
stuck  to  it  all  along,  was  one  of  those 
things  which  would  puzzle  posterity. 
His  (Mr.  Gibson's)  views  were  that  the 
scale  should  be  struck  out  altogether, 
for  it  was  one  he  could  not  understand, 
being  both  illogical  and  unnecessary, 
both  root  and  branch;  but  what  was 
now  in  dispute  was  a  small  matter,  the 
Lords  having  only  made  two  modifica- 
tions on  the  figures  of  the  scale,  and  he 
therefore  could  not  understand  the  hos- 
tility of  the  Prime  Minister  to  the  pro- 
posal. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Lords  Amendment  in  page  8,  lines  15 
and  16. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  this  was  a 
case  where  substantially  there  was  a 
great  disposition  to  arrive  at  an  agree- 
ment upon  this  point,  and  the  Govern- 
ment, though  wishful  to  insert  words  to 
meet  the  general  views,  were  prevented 
from  doing  so  by  the  Forms  of  the  House. 
He  therefore  moved,  in  point  of  form, 
to  disagree  with  the  Lords — that  was  to 
say,  to  retain  their  own  words,  but  to 
add  words  equivalent  to  the  Amendment 
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of  the  Lords  whicli  would  leave  exactly 
the  same  breadth  of  choice  on  the  whole. 
The  words  he  proposed  to  add  were — 

*'  Or  having  otherwise  failed  to  come  to  an 
agreement  with  the  tenant  as  to  what  is  a  fair 
rent  for  the  holding.** 

It  was  quite  the  same  thing.  [Mr. 
Healt:  Hear,  hear!]  But  he  must 
add  in  fairness  that  the  words  were 
founded  on  what  was  substantially  the 
sense  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
''That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — 
{^Mr.  Gladstone,) 

Mb.  healt  said,  it  was  very  evident 
that  their  Lordships  had  been  encouraged 
to  make  this  change  in  the  BiU  owing 
to  the  action  of  the  Government  the 
other  night.  The  Amendment  prac- 
tically conceded  all  that  their  Lordships 
wanted.  The  Bill  treated  the  parties  on 
equal  terms,  and  it  would  go  to  Ireland 
not  in  the  shape  of  a  message  of  peace, 
but  in  the  shape  of  a  threatening  letter. 
Whenever  the  Bill  passed,  there  would 
not  be  a  landlord  in  Ireland  who  could 
not  write  a  threatening  letter  to  every 
one  of  his  tenantry  to  bring  him  into 
Oourt.  As  now  arranged,  that  was  an 
unfortunate  and  miserable  Bill,  and 
every  tenant  would  be  shaking  in  his 
shoes  the  moment  he  had  a  disagreement 
with  his  landlord.  He  denounced  the 
change  in  the  Bill.  It  was  one  of  the 
most  disadvantageous  changes  that  had 
been  made,  and  it  would  result  in  making 
the  Land  Court  one  of  the  most  unpopu- 
lar institutions  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  should  be  very 
glad  if  he  could  recognize  the  vitel  na- 
ture of  the  change;  it  required  the 
acute  ability  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  to  discover  it.  So 
far  as  he  could  see,  the  Amendment 
made,  practically,  but  little  change  in 
the  position  of  the  landlord.  He  and 
his  Friends  had  all  along  contended  that 
the  landlord  should  be  able  to  go  into 
the  Court  unfettered  by  any  restriction, 
and  on  equal  terms  with  his  tenants. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOKSTER  said,  the  change 
seemed  to  him  to  be  calculated  to  im- 
prove the  relations  between  landlord  and 
tenant.  The  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
(Mr.  Healy)  was  quite  mistaken  as  to 
its  probable  efiPect.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment  thought  it  was  imdesirable 

Mr,  OMhtQn^ 


that  if  the  landlord  wished  to  obtain  a 
fixity  for  the  first  15  years,  the  only  road 
by  which  he  could  get  it  should  be  by 
demanding  an  increase  of  rent.  It 
would  be  better  that  it  should  oome  by 
trying  to  make  a  bargain  with  his  ten- 
ant ;  and  if  he  could  not  do  so,  then  he 
could  go  into  Court.  It  would  be  an 
advantage  to  the  landlord  that  he  should 
be  able  to  get  fixity  for  15  years,  with- 
out demanding  an  increase  of  rent. 
There  was  no  obligation  put  on  the 
tenant  to  say  what  he  thought  should 
be  the  reduction.  The  Government  had 
always  protested  against  that,  because 
of  the  different  circumstances  in  which 
the  tenant  was  placed  as  compared  with 
the  landlord. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  observed, 
that  whether  the  proposal  would  be  op- 
pressive to  the  tenant  or  not  depended 
entirely  on  the  expense.  If  the  Oourt 
was  constituted  as  cheaply  as  it  ought  to 
be,  there  would  be  no  oppression  at  all. 
Until  lately  the  tenante  had  only  asked 
for  equal  right  of  access  to  and  advan- 
tage before  the  Court  with  the  landlords.  ^ 
The  Assistant  Commissioners,  if  they 
were  employed  properly,  would  be  arbi- 
trators going  through  the  country,  and 
would  prevent  the  necessity  of  formal 
proceedings  before  the  Couit. 

Mr.  Pi^NELL  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  County  (Mr.  Mitohell 
Henry)  was  in  error  in  his  statement, 
that  the  tenants  were  content  to  be  placed 
on  an  equal  footing  with  the  landlords 
in  regard  to  access  to  the  Court.  The 
hon.  Member  had  himself  voted  for  a 
Bill  introduced  by  the  late  Mr.  Butt, 
which  provided  that  the  Court  should 
be  open  only  to  the  tenant ;  and  when 
the  matter  was  brought  up  at  meetings 
of  the  farmers,  and  when  his  Bill  was 
criticized  in  the  House,  Mr.  Butt  always 
pointed  out  that  it  was  most  desirable 
that  the  Court  should  not  get  a  bad 
name  in  the  minds  of  the  tenante  as 
being  a  Court  to  which  they  could  be 
forcible  brought  by  the  landlord,  but 
should  be  a  kind  of  refuge  to  which  the 
tenant  could  resort  whenever  he  wished. 
Mr.  Butt  said  the  landlord  could  always 
bring  the  tenant  into  Court  by  means  of 
a  notice  to  quit,  or  by  trying  to  increase 
the  rent.  The  position  of  the  two  par- 
ties was  entirely  dissimilar.  The  land- 
lord had  a  great  many  other  remedies ; 
he  could  recover  his  rent  in  a  variety  of ' 
ways,  and  could  sell  the  tepanto'  interest| 
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and  lie  {houglit  it  most  unfair  that  now, 
at  the  eleventh  hour,  an  additional  re- 
medy should  have  been  given  to  the 
landlord.  They,  bj  such  a  proceeding, 
laid  the  seeds  for  the  future  choking  of 
the  Court,  and  would  make  the  Bill  com- 
pletely unworkable.  The  significance 
of  that  Amendment  derived  additional 
weight  by  the  Amendment  on  the  57th 
clause,  by  which  the  Government  gave 
the  Court  power  to  stay  the  sale  of  the 
tenant's  interest  for  arrears  of  rent  for 
three  months  until  the  judicial  rent  had 
been  fixed.  The  landlord  would  now  be 
able  to  drive  his  tenants  into  Court,  and 
so  to  clog  the  Court  that  it  would  be 
perfectly  impossible  to  have  the  judicial 
rent  fixed  in  three  months  with  thejre- 
sult  that  he  could  bring  an  action  for, 
perhaps,  six  months'  arrears,  and  issue 
a  writ  to  sell  out  his  tenant's  interest. 
He  regretted  that  the  Government  had 
altered  the  character  of  their  Bill,  as  it 
would  make  the  tenants  look  upon  the 
Land  Court  with  the  greatest  distrust, 
and  lead  them  to  associate  it  with  the 
other  Courts  where  the  law  was  ad- 
ministered entirely  in  favour  of  the  land- 
lord, and  where  they  never  could  get 
justice.  It  would  also  give  the  strongest 
possible  leverage  to  the  Land  League, 
if  they  wished  to  keep  the  tenants  from 
going  into  Court,  as  they  probably  would. 
Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  very 
sorry  that  there  was  a  ereat  misappre- 
hension apparently,  and,  through  that 
misapprehension,  a  oonsiderable  mis- 
statement of  fact,  with  regard  to  that 
Amendment.  The  fact  was  that  there 
was  not  one  single  landlord  in  Lreland 
who  would  be  enabled  to  go  into  the 
Court  by  the  Amendment  as  now  pro- 
posed who  could  not  have  gone  into 
Clourt  under  the  Bill  as  it  originally 
stood.  The  difference  was  simply  this — 
ihat|  as  the  Bill  previously  stood,  he 
would  only  get  into  Court  by  demanding 
an  increase  of  rent.  Well,  was  it  de- 
sirable to  put  upon  him  that  odious  and 
invidious  duty  in  a  case  where  he  did  not 
want  an  increase  of  rent,  but  only  to  have 
it  judicially  fixed?  He  might  want  to 
concede  a  deduction,  or  to  obtain  judicial 
aanotlon  of  the  present  rent.  But,  as  the 
Bill  stood,  he  could  not  obtain  that  sanc- 
tion without  demanding  from  the  tenant 
an  increase  which  the  tenant  was  un- 
willing to  pay,  and  then  the  tencmt  had 
no  option,  in  defending  himself  against 
^hat  increase  on  the  rent,  but  to  go  into 

YOL.  COLXIV.      [thibd  sebies.] 


Court.  It  seemed  a  much  fairer  thing 
both  to  the  landlord  and  to  the  tenant 
that  the  landlord  should  be  able  to  ob- 
tain this  fixity  if  he  liked  without  going 
through  that  invidious  course,  and  mak- 
ing a  demand  which  he  might  not  think 
just  or  necessary,  but  because  it  was  the 
only  means  of  getting  the  rent  fixed. 

Mr.  CHAELES  EUSSELL  beHeved 
there  was  a  little  more  in  the  Amend- 
ment than  the  Prime  Minister  seemed 
to  think.  Still,  he  (Mr.  C.  Bussell) 
thought  its  importance  had  been  greatly 
exaggerated  by  hon.  Members  opposite. 
He  would  vote  against  the  Amendment 
if  it  was  pressed  to  a  division ;  but  he 
did  not  think  the  efiPect  of  it,  if  passed, 
would  be  very  appreciable.  He  hardly 
thought  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland's 
expectation  that  landlords  would  apply 
this  clause  for  the  sake  of  reducing  a 
rent  and  of  giving  a  fixity  of  15  years 
to  a  reduced  rent  was  well  founded.  He 
had  very  little  hope  of  that  expectation 
being  realized. 

Mb.  WAETON  thought  the  Amend- 
ment, as  now  proposed,  did  not  provide 
for  one  case  that  might  easily  occur.  The 
landlord  might  wish  to  have  a  rent 
fixed,  which  the  tenant  was  willing  to 
pay ;  but  the  tenant  would  not  go  into 
Court  with  his  landlord  to  have  it  fixed 
for  the  statutory  term.  The  landlord 
was  then  put  in  the  disagreeable  posi- 
tion of  having  to  ask  the  Court  for  an 
increase  of  rent,  which  he  did  not  really 
desire 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
thought  that  the  Government  must  feel, 
after  the  heated  language  which  they 
had  heard  throughout  the  country 
affainst  the  audacity  of  the  other  branch 
of  the  Legislature,  that  they  had  hardly 
adequately  recognized  the  benefits  con- 
ferred by  the  House  of  Lords  in  that 
Amendment.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
fallen  into  a  slight  inaccuracy  as  to  the 
form  of  the  Bill  as  it  originally  stood. 
The  landlord  could  only  appear  in  Court 
as  a  defendant,  or  a  prosecuted  party. 
Then  the  Prime  Minister  made  a  con- 
cession, and  allowed  the  landlord  tp 
appear  as  plaintiff;  but  only  after  doing 
an  act  which  in  Ireland  would  be  gene- 
rally looked  upoa  as  an  arbitrary  act. 
The  House  of  Lords  would  enable  the 
landlord  to  appear  in  Court  without 
having  the  appearance  of  doing  an  in- 
jury to  the  tenant.  The  Lords'  Amend- 
ment was  a  valuable  one,  and  he  was 
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glad  that  their  Lordships  had  been  the 
means  of  brin^ns  the  Government  to  a ' 
better  frame  oi  mmd  and  inducing  them 
to  yield  on  this  point.  In  the  event  of 
a  sale  of  an  estate,  it  might  be  of  great 
advantage  to  the  landlord  that  he  should 
have  the  power  of  going  to  the  Court 
and  obtaini|ig  a  judicial  valuation  of  his 
land,  and  get  a  statutory  term  imposed 
upon  all  the  tenants. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'OONNOE  said,  that  the 
inconvenience  of  the  course  adopted  by 
the  Government  was  now  becoming 
manifest.  If  the  Prime  Minister  had 
made  a  general  declaration,  the  Irish 
Members  would  have  been  better  pre- 
pared for  the  change  which  had  been  so 
suddenly  proposed.  He  was  driven  to 
what  might  appear  to  be  a  somewhat 
uncharitable  conclusion,  that  either  the 
Government  were  endeavouring  to  slip 
out  of  their  original  intentions  with  re- 
gard to  this  matter,  or  else  that  they 
did  not  understand  the  consequences  of 
their  action.  He  thought  the  Amend- 
ment was  a  fatal  structural  change  in 
the  Bill,  and  he  must  say  he  disagpreed 
with  the  view  taken  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Gal  way  (Mr.  Mitchell  Heniy). 
The  clause,  in  its  altered  shape,  enabled 
the  landlords  to  go  into  Court  under  dif- 
ferent circumstances  and  conditions.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Gal  way  said  very  pro- 
perly that  if  the  landlord  went  into 
Court,  having  demanded  an  increase  of 
rent,  a  certain  amount  of  odium  attached 
to  him,  and  that  the  burden  of  proof 
was  on  his  shoulders ;  but  now  he  could 
go  into  the  Court  without  the  least 
odium,  and  that  appeared  to  the  hon. 
Member  to  be  a  representation  of  the 
tenant's  interests.  According  to  the  hon. 
Member,  it  was  a  desirable  thing  that 
the  landlord  could  now  threaten  the 
tenant  with  an  action;  the  burden  of 
proof  that  the  rent  asked  was  a  fair  one 
was  not  on  him,  and  he  could  use  the 
statutory  term  as  a  Damocles's  sword 
over  the  heads  of  the  tenants  as  a  means 
of  increasing  rents  in  order  to  improve 
his  property  for  the  purpose  of  sale. 
Was  it,  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  would 
ask,  desirable  that  every  landlord  should 
have  that  power  to  use  it  at  his  will  ? 
That  was  a  ffame  at  which  it  was  easier 
for  the  landlord  to  play  than  the  tenant. 
They  were  making  Utigation  compulsory 
which  was  formerly  optional,  and  were 
thereby  arming  the  landlords  with  an 
additional  power.  His  hon.  Friend's 
(Mr.  Pamell's)  Amendment,  that    six 
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months'  grace  should  be  given  in  pend- 
ing ejectments,  had  been  reduced  to 
three  months,  and  the  result  would  be 
that  landlords  would  commence  so  many 
ejectmeut  proceedings  that  it  would  be 
impossible  for  the  Court  to  fix  the  rents 
before  the  period  had  elapsed. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENBT  explained 
that  his  belief  was  that  the  more  rents 
that  were  judicially  fixed,  the  better  for 
the  peace  of  the  country.  He  knew 
that  what  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  wished  was  that  rents  should 
not  be  judicially  fixed,  but  that  there 
should  be  a  loophole  for  agitation. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  the 
Amendment  was  the  beginning  of  a  clear 
indication  that  the  Insh  tenants  were 
being  sacrificed  to  a  compromise  to  be 
arranged  between  the  Liberal  and  Con- 
servative Parties.  In  the  long  run,  in- 
jury would  accrue  to  the  Liberal  Party, 
and  to  the  Conservative  Party  also,  from 
this  sort  of  patchwork  concession.  Irish 
tenants  would  resent  most  bitterly  the 
proposal  to  place  this  weapon  of  litiga- 
tion in  the  hands  of  the  landlords.  An 
Amendment  of  this  kind  might  paoify 
the  House  of  Lords ;  but  it  would  not 
pacify  Ireland.  The  Conservative  Party 
had  got  their  hand  on  the  key  of  the 
situation  at  the  present  moment,  and  he 
advised  them  to  look  to  the  Irish  people, 
now  that  the  Irish  people  were  bemg  de- 
serted by  the  Liberals. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  was 
very  much  surprised  at  the  vehemence 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  (Mr.  O'Donnell),  and  would  ask 
the  House  quietly  to  consider  whether 
there  was  the  very  smallest  foundation 
for  all  this  outcry?  There  were  two 
modes  by  which  the  tenant  might  get  a 
judicial  rent  and  a  statutory  term — by 
decision  of  the  Court  or  by  voluntary  ar- 
rangement with  the  landlord  as  to  what 
a  fair  rent  should  be.  It  was  said 
that  this  Amendment  was  a  weapon 
forged  by  the  Government  to  please  the 
Conservatives;  but  he  (the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland)  contended  that  hon. 
Members  opposite  would  have  shown  less 
ingenuity,  perhaps,  but  certainly  more 
candour,  if  they  had  described  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  as  a  mode  by 
which  the  Irish  tenantry  would  be 
enabled  to  obtain  a  reduction  of  rent 
more  easily  and  quickly  than  by  going 
to  the  Court,  and  a  statutory  term 
without  any  precedent  litigation  at  alL 
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It  flhonld  be  remembered  that  tbe 
Lcnrds'  Amendment  bad  really  been  first 
proposed  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
where  it  was  oonsidered  by  a  vast 
majority  of  hon.  Members  as  a  fair 
solution  of  a  difficulty,  and  where  it 
would  have  been  carried  but  for  a  merely 
technical  objection.  It  would  surely  be 
unfair  to  say  that  no  landlord  should 
have  a  fair  rent  fixed  on  his  estate  ex- 
cept after  incurring  the  odium  attaching 
to  a  demand  for  a  rent  to  which  he  was 
not  justly  entitled.  He  really  thought, 
with  all  respect  to  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite, that  they  were  riding  their  horse 
a  little  too  hard.  They  had  hardly  given 
sufficient  credit  to  the  Government  for  a 
desire  to  do  what  was  just  to  the  land- 
lord without  being  at  all  prejudicial  to 
the  tenant.  The  object  and  effect  of  the 
Amendment  was  manifest,  and  it  left 
the  tenant  perfectly  free. 

Mb.  NEwDEGATE  :  Let  the  House 
consider  for  a  few  moments  the  object 
now  declared  to  be  that  of  the  Irish  sec- 
tion, according  to  the  declarations  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
ffarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell).  The  House 
has  decided  to  establish  an  institution 
by  virtue  of  this  Bill  which  is  termed 
the  Land  Court,  and  this  Court  is  to 
decide  in  matters  of  equity  between  the 
landlord  and  the  tenant.  The  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Members  whom  I  have  men- 
tioned is  that  this  Court  shall  deal  with 
the  subject-matter  land,  having  only  one 
of  the  two  persons  interested  in  the  land 
before  it.  Tlie  other  person  interested 
in  the  land,  the  landowner,  is  never  to 
appear  in  Court  except  as  a  criminal,  as 
having  violated  the  diief  object  of  this 
Act,  the  establishment  of  a  fair  rent,  by 
asking  a  rent  which  he  must  know 
beforehand,  according  to  this  precious 
scheme,  that  the  Court  will  reject  as  too 
high ;  otherwise  the  landlord  will  have 
no  loeuB  standi  before  the  Court  at  all. 
A  Court  pretendiug  to  deal  in  equity 
which  would  be  limited  to  having  only 
one  of  the  two  parties  interested  before 
it  of  right  would  not  deserve  to  be  called 
a  Court  at  all.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  Citv  of  Cork  has  been  at  much  pains 
to  explain  to  the  House  that,  however 
iniquitous  may  be  his  suggestion,  it  in- 
volves an  object  which  the  Party  that  he 
represents  has  contemplated  and  striven 
to  attain  for  years,  that  object  being 
neither  more  nor  less  than  this — to  out- 
law the  landlords. 


Mb.  DAWSON  put  it  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  that  a  land- 
lord, under  the  Amendment,  might  in- 
duce a  tenant  to  accept  a  nominal  re- 
duction of  rent,  to  which  he  would  be 
bound  for  15  years.  The  tenant  might 
unwittingly  find  himself  bound  to  a 
settlement  for  that  term  of  years,  which 
was  adverse  to  his  interests,  and  con- 
trary to  the  previously  declared  inten- 
tions of  the  Government  when  the  Bill 
was  introduced,  for  it  was  understood  to 
be  a  Bill  for  the  tenant,  and  not  for  the 
landlord. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  also  in- 
quired of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  what  the  landlord  could  re- 
quire to  go  into  Court  for  but  for  an 
increase  of  rent  ?  He  was  astonished 
at  the  remarkable  change  which  had 
come  over  the  policy  of  the  Government, 
especially  as  only  the  other  night  the 
Lord  Chancellor  made  a  strong  speech 
in  support  of  not  giving  the  landlords 
the  powers  now  sought  to  be  conferred 
upon  them.  He  believed  that  it  would 
simply  lead  to  litigation,  and  there  was 
no  aoubt  that  the  clause  was  the  result 
of  a  communication  between  the  Leaders 
of  the  two  Parties,  in  order  to  make 
things  pleasant  all  round  for  the  Mem- 
bers of  both  Houses. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  amended^  by  restoring  the 
words  struck  out  by  their  Lordships. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Gladstone, 
Amendment  further  amended^  by  insert- 
ing the  words  "  or  after "  before  the 
words  inserted  by  their  Lordships. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  The 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment  as 
amended." — (i/r.  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,) 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  it  would  be  very 
injurious  to  the  tenant  farmers  in  many 
cases  to  apply  to  have  a  statutory  term 
fixed,  because  of  the  conditions  involved 
in  the  term,  and  the  penal  consequences 
of  any  breach  of  them.  Of  course,  in 
many  other  cases,  it  would  be  wise  in 
the  tenants  to  apply  to  have  a  statutory 
term  fixed.  When  this  Amendment  and 
the  Amendment  to  sub- section  5  were 
inserted  in  the  Bill  it  was  a  permissive 
Bill  no  longer.  The  Government  wanted 
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to  give  fixity  of  tenure — he  begged  par- 1 
don,  he  should  say  durability  of  tenure 
— to  the  tenant ;  but  it  was  for  his  own 
benefit.  Where,  however,  the  tenant 
thought  it  was  not  for  his  benefit  to 
have  a  statutory  term  extending  to  15 
years,  he  ought  to  be  at  liberty  to 
ohoose  a  shorter  term.  The  Bill  was 
rendered  very  mischievous  by  forcing 
this  statutory  term  upon  the  tenant.  He 
begged  to  move  an  Amendment  on  the 
main  question  that  the  amended  Amend- 
ment be  agreed  to,  that  in  cases  of 
agreement  between  landlord  and  tenant 
the  statutory  term  should  be  reduced  to 
such  term  as  the  tenant  mieht  suggest. 
He  should  like  to  tell  the  ]msh  people, 
if  the  BiU  passed,  to  improve  their  hold- 
ings at  once,  and  see  wnat  foreign  com- 
petition would  do,  and  then  afterwards 
ask  a  reduction  of  rent ;  but,  in  the  case 
of  persons  to  whom  the  rent  they  were 
paying  was  a  case  of  life  and  death,  he 
would  say  go  to  the  Oourt  at  once  and 
have  it  reduced. 

Mb.  SFEAKEE  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  be  in  Order  in  pro- 
posing an  Amendment  on  the  Amend- 
ment after  the  Question  had  been  put 
from  the  Chair,  that  the  House  do  agree 
to  the  Lords'  Amendment  as  amended. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  in  that  case,  he 
was  content,  and  would  only  say  a  word 
more.  He  had  formerly  desired  that 
the  Bill  should  be  passed.  Certainly, 
now  he  did  not  desire  it  at  all.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  Bill,  in  consequence  of 
the  alterations  which  had  been  made  in 
it,  was  now  an  instrument  of  oppression 
that  might  be  used  against  the  Irish  ten- 
ants, and  he  should  not  be  sorry  to  see 
it  drop.  The  Government  had  done 
their  worst  to  make  the  measure  un- 
popular by  introducing  the  most  mo- 
mentous changes  into  it,  which  would 
involve  the  loss  of  millions  of  money 
to  the  Irish  people.  The  only  course 
open  to  the  Irish  Members  was  to  divide 
against  the  clause,  and  protest  against 
structural  chauges  being  made  not  in 
Committee,  but  on  the  consideration  of 
the  Lords'  Amendments.  The  Govern- 
ment had  turned  a  Bill  which  might 
have  been  of  some  advantage  to  the  Irish 
tenants  into  a  most  mischievous  and  dan- 
gerous one. 

Mb.  LALOB  said,  he  was  afraid  the 
Government  did  not  see  the  disastrous 
^ect  of  the  alterations  they  had  agreed 
to.    There  could  be  no  doubt  that  evexy 
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Judge  in  Ireland  would  differ  from  every 
other  as  to  what  was  a  fair  rent,  and  that 
some  Judges  would  be  very  favourable 
to  the  landlords.  Where  tne  landlords 
found  a  Judge  who  was  influenced  in 
their  favour,  they  were  sure  to  bring 
the  tenants  into  Court  to  get  the  rents 
fixed. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  .-^Ayes  238 ;  Noes 
66:     Majority     172.— (Div.    list,   No. 

386.) 

Lords  Amendment,  page  8,  line  20. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  ihev 
came  now  to  an  Amendment  whic^i 
would  require  an  effort  on  the  part  of 
the  House,  first  of  all,  to  grasp  clearly 
the  nature  of  the  point  they  had  before 
them,  which  was  rather  complex  in 
point  of  form ;  and,  seoondly,  to  take  a 
thoroughly  cool  and  dispassioQate  view 
of  it.  The  most  important  subject  of  it 
was  the  following  words,  which  had  been 
inserted  at  the  instance  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  C.  Bus- 
sell),  ''and  having  regard  to  the  inte- 
rest of  the  landlo^  and  the  tenant  re- 
spectively." Those  words,  it  would  be 
recollected,  were  accepted  by  the  Gk>- 
vemment  and  insertea  with  the  express 
view  of  giving  confidence  and  satisfac- 
tion, rather  than  to  introduce  any  new 
principle  or  idea  into  the  Bill.  When 
they  came  before  the  Lords,  however, 
they  were  viewed  as  being  intended  to 
bring  in  again  an  idea  which  the  Gh>- 
vernment  had  always  emphatically  dis- 
claimed— namely,  that  the  value  of  the 
tenant's  interest  in  his  holding  was  to 
be  legitimately  deducted  from  the  rent 
which  would  otherwise  be  due  to  the 
landlord.  The  Lords  accordingly  pro- 
vided against  what  they  conceived  to  be 
a  danger.  In  the  first  place,  they  struck 
out  the  parenthetical  words  of  the  Com- 
mons ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  as  a 
double  security,  they  introduced  a  sub- 
section (9)  to  the  clause,  which  ran  in 
these  terms — 

*'  The  rent  of  the  holding  shall  not  be  reduced 
in  any  proceedings  under  this  Act  on  account 
of  any  money  or  money*s  worth  paid  or  giyen 
by  the  tenant  or  his  predecessors  in  title, 
otherwise  than  to  the  landlord  on  coming  into 
the  holding." 

That  sub-section  the  House  of  Commons 
deemed  to  be  open  to  the  objection  of 
again  bringing  in  the  principle  of  d^ 
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duotion,  and  as  bringing  it  in,  in  con- 
nection with  a  supposed  "  largeness"  of 
tenanf'rigbt,  without  taking  into  con- 
sideration the  case  which  might,  of  course, 
happen,  that  the  very  smaUness  of  the 
tenant  right  might  be  urged  as  a  reason 
for  increasing  the  rent,  just  as  much  as 
the  largeness  of  the  tenant  right  might 
be  urged  as  a  reason  for  diminishing  it. 
The  House  of  Commons,  perceiving  the 
nature  of  this  one-sided  Amendment  of 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  struck  out 
that  sub-section,  and  restored  its  own 
words,  and  the  Lords  responded  to  that 
proceeding  by  aeain  sinking  out  the 
parenthetical  words  and  replacing  the 
sub-section.  He  was  goinff  to  ask  the 
House  to  treat  these  two  Amendments 
together ;  and  it  would  be  impossible  to 
tf£e  a  fair  view  of  the  importance  of  the 
parenthetic  words  unless  the  sub-section 
9  was  also  taken  in  view  at  the  same 
time.  As  he  had  said,  the  Lords  had 
replied  to  them  by  asain  striking  out 
the  parenthetical  wordis,  and  again  re- 
inserting sub-section  9 ;  but  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  the  sub-section  9 
which  they  had  sent  them  was  of  a  cha- 
racter, from  their  point  of  view,  quite 
distinct  from  that  which  they  sent  them 
before.  It  looked  to  him  as  if  some 
new  and  skilful  hand  had  tried  its  effect 
upon  the  manipulation  of  the  sub-sec- 
tion ;  and  he  thought  everyone  would 
at  once  see  the  difference  in  its  cha- 
racter from  the  sub-section  which  they 
formerly  had  to  deal  with.  The  wordb 
now  proposed  were  these — 

"  The  amount  of  money^  or  money's  worth  that 
may  have  been  paid  or  given  for  the  tenancy  of 
any  hol<]Qng  hy  a  tenant  or  his  predecessors 
in  title  otherwise  than  to  the  landlord  or  his 
predeoeoBors  in  title  riiall  not  of  itself,  apart 
from  other  considerations,  be  deemed  to  be  a 
gronnd  for  reducing  or  increasing  the  rent  of 
such  holding." 

Those  were  words  at  which  they  had 
looked  critically  and  dispassionately, 
and  he  was  bound  to  say  that  they 
bought  they  did  not  contain  any  in- 
jurious element.  Therefore,  treating 
that  as  really  one  Amendment,  the  course 
they  proposed  to  take  was  this — to  agree 
to  tiie  subsequent  Amendment  as  sent 
back  to  them,  and  they  proposed  to  re- 
place the  parenthetical  words  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk,  which, 
if  they  contained  any  element  of  danger, 
and  they  did  not  admit  it,  would  find 
that  danger  sufficiently  blocked  out  by 
sub-section  9,  because  it  simply  said, 


what  was  evidently  quite  true,  that  the 
amount  of  tenant  right  interest  might 
be  an  important  illustrative  fact,  and 
have  a  strong  indirect  bearing  on  the 
question  of  rent,  but  which 

"Shall  not,  by  itself  and  apart  from  other 
considerations,  be  deemed  to  be  a  ground  for 
increasing  or  reducing  the  rent." 

Therefore,  they  acceded  to  that  sub-sec- 
tion upon  the  deliberate  conviction  that 
in  so  doing,  while  meeting  a  difficulty 
honestly  entertained,  they  were  not,  in 
any  degree,  imperilling  any  of  the  in- 
terests which  they  sought  to  defend  by 
that  Bill.  The  course,  therefore,  he  pro- 
posed they  should  take  was  this — to  in- 
troduce the  parenthetical  words,  and  then 
agree  to  the  Lords'  Amendment  in  the 
closing  sub-section. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  this  House  doth  disafipree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  first  part  of  the  said 
Amendment." — {Mr.  Gladstone,) 

Sm  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  pre- 
sumed that,  technically  speakine,  the 
effect  was  to  treat  these  words  and  sub- 
section 9  as  one ;  and  though  they  dis- 
agreed with  the  Lords  with  regard  to 
the  words  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Dundalk  TMr.  C.  Russell),  they 
were  not  absolutely  rejecting  the  whole 
of  the  Amendment.  He  thought,  under 
those  circumstances,  that  the  course 
which  was  proposed  by  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter seemed  to  be  one  that  would  really 
afford  a  satisfactory  solution  of  a  some- 
what curious  complication,  to  which 
more  weight  had  been  given  than,  in  his 
opinion,  the  words  objected  to  justified. 
He  had  never  quite  understood  the 
original  insertion  of  the  words,  except 
on  the  hypothesis  that  they  were  in- 
tended as  a  direction  to  a  Court  that 
still  remained  to  be  constituted,  and 
which  might,  perhaps,  act  otherwise, 
to  deal  in  some  special  way  with  the 
tenant's  interest  in  his  holding.  At  any 
rate,  it  was  clear  that  factitious  import- 
ance had  been  attached  to  them  ;  and  it 
was  some  satisfaction,  after  hammering 
the  matter  out  between  the  two  Houses, 
to  have  at  last  removed  a  misapprehen- 
sion that  might  have  led  to  more  serious 
difficulties. 

Me.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  the 
object  for  which  he  introduced  the 
Amendment  was  that  the  Government 
had  originally  words  which  directly  re- 
ferred   to  the  tenant's   interest.      He 
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thouglit  it  objectionable  that  the  clause 
should  leave  the  House  without  some 
words  securing  that  object.  In  the  second 
place,  nowhere  in  the  Bill  was  to  be 
found  admitted,  in  connection  with  rent, 
the  tenant's  interests  in  his  improve- 
ments. As  to  sub-section  9,  he  did 
not  quite  understand  it.  He  found 
in  it  language  with  which  he  was  not 
familiar,  as  usual  in  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. He  found  no  definition  in  the 
clause  itself  of  what  was  meant  by  **  the 
tenancy  of  a  holding."  Now,  it  seemed 
to  him  that  the  tenant's  interests  in  his 
holding  included  the  improvements  either 
made  by  himself  or  paid  for  by  him. 
Having  regard  to  the  nature  of  that 
Interest,  he  did  not  know  why  it  should 
not  be  taken  into  account  by  the  clause, 
nor  could  he  understand  the  force  of 
the  words  ''  bv  itself,  apart  from  other 
considerations. '  The  sub-section  was 
very  inartistically  drawn.  He  saw  g^eat 
danger  in  the  words  as  now  proposed, 
and  believed  their  effect  would  be  ex- 
ceedingly misleading.  He  would,  there- 
fore, suggest,  in  order  to  insure  that  the 
interest  of  the  tenant  should  not  be  en- 
croached upon,  and  that  he  should  not 
be  charged  rent  upon  improvements 
which  he  made  himself,  that  an  Amend- 
ment to  this  effect  might  be  introduced 
— **  otherwise  than  for  improvements." 
The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Farrer  Herschell)  observed,  that  what 
ought  to  be  the  test  was  what  the  im- 
provements were  worth.  He  contended 
that  the  interpretation  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  (Mr.  Oharles 
RusseU)  put  upon  the  words  was  a 
wrong  one,  and  that  the  clause  as  now 
agreed  to  would  really  meet  all  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  case.  It  must  be  remem- 
bered that  this  Amendment  followed  a 
provision  in  which  there  was  a  distinct 
prohibition  against  making  an  allowance 
or  charge  in  respect  of  improvements 
against  the  tenant.  He  must  say  that, 
with  the  most  earnest  desire  to  insert 
nothing  in  the  Bill  which  would  out 
down  the  tenant's  interest,  he  could  see 
no  possible  way  in  which  it  could  be  sug- 
gested that  it  would  prove  injurious  to 
the  tenant.  The  Government  had  also 
scanned  the  Amendment  most  anxiously 
with  the  view  of  seeing  if  in  any  way  it 
would  operate  improperly  against  the 
tenant ;  but  they  had  been  unable  to  see 
any.  They  thought  it  would  be  of  ad- 
Tantage  to  the  tenant  and  landlord  alike. 

Mr,  Charles  Russell 


Mr.  FASNELL  said,  that,  looking 
at  the  long  history  of  the  Bill  from  its 
commencement,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
the  adoption  of  suo-section  9  by  the 
House  would  very  materially  injure  the 
Ulster  Custom,  if  it  would  not  entirely 
destroy  it.  The  Bill,  as  introduced  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  directed  the 
Court,  in  fixing  a  fair  rent,  to  have 
regard  to  the  interest  of  the  tenant  in 
his  holding ;  and  that  interest  was  de- 
fined, in  the  case  of  holdings  in  Ulster, 
to  the  tenant  right  custom  which  existed 
there,  and  outside  that  Province  to  any 
analogous  usage.  The  insertion  of  this 
sub-section,  therefore,  entirely  destroyed 
the  tenant  right  custom.  If  the  amount 
of  the  tenant's  interest  in  the  open 
market  was  not  to  be  regarded  in  fixing 
a  fair  rent,  except  there  were  other  con- 
siderations which  the  Court  could  also 
take  into  account,  he  (Mr.  Pamell) 
thought  they  were  entitled  to  ask  the 
Government  what  were  those  ''other 
considerations,"  apart  from  the  money 
paid,  which  were  to  be  regarded  in  the 
case  of  a  person  who  bought  the  Ulster 
Custom  when  he  applied  to  the  Court  to 
fix  a  fair  rent  ?  In  the  case  of  a  tenant 
who  had  sold  his  interest,  and  the  pur- 
chaser applied  to  the  Court  to  fix  a  fair 
rent,  what  were  the  considerations  here  ? 
He  did  not  see  what  other  considera- 
tions there  could  be.  He  had  been 
willing  to  limit  the  discretion  of  the 
Court  by  giving  the  landlord  the  right 
of  pre-emption;  but  that  was  not  the 
meaning  of  the  sub-section.  The  mean- 
ing of  it  was  that  there  should  be  other 
considerations  taken  into  account  by  the 
Court  in  fixinc^  a  fair  rent  apart  from 
the  money  paid  by  the  tenant  for  the 
interest.  That  dealt  a  fatal  blow  to 
the  Ulster  tenant  right  custom  and 
afi^ainst  the  intention  to  confer  freedom 
of  sale  in  other  parts  of  Ireland,  be- 
cause the  tenant  would  not  be  able  to 
sell  his  interest  at  a  fair  marketable 
price;  or,  at  all  events,  he  would  be 
greatly  hampered  in  the  sale  of  that  in- 
terest. He  regretted  exceedingly  that 
the  Government  had  departed  from  their 
original  position  in  this  matter.  The 
history  of  Clause  7  had  been  one  of 
continual  giving  way  on  the  part  of  the 
Government.  As  it  stood  originally,  it 
gave  tenants  in  Ulster  the  right  to  say 
that  their  interest  consisted  of  the  Ulster 
tenant  right  custom ;  and  to  tenants  out- 
side of  Ulster,  that  their  interest  oon- 
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sisted  in  compensation  for  improvements 
they  might  be  entitled  to  under  the  Act 
of  1870,  and  in  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance to  which  thej  might  be  en- 
titled under  the  same  Act.    A  strong 
set,  however,  had   been  made  against 
the  clause,  and  the  Government  for  the 
sake  of  peace,   and    for   the    sake  of 
getting  rid  of  the  very  strong  opposition 
which  undoubtedly  would  have  proved 
fatal  to  the  Bill,  gave  in,  and  said  they 
would  leave  it  to  the  discretion  of  the 
Court ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  tbey  as- 
sured the  Irish  Members  that  the  words 
which  they  cut  out  from  the  original 
were  still  suggested  in  the  Bill,  and  the 
tenants  were  protected.    The  clause  had 
now  come  back  from  the  Lords,  with  a 
very  vag^e  addition,  which  he  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)   defied    anybody   to   explain,  and 
which  the  Government  would  not  at- 
tempt to  explain  in  the  slightest  de- 
gree.    If  the  Government  were  going  to 
agree  with  their  Lordships  in  this  Amend- 
ment, Irish  Members  were  entitled  to 
claim  that  the  clause  should  be  restored 
to  its  original  state.   K  the  Government 
were  not  going  to  keep  their  word  with 
the  House,  and  leave  the  matter  to  the 
discretion  of  the  Court,  but  if,  at  the 
eleventh  hour,  they  were  going  to  turn 
round  and  introduce  a  definition  against 
the  tenant  and  in  favour  of  the  landlord 
at  the  bidding  of  *^  another  place,"  the 
Irish  Members  were  also  entitled  to  turn 
round  and  ask  that  the  clause  should  be 
defined  in  the  interest  of  the  tenant, 
and  that  it  should  be  restored  to  the 
form  it  originally  bore  before  it  was 
altered  to  get  rid  of  Conservative  oppo- 
sition in  this  House. 

Mb.  SHAW  said,  he  thought  the 
House  of  Lords  had  gone  a  long  way  in 
the  solution  of  the  difficulty  which  arose 
imder  that  clause.  That  difficulty  com- 
menced when  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Charles  Eussell)  intro- 
duced his  words  into  the  Bill,  which 
were  entirely  unnecessary.  The  words, 
however,  being  in  the  clause  he  (Mr. 
Shaw)  did  not  think  they  could  submit 
to  their  being  struck  out.  The  ori^nal 
intention  of  the  Government  was  to  leave 
the  question  of  the  rent  entirely  to  the 
Oouit,  and  the  insertion  of  these  words 
ffave  rise  to  a  fear  on  the  part  of  the 
umdlords  that  there  was  some  hidden 
intention  of  taking  the  absurd  price 
given  in  the  Norui  of  Ireland,  and 
taking  5  per  cent  on  that  price  out  of 


their  rent.    He  believed  no  Court  in 
existence  would  do  that.     But  the  fear 
being  there,  he  thought  it  was  a  very 
natural  feeling  on  the  part  of  the  land- 
lords to  be  rather  alarmed  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  this  was  their  mode  of  solving 
the  difficulty.     It  struck  him  at  the 
be^nning  that  there  was  nothing  very 
serious  in  these  words ;  but  he  should 
certainly  preface  them  with  a  provision 
which  the  right  hon.  and  learnidd  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
assured  him  was  already  in  the  Bill,  and 
in  fixing  the  rent  any  improvements 
on  outlay  made  by  the  tenant  or  his  pre- 
decessors in  title  should  not  be  taken  as 
a  ground  for  raising  the  rent.    If  it  was 
provided  for  in  the  Bill,  he  could  not 
see   that    these  words    would    do  the 
slightest  harm.     He  did  not  think  there 
was  any   hidden  or  sinister  object  in 
them ;  but  if  there  was  it  would  be  all 
the  worse  for  the  landlord  in  the  long 
run.     He  thought,  however,  that  some 
words  might  be  introduced  which  would 
make  it  discretionary  on  the  Court ;  and 
he    would    suggest  that   these    words 
should  be  inserted,  in  ''  case  the  Court 
should  be  of  opinion  that  an  excessive 
sum  has  been  given." 

The  ATTORNEY    GENERAL   for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  thought 
there  was  some  misapprehension  on  the 
part  of  hon.  Members  opposite  as  to  the 
effect  of  the  words.  They  always  thought 
that  the  words  inserted  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  Charles 
Russell)  were  merely  a  development  of 
the  words  "  after  hearing  both  parties  " 
— that  was,  that  the  Court,  in  estimating 
a  fair  rent,  would  hear  the  parties ;  and, 
having  reeard  to  the  interest  of  the  land- 
lord and  the  tenant,  consider  all  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case.     He  did  not, 
he  confessed,  think  that,  even  as  such, 
they  were  necessary.     He  was  aware, 
however,  that  the  Irish  tenants  attached 
a    good   deal    of  importance  to  these 
words ;  but  that  was  as  nothing  compared 
to  the  fear  as  to   their  import  which 
seemed  to  exist  in  "  another  place."  They 
had,  however,  got  into  the  clause,  and, 
having  got  in,  the  House,  he  submitted, 
should  abide  by  them.     As  had  been 
pointed  out,  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Dundalk  was  the  inno- 
cent source  of  the  Amendment  which, 
he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Shaw),  had  led  to  the  whole 
of  the  difficulty.    There  would  haa^  \.^ 
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be  some  inqtdry  behind  the  amonntpaid 
for  the  tenant  right,  bo  that  the  mere 
money  paid  at  the  beginning  of  the  ten- 
ancy would  not  be  conclusive  in  favour 
of  the  tenant. 

Dr.  COMMINS  said,  he  agreed  with 
the  object  desired  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  and  the  ri^ht  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  for  Ireland ; 
but  doubted  whether  the  clause,  as 
worded,  would  carry  it  out.  The  defect 
might,  however,  be  remedied  by  a  very 
slight  change.  Why  not  add,  after  ''the 
sum  of  money  shall  not  be  taken  into  ac- 
count," the  words,  "  apart  from  the  pre- 
sent value  of  the  tenant's  interest  ? ' 

Mr.  GIYAN  thought  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  representing  Ireland  some- 
what misunderstood  the  application  of 
the  sub-section.  It  was  rather  a  pro- 
tection to  the  tenant  than  otherwise. 
In  Ulster,  he  (Mr.  GKvan)  could  say  from 
experience  that  when  a  high  price  was 
paid  for  tenant  right,  the  l^dlord  gene- 
rally came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  rent 
was  too  low,  and  raised  it  accordingly. 
All  the  arguments  as  to  the  injurious 
effect  of  the  proposed  sub-section  on  the 
tenant  right  of  Ulster  appeared  to  him 
altogether  illusory.  He  was  glad  that 
the  Prime  Minister  retained  the  words 
which  the  Lords  had  struck  out.  The 
very  reason  eiven  by  the  Lords  for  dis- 
agreeing wim  that  House  was  sufficient 
reason  for  that  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
course,  for  the  Lords  assumed  that  the 
tenant  had  no  interest  in  his  holding. 

Captaii^  AYLMEE  said,  he  was  glt^ 
that  the  Government  had  accepted  the 
sub-section. 

Colonel  COLTHUEST  said,  he  had 
been  informed  that  the  sub-section,  as  it 
stood,  would  cause  a  great  amount  of 
alarm  and  discontent  amongst  the  Irish 
tenants.  He  would  suggest  that  the 
words  *'  in  excess  of  what  is  deemed  by 
the  Court  reasonable  "  should  be  added 
after  the  words  "  money's  worth." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Words  struck  out  by  The  Lords  re- 
stored to  the  Bill,  and  subsequent  Amend- 
ment of  The  Lords  to  the  same  clause 
agreed  to. 

Lords'  Amendment,  page  8,  line  28, 
as  since  amended  by  the  Lords. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment,  as 

The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 


amended/' — {Mr.  Athrmy  G0n&rdl  for 
Ireland,) 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  felt  in  a  posi- 
tion of  pain  and  difficulty  about  that 
Amendment,  as  it  had  been  his  lotto 
have  spoken  upon  the  subject  three  or 
four  tunes,  and  to  go  over  the  same 
ground  on  each  occasion.  He  only 
hoped  that,  as  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Fnend  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
had  pointed  out — and  as  he  admitted — it 
was  in  the  competence  of  the  Ooort 
under  the  Equities  Clause,  all  the  matters 
which  had  been  alluded  to  would  be 
taken  into  account. 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  he  entirely  dis- 
agreed with  the  view  expressed  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland.  The 
Amendment  of  the  Lords  only  made 
dear  what  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  wished. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Lords  Amendment,  page  8,  line  85, 
as  since  amended  by  the  Lords,  read. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  bob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  accept  the  Amendment. 
He  must,  therefore,  move  to  disagree 
with  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment,  as 
amended." — {Mr.  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland.) 

Lord  JOECN  MANNERS  said,  he  was 
sorry  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  announced  the  intention 
of  the  Government  not  to  accede  to  the 
Amendment.  The  principle  had  already 
been  acceded  to  at  the  end  of  a  seoond 
statutory  term,  and  he  could  not  see 
why  the  resumption  should  be  prevented 
in  the  case  of  a  first  statutory  term.  It 
might  be  necessary  in  some  cases  for  a 
landlord  to  have  the  power  of  resump- 
tion for  the  purpose  of  supplying  tne 
wants  of  the  neighbourhood  daring  the 
first  statutory  term ;  but,  under  the 
clause,  the  Court  would  not  have  the 
power  of  granting  it. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  198 ;  Noes 
86 :  Majority  1 12.— (Div.  list,  No.  887.) 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  AxroBinET  Gsnx- 
BAL  for  Ibelaio),  Lords  Amendments  to 
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the  AmendmentB  macle  by  the  CommoiiB 
to  the  Lords  Amendmenta,  in  page  9, 
line  16,  ojfTMd  to,  with  Ameadmento. 

The  Amendment  made  b;  The  Lords 
to  the  words  restored  to  the  Bill  bv  The 
Ijords  not  insiAtuig  on  their  Amendment 
in  page  9,  line  39,  to  which  the  Com- 
mona  uad  disagreed,  read  a  seoond  time. 

Thb  attorney  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  L&w)  said,  he  did  not 
tiling  the  words  proposed  to  be  intro- 
dticed  were  at  all  necessary  in  that  part 
of  the  danse.  Jn  fact,  he  thought  they 
might  be  decidedly  injurious.  He  must, 
thOTefore,  ask  the  House  to  disagree 
with  them.  He  proposed,  however,  to 
add  the  word  "  othenrise "  before  the 
word  "  compensated "  in  the  clause, 
which  would  suit  the  case. 

Uotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  doth  disi^iree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — 
(Jfr.  Miortuy  Guuralfor  Irflmd.) 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  ad- 
mitted that  the  words,  as  proposed,  were 
an  improvement  of  the  clause  as  it  now 
stood ;  but  he  did  not  think  t^t  they 
made  up  for  the  words  which  the  Lords 
had  put  in,  and  which  were  almost  identi- 
oallythe  same  as  those  which  he  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcoto)  had  moved  when  the 
Bill  was  in  Committee.  Those  words 
were  taken  &om  the  Land  Act  of  1670, 
and  only  provided  what  was  fair — 
namely,  that  the  Court  should  take  into 
consideration  the  length  of  time  during 
which  the  tenant  had  been  in  enjoyment 
of  the  improvements  at  a  low  rent.  The 
Amendment  met  the  case  of  a  man  who 
took  a  holding  at  a  moderate  or  low  rent 
with  a  view  of  making  improvements 
which  would  cost  him  something,  but  for 
which,  on  the  terms  on  which  he  had 
taken  his  holding,  he  expected  the  length 
of  the  lease  would  enable  him  to  recoup 
himself.  He,  therefore,  hoped  the  Oo- 
vemment  would  not  object  to  the  inser- 
tion of  the  words.  It  seemed  to  hirrt  to 
be  veiy  fair  and  reasonable. 

Ub.  OLADSXONE  said,  that  such  a 
case  would  be  sufficiently  covered  by  the 
words  of  their  Amendment — "paid  or 
otherwise  compensated  for,"  which  they 
proposed  to  introduce  after  the  Lords' 
Amendment  had  been  formally  disagreed 
with.  They  were  much  more  simple 
than  the  words  from  the  Act  of  1870. 
Their  contention  was  that  if  there  was 


any  doubt  about  the  meaning  of  the 
Amendment,  that  doubt  would  be  re- 
moved by  the  insertiou  of  the  word 
"  otherwise."  They  summed  up  all  the 
matters  that  the  Court  could  take  into 
consideration  under  the  words  "paid  or 
otherwise  compensated."  He  thought 
the  adoption  of  the  Lords'  Amendment 
would  lead  to  some  ambiguity,  though, 
perhaps,  it  had  some  basis  in  reason, 
and  might  be  accepted  if  it  wore  modi- 
fied and  made  more  clear  in  its  Ian- 
guage. 

Mb.  QIBSON  said,  he  would  admit 
that  the  word  "otherwise"  made  an 
important  change  ;  but  he  did  not  under- 
stand why  the  Prime  Minister  objected 
to  the  particular  words  contained  m  the 
Amendment  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote).  He  (Mr.  Oibson) 
thought  it  was  conceived  in  the  most 
moderate  spirit.  It  only  asked  that 
effect  might  be  given  to  that  which 
nine  out  of  every  ten  reasonable  men 
would  consider  uie  ordinary  common- 
sense  view  of  the  case — namely,  that  the 
Oourt  should  take  into  account  the  date 
when  the  tenant  commenced  to  make 
bis  improvemente  and  the  rent  which 
he  paid.  He  could  not  agree  with  the 
Prime  Minister  that  these  elements,  in 
a  fair  decision  of  the  cases  which  might 
arise,  were,  with  sufficient  detail,  steted 
in  the  Bill  as  it  stood.  If  the  statement 
of  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  and  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  were  engrafted  upon 
the  rules  of  the  Court  he  would  be 
quite  satisfied;  but  he  was  not  ^nite 
content  that  the  Court  should  alone  he 
guided  by  the  words  of  the  clause  as  it 
stood. 

Mk.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  opposed 
the  Amendment,  being  apprehensive 
that  under  it  the  landlord  might  receive 
compensation  for  im^rovementefor  which 
he  had  aot  paid.  He  did  not  see  that 
the  length  of  the  enjo^ent  of  the  im- 
provements had  anything  to  do  with  the 
question.  He  saw  no  reason  why  the 
landlord  should,  in  tbe  rent,  have  con- 
sideration for  improvements  which  he 
had  neither  purchased  nor  given  any 
other  compensation  for. 

Oaptair  AYLMER  supported  the 
Amendment,  believing  that  if  it  were 
not  adopted  a  tenant  who  had  already 
received  compensation  for  his  outlay 
through  the  payment  of  a  low  rent  wonld 
again  receive  compensation  in  money. 
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Ho  muntained,  further,  that  tbere  were 
other  cases  which  had  been  overlooked. 
Land  was  often  let  at  very  low  rents  on 
the  ground  that  improvements  should 
be  carried  on. 

Mk.  O'DONNELL  hoped  that  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote) 
would  not  give  the  House  the  trouble  of 
dividing,  as  Lord  Cairns  had  yesterday 
agreed  with  Lord  Carlingford  that  the 
Lords  would  not  insist  on  their  Amend- 
ment. The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  late  Attorney  Qeneral 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Oibaon)  had  not  for- 

fotten  the  interesting  conversation  he 
ad  with  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleman  the  present  Attorney  Oeneral 
for  Ireland  veaterday,  arranging  what 
was  to  be  done  in  the  matter.  [Mr. 
Qtbsoit  said,  he  was  not  in  London  yes- 
terday,]  Well,  it  might  have  been  on 
Saturday,  but  the  effect  was  that  they 
were  assisting  at  a  farce.  The  policy  of 
the  Government  was  based  upon  two 
principles — the  one  was  to  dish  the  Con- 
servatives and  the  other  to  dish  the  Irish 
Members ;  and  at  the  former  operation 
some  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were 
still  influential  amongBt  the  Conser- 
vative Par^were  assisting. 

Mh.  W.  H.  smith  thought  the  Go- 
vernment, in  opposing  the  Amendment, 
was  refusing  what  was  fair.  He  could 
not  understand  what  objection  there 
could  be  to  the  adoption  of  an  Amend- 
ment which  recognized  the  right  of  a 
tenant  to  full  compensation  for  the 
oapital  and  the  labour  he  had  expended 
upon  hie  holding. 

Mb.  HEALY  rose  to  appeal  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  not  to  delay  the  progress  of  the 
■  Bill,  They  knew  very  well  what  they 
were  to  get,  so  that  it  was  a  perfect 
farce  continuing  the  discussion.  The 
Lords  had  adjourned  till  half- past  11, 
and  it  was  desirable  that  they  should 
meet  to  receive  the  Bill  at  that  time,  for 

Sinctuality  was  the  soul  of  buuness. 
e  would  put  it  to  the  Members  of  the 
Government  not  to  continue  that  comedy 
any  longer.  Having  conceded  so  far 
to  their  Lordships  they  might,  with  a 
good  grace,  grant  all  the  rest. 

Question  put. 

The  House  dtj/idtd :  Ayes  332 ;  Noes 
104:  Majority  128.— (Div.  List,  No. 
988.) 

Captain  Aj/lnur 


The  ATTOHNEY  GENERAL  fob 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  to  amend 
the  Amendment  by  the  insertion  of 
the  word  " otherwise "  before  "com- 
pensated," the  object  being  to  allow  the 
Court  to  take  into  oonsiderfttion  the  low- 
neas  of  a  rent  paid  by  a  tenant  in 
awarding    compensation    for    improve- 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  words  so 
restored  to  the  Bill,  by  inserting  before 
the    word    "  compensated,"    the    word 

otherwise." — {Mr.  Attonuy  Ouural 
/or  Irtlani.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  otherwise'  be  there  inserted." 

Mk.  CHABLE9  BUSSELL  said,  he 
was  opposed  to  the  addition  of  the  words. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that  either  the 
word  "  otherwise "  had  a  meaning  or 
it  had  not ;  and  if  it  bad  a  meaning  at 
all,  the  meaning  was  in  a  sense  un- 
favourable to  the  tenant's  interest.  He 
protested  against  that  giving  away,  bit 
oy  bit,  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
The  proposal  was  an  illustration  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  of  the  faeUit 
Mteeniut  Avtmt.  In  the  original  Bill 
the  words  n 


"  No  rent  Bball  be  paid  in  reapact  of  impioTs- 
ments  made  by  Qii>  t«uuit  ot  hit  predeccMon." 
But  the  Lords  added — 

"  For  which,  inthe  opinion  of  the  Court,  the 
tflnftnt  shall  not  have  been  compensatad  b;  tha 
landlord  or  hia  predeceuors." 

Here  was  another  "sop  to  Cerberus." 
The  construction  which  the  Government 
put  upon  the  matter  was  exactly  that 
which  the  Lords  had  put ;  and,  under 
this  proposal,  the  Court  might  take 
into  account  the  time  during  which  the 
tenant  had  enjoyed  the  benefit  of  the 
improvements.  |^Mr.  Gladstohb  dis- 
sented.] The  Fnme  Minister  shookhis 
head,  but  that  might  mean  anything. 
He  feared  they  were  doomed  to  "or 
otherwise;"  but  they  should  not  be 
doomed  to  it  without  a  diviriao. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Fabrbk  Hbkschell]  said,  there  was  no 
such  sinister  intention  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Healy)  seemed  to  suppose.  It 
was  not  meant  as  a  sop  to  the  House  of 
Lords,  or  anything  oi  tie  kind.  The 
word  "  oompensated "  in  the  danse 
might  be  considered  by  some  purely 
a  ^nonym  for  "  paid."  He  under- 
stood   that    hon.    Hembers    opposite 
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tliought  it  fair  that  where  a  landlord  had 
paid  for  the  improvements  they  should 
De  his  own.  But  the  landlord  might 
pay  for  them  either  by  money  or 
money's  worth.  To  pay  in  hard  cash 
was  one  way  of  compensating  the  ten- 
ant ;  but  if  the  tenant  got  money's  worth 
from  the  landlord,  surely  that  was  an- 
other way  of  compensating  him.  In 
that  view,  the  Amendment  was  fair  and 
reasonable,  because  it  would  enable  the 
Court  to  take  into  consideration  whe- 
ther money  or  money's  worth — the  same 
thing  as  money — had  been  received 
from  the  landlord  in  assessing  the  value 
of  improvements. 
Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  it  was 

{>art  of  the  plan  which  the  hon.  and 
earned  OenUeman  was  now  carrying 
out  that  the  concessions  were  minimizea 
in  this  House  and  then  maximized  and 
magnified  in  the  other  House.  For  the 
sake  of  common  honesty,  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers would  take  a  division  againsfc  the 
system. 

Db.  COMMINS  said,  that  the  words 
"or  otherwise"  would  be  a  dangerous 
innovation  as  affecting  the  tenant's  in- 
terest, for,  with  those  words  introduced, 
length  of  time  during  which  the  improve- 
ments were  enjoyed  would  be  k)oked 
upon  as  absolute  compensation.  That 
was  entirely  contrary  to  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  which  was  that  if  a  tenant 
made  an  improvement  it  should  be  his 
own,  and  no  length  of  enjoyment  should 
put  a  bar  to  his  further  enjoyment  of  it. 
But  there  was  nothing  in  this  clause  to 
prevent  the  Judge  from  saying — **  Here 
IS  a  man  who  may  have  spent  £1,000 
on  improvements ;  but  he  and  his  pre- 
decessors have  been  compensated  by 
the  length  of  time  they  have  enjoyed 
them."  Such  a  principle  never  existed 
in  our  judicial  decisions ;  it  was  not  to 
be  found  in  the  laws  of  this  country  nor 
of  Ireland  either. 

^  Mb.  PAENULL  said,  it  was  very  de- 
sirable that  the  tenants  should  under- 
stand from  the  wording  of  the  clause 
that  length  of  enjoyment  was  not  to  be 
taken  into  account  by  the  Court  in 
fixing  the  rent.  There  was  nothing  in 
the  sub-section,  should  it  contain  the 
words  **  or  otherwise  compensated,"  to 
prevent  the  Court  from  taking  into  con- 
sideration the  lenfifth  of  time.  Would 
the  Government  have  any  objection  to 
introduce  words  making  it  plain  both 
to  the  Court  and  to  the  tenant  that  the 


length  of  time  during  which  the  tenant 
might  have  enjoyed  those  improvements 
should  not  be  taken  into  account  in 
fixing  the  rent?  It  would  be  easy  to 
do  that  by  introducing  words  to  the 
following  effect : — 

**  Provided,  That  the  time  during  which  the 
tenant  may  have  enjoyed  the  advantages  of  such 
improvements  shall  not  be  held  to  be  compensa- 
tion within  the  meaning  of  this  sub-section." 

He  begged  to  move  the  introduction  of 
those  words. 

Mb.  speaker  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  could  not  do  so  now.  The 
Question  before  the  House  was  that  the 
words  **  or  otherwise,"  be  inserted  be- 
fore **  compensated." 

Mb.  WARTON  suggested  the  substi- 
tution  for  **  otherwise"  of  the  words  "  in 
money,  money's  worth,  lowness  of  rent, 
or  otherwise." 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  262 ;  Noes 
93:  Majority  169.— (Div.  List,  No.  389.) 

Mr.  PAKNELL  moved  to  insert  the 
words  to  which  he  had  referred  before 
the  last  division. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  words  so 
restored  to  the  Bill,  at  the  end  thereof, 
to  add  the  words — 

"  Provided,  That  the  time  during  which  the 
tenant  may  have  enjoyed  the  advantages  of 
such  improvements  shcdl  not  be  held  to  be  com- 
pensation within  the  meaning  of  this  sub- 
section."—^(Jfr.  Famell) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  adaed." 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE :  Here,  again, 
Sir,  I  must  ask  the  House  to  consider 
the  object  of  the  Amendment  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  has  moved.  Every  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  is  acquainted  with  agricultural 
improvements,  particularly  with  those 
attempted  by  the  Irish  tenants,  must 
know  that  all  of  them  are  calculated 
to  be  temporary  in  their  beneficial 
effect.  Take  land-draining,  for  instance. 
Land- draining  as  performed  in  Ireland, 
especially  in  the  reclamation  of  waste 
land,  is  calculated  to  be  beneficial  for 
from  10  to  20  years.  It  would  be  a  very 
liberal  estimate  to  imagine  the  buildings 
they  erect  are  calculated  to  be  useful  for 
30  years ;  but  the  substance  of  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  is  that  the 
tenant  shall  be  practically  compensated 
with  these  improvements  for  ever,  that 
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lie  has  to  aoqnire  a  perpetual  and  bene- 
fioiid  interest  in  the  property  on  which 
these  improvements  are  made.  In  all 
time  to  come  these  improvements  will 
continually  need  renewal,  and  each  re- 
newal is  to  form  an  additional  claim  on 
the  part  of  the  tenant.  What  is  this 
but  a  disguise  for  the  old  pretension  on 
{he  part  of  the  Irish  tenants  to  actual 
possession,  and  for  ever,  of  g^reat  part, 
if  not  the  whole,  of  the  fee-simple  of 
the  property  ?  I  am  quite  sure  that  no 
hon.  Member  who  is  acquainted  with 
agricultural  improvements  can  vote  for 
the  Amendment. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  it  was  not  long 
ago  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  proposed  an  Amendment 
Buggesting  uaee  elements  to  be  taken 
into  account  by  the  Court.  Now,  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Farnell),  after  assisting  in  the  rejection 
of  that  Amendment,  brought  forward  a 
proposal  containing  one  of  those  ele- 
ments. The  statement  of  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  earned  with  it 
its  own  condemnation,  for  it  required 
very  little  consideration  to  show  that  a 
Proviso  of  this  kind  might  work  sub- 
stantial injustice.  Under  no  circum- 
stances should  any  weight  be  given  to  it. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  entirely 
agreed  with  the  proposition  which  he 
believed  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  PameU)  wished  to  express, 
that  the  time  of  enjoyment  during  which 
the  tenant  might  have  reaped  the  fruits 
of  his  improvement  should  not  of  itself 
be  taken  into  consideration  by  the  Court. 
But  he  was  bound  to  say  that  was  not 
the  Amendment,  which  implied  and  de- 
clared that,  in  no  circumstances,  and 
under  no  form,  should  the  element  of 
time  be  taken  into  consideration ;  whereas, 
in  the  matter  of  improvements,  it  would 
be  a  proper  and  legitimate  thing  to  take 
into  account  the  amount  of  compensa- 
tion the  tenant  would  have  received  in 
the  length  of  time  he  had  enjoyed  those 
improvements.  Moreover,  if  the  objec- 
tion on  that  ground  were  removed,  the 
Government  were  still  bound  to  hold 
that  the  Amendment  was  unnecessary, 
because  it  was  nothing  short  of  impos- 
sible that  the  Court  should  imagine  or 
adjudge  that  to  be  compensation  by  the 
landlord  which  had  never  cost  the  land- 
lord in  any  shape  in  money,  or  money's 
worthy  a  single  farthing.    Consequenuy, 

Mr.  Newdegate 


the  Government  could  not  accede  to  the 
Amendment. 

LoBD  ELCHO  said,  that  he  was  a 
tenant  of  the  Crown  in  St.  James's 
Place,  and  he  had  a  holding  there  for 
30  years.  It  suited  his  puipose  when 
he  took  possession  to  spend  a  consider- 
able sum  in  improving  the  property  of 
the  Oown.  He  wished  to  Know  whe- 
ther the  Prime  Minister  would  be 
prepared  next  year  to  bring  in  a  Bill  by 
which  he  (Lord  Elcho)  womd  be  entitled 
to  receive  back  at  the  end  of  those  30 
years  the  sum  he  had  expended  for  his 
own  good  ?  K  not,  he  wanted  to  know 
why  not  ?  He  also  wished  to  know  how 
the  logical  or  illogical  minds  of  the  right 
hon.  Occupants  of  the  Treasury  Bencmes 
could  draw  a  distinction  between  the 
two  cases,  because,  in  his  stupidity,  he 
was  unable  do  so. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Haddingtonshire  whe- 
ther anybody  stole  from  him  or  from 
his  forefathers  the  land  which  he  rented 
from  the  Crown?  But  to  be  serious. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  seemed  to  ridicule  the  notion 
that  the  Court  would  grant  compensa- 
tion in  the  case  put  by  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  PameU) ;  but,  to  use  one  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  phrases, 
would  he  be  prepared  to  lay  10  to  1 
that  the  Court  would  not  do  so  ?  He 
(Mr.  Healy)  would  take  the  bet  at 
the  first  opportunity.  The  Government 
could  not,  it  seemed,  get  rid  of  that 
boffey  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  they 
refused  to  put  their  own  words  into  the 
Bill.  The  House  had  had  no  sufficient 
explanation  of  the  word  **  otherwise." 
The  Government  said  it  did  not  mean 
what  the  Irish  Members  in  this  Amend- 
ment said  it  did  mean.  He  should  like 
to  hear  now  what  meaning  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  really  attached  to  it,  in  plain 
lanc^age.  The  demand  made  by  the 
Irish  Members  in  that  House  was  that 
a  tenant  should  not  have  his  rent  raised 
on  account  of  his  own  improvements. 
K  a  man  had  brought  a  mountain  or  a 
morass  into  cultivation,  no  lapse  of  time 
ought  to  authorize  the  landlord  to  raise 
the  rent. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  would  teU 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Healy)  what 
''otherwise"  meant.  It  meant  that 
there  was  to  be  no  Dissolution. 

Mb.  LEAMY  said,  that  Lf  the  Amend- 
ment were  accepted,  the  Court  would 
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still  have  the  power  to  say  to  the  tenant 
— **  It  is  true  you  have  made  improve- 
ments ;  but  you  have  held  the  land  for 
a  considerable  time  under  its  proper 
value,  and  consequently  you  shall  not 
have  compensation."  There  were  but 
"  three  F's  "  in  the  Bill  when  it  was 
introduced,  and  those  small  ''F's,"  in 
the  words  of  the  Prime  Minister;  but 
he  (Mr.  Leamy)  defied  any  man  in  Ire- 
land to  discover  in  the  Bill  in  its  pre- 
sent altered  state  more  than  one  of  the 
''  three  F's,"  and  even  that  one  must  be 
taken  on  trust. 

Mb.  p.  MAETIN  contended  that  the 
House  ought,  in  common  justice  and 
fairness,  to  accede,  in  substance  at  least, 
to  the  Amendment  put  forward  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell).  The  words  inserted  in  the 
House  of  Lords  left  the  true  effect  and 
extent  of  the  clause  in  much  doubt. 
There  was  no  slight  ground  to  appre- 
hend that  the  views  expressed  by  the 
Prime  Minister  in  respect  to  preventing 
any  increase  of  rent  upon  the  tenant's 
improvements  would  be  defeated  if  the 
House  now  simply  agreed  to  the  Lords' 
Amendment  of  this  clause. 

Mb.  storey  said,  it  was  a  very 
common  thing  in  England  for  the  land- 
lord to  charge  an  increased  rent  upon 
the  tenant's  own  improvements.  That 
being  the  case  in  England,  he  was  not 
surprised  that  it  should  be  the  case  in 
Ireland ;  and,  therefore,  he  failed  to  un- 
derstand why  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  could  not  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork.  He  held  that  no  lapse  of 
time  could  justify  the  exaction  of  an  in- 
creased rent  from  a  tenant  who  had  im- 
proved his  land ;  and  he  was, -therefore, 
of  opinion  that  no  words  should  be  al- 
lowed to  remain  in  the  Bill  which  would 
seem  to  confer  upon  the  Land  Court  the 
power  of  increasing  an  improving  ten- 
ant's rent  on  the  ground  that  the  im- 
provements effected  by  him  had  been 
enjoyed  for  a  certain  len&;th  of  time. 
The  Amendment,  at  least,  nad  common 
justice  on  its  side.  He  was  glad  that 
the  Government  had  stood  firm  to  their 
proposals  so  far,  and  hoped  they  would 
so  alter  or  modify  the  clause  as  to  give 
effect  to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member. 

Mb.  MACFARLANE  said,  he  could 
see  no  objection  to  the  acceptance  of  the 
Amendment.    The  agitation  in  Ireland 


had  been  very  largely  owing  to  the  fact 
that  the  tenants  were  obliged  to  pay  an 
increased  rent  according  as  they  im- 
proved their  holdings.  He  would  sug- 
gest, as  a  way  of  getting  out  of  the  diffi- 
culty which  had  been  raised,  that  words 
should  be  inserted  in  the  Bill  to  provide 
that  consideration  of  time  alone  should 
not  be  deemed  sufficient  ground  for  in- 
creasing rents. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided:  Ayes  91;  Noes 
262:  Majority  171.— (Div.  List  No.  390.) 

New  sub-section  9,  the  next  Lords 
Amendment,  read  a  second  time. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had  no- 
thing to  do  now  but  to  perform  the  for- 
mal duty  of  proposing  to  the  House  to 
agree  with  the  Lords  in  the  said  Amend- 
ment. The  Amendment  was  justly 
treated  in  substance  as  part  of  the 
Amendment  which  was  fully  debated 
and  passed  a  little  while  ago.  In  the 
remarks  on  it,  he  did  not  hear  fall  any- 
thing which  showed  that  the  Amend- 
ment required  to  be  amended ;  and  at 
the  present  stage  of  their  proceedings  it 
would,  he  thought,  be  very  undesirable 
to  introduce  any  Amendment  on  small 
and  doubtful  points.  He  moved  to  agree 
to  the  Lords'  Amendment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  The 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — {^Mr. 
Gladstone,) 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  he  would  move 
the  insertion  in  the  sub-section,  after  the 
word  **from"  in  the  4  th  line,  of  the 
words  **  the  reasonable  value  of  the 
tenant's  interest,  and."  Thus  altered  as 
he  desired,  the  sub-section  proposed  by 
the  Lords  in  lieu  of  the  sub-section 
struck  out  by  the  Commons  would  run 
as  follows : — 

"  9.  The  amount  of  money  or  money's  worth 
that  may  have  been  paid  or  given  for  the  ten- 
ancy of  any  holding  by  a  tenant  or  his  prede- 
cessors in  title  otherwise  than  to  the  landlord  or 
his  predecessors  in  title  shall  not  of  itself,  apart 
from"  (here  his  words  would  come  in)  "the 
reasonable  value  of  the  tenant's  interest,  and  " — 
the  sub -section  ending  thus — "other  considera- 
tions bo  deemed  to  be  a  ground  for  reducing  or 
increasing  the  rent  of  such  holding." 

As  the  sub- section  stood  at  present,  it 
partook  of  the  same  defect  as  the  sub- 
section which  the  House  had  just  dis- 
posed of.    It  left  the  matter  in  doubt  as 
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to  whether  the  interest  of  the  tenant 
would  be  had  regard  to  in  fixing  the 
fair  rent  where  that  interest  consisted  of 
a  sum  of  money,  and  consisted  only  of  a 
sum  of  money  paid  by  the  present  ten- 
ant or  his  predecessor  in  title.  There- 
fore, he  thought  the  Government  ought 
to  consent  to  the  introduction  of  these 
words.  He  agreed  it  was  not  right  that, 
on  an  estate  where  the  rent  had  been 
allowed  to  remain  low,  and  where  the 
.tenant  right  had  mounted  up  to  a  very 
excessive  number  of  years'  purchase,  in 
such  a  case  the  whole  of  the  tenant  right 
should  not  be  taken  into  account  in  the 
fixing  of  a  fair  rent,  but  that  it  should 
be  left  to  the  Court  to  estimate  the  fair 
interests  of  the  tenants  on  such  an  estate, 
and  fix  the  rent  accordingly.  The  phrase 
**  apart  from  other  considerations"  was 
too  vaffue ;  but,  by  the  adoption  of  his 
Amendment,  the  power  would  be  given 
to  the  Court  to  intimate  what  the  rea- 
sonable value  of  the  tenant's  interest 
was.  He,  therefore,  moved  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  4,  after 
the  word  "from,'*  to  insert  the  words 
"  the  reasonable  value  of  the  tenant's 
interest,  and." — {Mr.  FamelL) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  hoped 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Famell)  might  not  be  pressed ; 
but,  in  any  case,  the  Government  could 
not  be  parties  to  the  adoption  of  it.  The 
reasonable  value  of  the  tenant's  interest 
might  in  many  cases,  according  to  the 
Irish  pr£U}tice,  be  a  large  element  of  the 
case  in  fixing  a  fair  rent.  That  was  fre- 
quently the  case,  and  it  was  one  of  the 
**  considerations  "  here  referred  to.  He 
did  not,  however,  at  all  admit  that  it  was 
a  consideration  that  ought  to  be  sinfi^led 
out  from  all  others.  The  fact  of  so 
singling  it  out  would  be  to  present  it  as 
a  kind  of  rule  or  standard  to  the  Court, 
and  then  all  the  jealousies  and  alarms 
with  regard  to  the  old  doctrine  of  deduc- 
tion, which  he  hoped  they  had  put  aside, 
would  revive.  He  must,  on  that  ground, 
offer  a  most  decided  opposition  to  the 
adoption  of  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOK.  said,  he  must 
confess  that  he  saw  the  Prime  Minister 
gradually  assuming  an  extraordinary 
attitude  towards  the  tenant  right  custom 
compared  with  what  he  proposed  in  the 
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original  draft  of  the  Bill.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  now  said  that  the  ten- 
ant right  **  might "  be  one  of  the  consi- 
derations which  the  Court  would  take 
into  account ;  whereas,  by  the  original 
clause,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it 
"  must "  be  considered  by  the  Court. 
Under  the  constant  metamorphoses 
through  which  the  Bill  had  passed,  the 
right  iion.  Gentleman  was  minimizing, 
and  was  almost  leaving  out  of  sight, 
that  very  tenant  riffht  which  had  been 
put  first  among  the  po^ts  which  the 
Court  had  to  regard.  Why  should  not 
the  Court  have  the  power  of  deciding 
whether  the  tenant  had  not  paid,  not  an 
exorbitant,  but  a  reasonable  price  for 
the  tenant  right,  and,  if  he  had,  of 
settling  what  the  fair  rent  to  be  paid 
should  be  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  eoe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  would 
point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  PameU)  that  he  was 
imder  a  misapprehension  with  regard  to 
the  action  of  the  sub-section.  There 
could  not,  as  the  clause  stood,  be  ex- 
cluded from  the  consideration  of  the 
Court  any  consideration  which  was  ne- 
cessary for  the  decision  of  the  question 
at  issue.  If  a  fair  price  had  been  paid 
for  the  tenant  right,  that  view  would 
not  be  excluded.  If  an  exorbitant  price 
had  been  paid,  the  fact  would  not  be 
allowed  to  prejudice  the  landlord. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  considered 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land to  be  in  favour  of  the  Amendment. 
The  fact  was,  however,  that  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  were  afraid  to  carry  out  their  own 
plan,  for  fear  it  would  vitiate  the  secret 
agreement  that  had  been  made  behind 
the  b£U}k  of  their  supporters,  and  with 
the  mere  object  of  clinging  to  Office. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  it  was  clear  that 
an  obsequious  Government  had  deter- 
mined to  strike  out  everything  that 
would  be  taken  into  consideration  in  the 
tenants'*  interests,  and  hastened  to  put 
in  all  that  would  be  taken  into  conside- 
ration in  the  landlord's  interest ;  and  it 
should  be  remembered  that  it  was  by  the 
weak  hangers-on  of  the  Government  in 
that  House,  as  sub-Commissioners,  that 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  would  be  g^ven 
effect  to.  They  knew  the  views  of  their 
employers  in  the  matter,  and  would 
naturally  act  on  them,  and  bring  in  a 
verdict  against  the  tenants.  [' '  Oh,  oh ! "] 
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Lords  Amendment,  agretd  to. 
Lords  Amendment  in  page  1 1,  line  12. 
Mr.  GLADSTONE :  This  Amendment 
iB  purely  conBeqaendal  upon  the 


He  was  not  Avara  fbai  a  f^ood  honest 
"^110  considered  it  a  disKraoe  to  go  to 
the  QoTenunent  for  a  plaoe.  On  the 
oontnuy,  he  considered  himself  flattered 
when  he  got  it.  ["Question!"]  Every 
hon.  Member  from  nister  was  looking 
for  a  place  from  the  Government. 
["Question ! "] 

Mb.  SPHAKKR  :  The  hon.  Member 
should  address  himself  to  the  Question 
before  the  House. 

tHa..  HEALY  said,  that  hon.  Members 
should  bear  in  mind  that  if,  in  two  or 
three  years,  it  were  found  that  the  clause 
did  not  give  satisfaction,  it  would  be  as 
ea^  to  strike  against  a  judicial  rent  as  it 
was  against  the  rents  of  the  present  time. 
Db.  00MMIN8  said,  he  roall;  could 
not  see  the  advantageof  this  sab-section. 
When  the  rent  came  before  the  Court 
to  be  fixed,  a  great  variety  of  considera- 
tions would  be  put  forward  both  b;  the 
landlord  and  the  tenant.  The  tenant 
would  put  forward  a  number  of  things 
to  show  what  the  value  of  his  tenant 
right  was,  and  the  landlord  would  also 
bnng  forward  a  number  of  other  things 
to  show  that  the  interest  of  the  tenant 
was  very  small  and  of  very  little  value. 
That  being  so,  he  wished  to  know  why 
"  the  amount  of  money  or  money's  worth 
that  might  have  been  paid  or  ^ven  for 
the  tenancy  of  any  holding"  was  singled 
out  and  made  a  special  subject  for  the 
oonsideration  of  the  Court— why  was  it 
made  a  subject  of  special  exception  at 
all  ?  It  was  evidently  made  the  subject 
of  special  exception  for  the  purpoee  of 
whittling  away  the  tenant  right;  and  it 
must  have  been  introduced  for  that  pur- 
pose, and  for  no  other  conceivablepurpoae. 
No  reaaon  was  offered  to  the  House  why 
it  should  be  introduced  exceptionally  in 
this  way,  and  brought  forward  nega- 
tively for  the  rejection  of  the  Court, 
Seeing  that  the  matter  was  brought  for- 
ward in  this  manner,  it  could  only  be  in 
order  that  it  might  tell  against  the 
tenant's  interest  and  be  a  weapon  in 
the  hands  of  those  who  desired  to  cut 
down  the  interest  of  the  tenant.  The 
result,  therefore,  would  be  to  make  the 
people  of  Ireland  distrust  the  Act,  and 
Lave  recourse  to  other  methods  for  pro- 
tecting their  rights. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  78  ; 
Noes  257:  Majority  179.— (K v.  List. 
No.  S91.) 


later  clause  of  the  parenthetical 

trords  we  inserted  in  the  early  part  of 

Clause  7. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 

The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — 

{Mr.  GhdtiQM.) 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  there  were  two 
differences  to  be  observed.  In  Clause  8 
— formerly  Clause  7 — there  were  both 
this  Amendment  and  the  Amendment 
just  disposed  of,  and  it  was  necessary  to 
read  both  together  and  in  oonneotion 
with  each  other.  There  was  now  no 
such  Amendment  to  balance  the  present 
Amendment  now  being  disagreed  to; 
and  he  wished  to  know  if  the  Prime 
Uinister  had  considered  the  effect  of 
striking  out  the  words  proposed  in  the 
Lords'  Amendment.  He  admitted  that 
the  Amendment  applied  to  the  class  of 
clauses  called  voluntary  clauses,  and 
that  it  might  be  either  accepted  or  left 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am  of  opinion 
that,  considering  the  purely  voluntary 
nature  of  the  clause,  it  would  be  better 
Dot  to  make  any  further  change. 

Question  put,  and  agrttd  to. 

Amendment  cKiagretd  to,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  Commons  agreeing  to  the 
foregoing  Amendment  made  by  the 
Lords. 

Lords  Amendment  in  page  16,  line  9, 
again  read,  with  reason. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  This  is  an 
Amendment  which  is  insisted  on  by 
the  Lords  for  the  reason  which  has  just 
been  read  ;  but  it  is  quite  obvious  that 
the  terms  of  that  reasoning  are  quite 
fatal  to  what  has  been  admitted  to  be 

I'nst  and  true  with  regard  to  the  Ulster 
eases.  I,  therefore,  move  that  the 
House  should  disagree  with  this  Amend- 
ment and  maintain  the  substance  of  the 
clause.  There  is,  however,  an  Amend- 
ment which  we  propose  to  insert  in  lieu 
of  it,  the  object  of  which  ie  to  bring  the 
clause  relating  to  this  class  of  leases 
into  analogy  with  the  clause  relating  to 
the  judicial  class  of  leases,  by  providing 
that  all  leaseholders  should  be  present 
tenants  at  the  close  of  a  judioial  lease, 
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if  the  judicial  lease  should  be  for  a  term 
not  exceeding  60  years,  which  is  a  pretty 
liberal  term.  We  propose  to  put  in 
words  placing  the  same  regulation  as  to 
time,  and  maldng  the  clause  applicable 
to  leases  not  exceeding  that  term.  The 
exact  Amendment  we  propose  is  to  in- 
sert in  line  10  of  page  16  of  the  Bill, 
after  the  word  *'  leases,"  the  words  "  or 
of  such  of  them  as  shall  expire  within 
sixty  years  afber  the  passing  of  the 
Act." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment  in 
view  of  a  subsequent  Amendment  in 
the  words  so  restored  to  the  Bill." — {Mr. 
Attorney  Oemralfor  Ireland.) 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  supposed  that 
the  House  was  familiar,  having  the 
Paper  before  them,  with  the  important 
character  of  the  Amendment,  which  the 
Prime  Minister  stated  that  he  did  not 
see  his  way  to  assenting  to.  As  the 
Amendment  had  been  repeatedly  dis- 
cussed in  the  House,  and  as  it  was  one 
on  which  he  had  himself  already  ex- 
pressed his  views,  he  should  not  weary 
the  House  by  repeating  his  argument  in 
any  detail.  But  he  must,  however,  state 
that  he  thought  it  was,  in  principle,  a 
serious  change,  and  a  serious  inroad  on  a 
principle  which  had  always  been  main- 
tained. It  would  seriously  interfere  with 
one  of  the  most  important  covenants  that 
existed  in  all  leases,  and  it  would  add  to 
all  leases  the  right  at  their  termination  to 
the  lessee  of  a  holding  to  hold  on  as  long 
as  he  pleased.  He  assumed  that  the 
changes  made  on  the  last  occasion  would 
now  be  replaced ;  and,  to  some  moderate 
extent,  that  course  would  meet  the  objec- 
tions he  had  made.  The  very  limited 
power  of  resumption  g^ven  to  the  landlord 
would  meet  the  objection  in  some  special 
cases ;  but  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that 
the  power  of  resumption  was  made  diffi- 
cult to  the  landlord.  It  was  not  left  to 
his  own  discretion  for  any  purpose,  how- 
ever serious  and  important  it  might  be 
to  the  landlord ;  but,  in  the  first  place, 
he  must  satisfy  the  Court;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  he  must  pay  every  fraction 
awarded  by  the  Court.  This,  of  course, 
raised  a  serious  difficulty,  and  the  power 
of  the  Court  cut  down  to  the  narrowest 
limit  the  advantage  to  the  landlord.  The 
Prime  Minister  now  proposed  another 
modification,  which,  as  he  (Mr.  Gibson) 

Mr.  Q(ad4t9ne 


understood  it,  was  this — to  provide  that 
the  clause  should  only  apply  to  leases 
which  had  60  years  to  run. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  To  expire. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  it  would  apply  to 
leases  which  at  present  had  60  years 
undetermined. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Less  than  60 
years. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  that,  of  course, 
was  a  qualification ;  but  it  was  a  qualifi- 
cation which  he  did  not  think  would 
meet  many  of  the  objections  originally 
urged  to  the  clause.  He  hims^  felt 
that,  even  taking  the  arguments  urged 
by  the  Prime  Minister  on  a  previous 
occasion,  the  proposed  Amendment  did 
not  meet  the  objections  he  had  raised  to 
the  principle  of  the  clause.  In  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  could  not  allow  the  clause 
to  pass  without  again  making  a  protest 
against  the  principle  involved  in  it.  Even 
accepting  tne  statement  of  the  Prime 
Minister  that  the  easy-going  way  of 
doing  business  in  Ireland,  and  the  kind- 
liness of  feeling  on  the  part  of  the  land- 
lord had  not,  as  a  rule,  induced  him  to 
seek  the  resumption  of  a  farm  on  the  ex- 
piration of  a  lease,  the  clause  laid  down 
that  the  matter  should  not  be  reg^ulated 
by  usage,  but  by  a  hard-and-fast  con- 
tract. It  took  away  from  the  landlord,  in 
the  management  of  his  property,  all  the 
grace  and  kindliness  of  the  old  usage, 
and  substituted  a  rigid  line  arrived 
at  by  breaking  all  the  old  principles 
which  had  been  so  long  established. 
He  could  not  allow  such  a  step  to  be 
taken  by  the  Prime  Minister  without  a 
protest. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  the  final  words  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Dublin  University  (Mr. 
Gibson)  with  reference  to  this  matter, 
which  had  all  been  arranged  before- 
hand, reminded  him  of  the  chant  of  a 
dying  swan.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gendeman  must  still  make  his  last  pro- 
test ;  but  if  he  (Mr.  Healy)  and  his  hon. 
Friends  were  to  protest  against  this  limi- 
tation of  60  years,  it  would  seem  that 
they  had  no  faith  either  in  Irish  Land 
League  principles  or  in  the  success  of 
the  Home  Kule  movement.  He  asked 
what  security  there  was  that  when  the 
Bill  came  back  once  more,  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  insert  30  years,  instead 
of  60  years  ?  If  the  Government  could 
give  an  assurance  that  this  was  the  very 
last  change  they  would  make  in  the 
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olanse,  he  thought  that  the  Amendment 
might  pass  without  a  division. 

Me.  cavendish  BENTINCK  said, 
if  this  point  had  been  reached  at  an 
earlier  period  of  the  evening,  he  should 
have  felt  it  his  duty  to  ofifer  some  oppo- 
sition to  the  principle  involved  in  the 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister ;  but,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, he  would  only  inquire  of 
the  Gbvemment  how  they  proposed  to 
deal  with  leases  in  Ireland  which  were 
held  for  lives  and  years?  It  would  be 
quite  dear  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  that 
there  were  many  leases  in  Ireland,  espe- 
cially in  that  part  of  it  with  which  he 
(Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck)  happened  to 
be  acquainted,  where  leases  nad  been 
ffranted  for  lives  and  21  years  after  the 
dropping  of  the  last  life  on  the  payment 
of  a  fine.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
on  a  former  occasion,  spoke  of  the  de- 
fenceless condition  of  the  Irish  tenants. 
On  the  contrary,  he  (Mr.  Cavendish 
Bentinck)  believed  that  an  Irishman 
was  never  defenceless  at  any  time ;  from 
a  considerable  acquaintance  with  the 
Irish  race,  he  was  sure  they  were  quite 
able  to  defend  themselves.  But  now 
could  any  Irish  tenant  be  said  to  be  de- 
fenceless when  he  had  in  his  pocket  suf- 
ficient monev  to  pay  the  fine  for  the 
ffrant  of  a  leaser  Now,  the  form  of 
bases  which  obtained  in  the  part  of  Ire- 
land to  which  he  referred  was  remark- 
able; he  had  one  in  his  possession  at 
that  moment,  and  it  was  quite  clear  that 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  were  ig- 
norant of  the  very  important  provision 
which  that  form  of  leases  contamed,  giv- 
ing power  to  the  lessee  to  determine  the 
lease  at  six  months'  notice.  That  was 
clearly  part  of  the  contract,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  any  Court  in  the  land  would 
scout  the  view  that  the  landlord  could 
be  deprived  of  his  right  in  this  respect. 
The  lease  which  he  held  in  his  hand  was 
granted  in  1858  for  three  lives,  the  ages 
men  being  from  7  and  1 1  years  respec- 
tively, and  was  to  be  continued  for  21 
years  after  the  dropping  of  these  lives.  It 
was  clearly  a  matter  of  speculation  whe- 
ther the  lease  would  endure  for  60  years 
or  not.  The  point  raised  by  this  Amend- 
ment was  one  of  great  importance,  and 
one  which  should  be  dealt  with  before  the 
Bill  left  the  House,  in  order  that  the 
tenants,  lessors,  and  lessees,  in  cases  of 
the  kind  might  not  be  left  in  a  state  of 

VOL.  CCLXIV,    /"thibp  series.] 


uncertainty.  There  had  been  some  very 
extraordinary  doctrines  promulgated 
from  the  Treasury  Bench,  and  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law)  had 
concurred  in  the  view  that  a  lease,  being 
under  seal,  it  was  to  be  construed,  not 
by  what  it  expressed,  but  by  some  ex- 
trinsic evidence  derived  from  nobody 
knew  where.  It  was  rumoured  that  be- 
fore  long  the  ri^ht  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  hold  a  very  distin* 
guished  position  in  his  Profession  ;  but, 
when  that  event  took  place,  it  was  to  be 
hoped  that  his  decisions  would  in  no  way 
be  regulated  by  such  doctrines  as  he 
(Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck)  had  alluded 

to.  

The  attorney  GENEEAL  foe 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to  be  under 
a  misapprehension,  of  which  he  (the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland)  would  en- 
deavour to  relieve  him.  There  was  no 
difficulty  in  the  case  he  had  just  pre- 
sented. If  the  lives  and  years  did  not 
come  to  an  end  in  60  years,  the  lease 
would  not  be  within  the  operation  of 
this  dause ;  if  they  did  so  come  to  an 
end,  it  would. 


^t. 


-Ayes  208 ;  Noes 
(Div.  list,  No. 


Question  pui 

The  House  divided: 
100:  Majority  180.- 
892.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
in  place  of  the  words  struck  out  by 
The  Lords,  the  following  words  be  in- 
serted : — 

'*  Provided  that  at  the  expiration  of  such 
existing  leases,  or  of  such  of  them  as  shall 
expire  within  sixty  ^rears  after  the  passing  of 
this  Act,  the  lessees,  if  bon&  fide  in  occupation 
of  their  holdings,  shall  be  deemed  to  be  tenants 
of  present  ordinary  tenancies  from  year  to  year, 
at  the  rents  and  subject  to  the  conditions  of 
their  leases  respectively,  so  far  as  such  condi- 
tions are  applicable  to  tenancies  from  year  to 
year  ;  but  this  provision  shall  not  apply  where 
a  reversionary  lease  of  the  holding  has  been 
bon^  fide  made  before  the  passing  of  this  Act ; 
and  provided  also  that  where  it  shall  appear  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  Court  that  the  landlord 
desires  to  resume  the  holding  for  the  bond  fide 
purpose  of  occupying  the  same  as  a  residence 
for  himself,  or  as  a  home  farm  in  connexion 
with  his  residence,  or  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
viding  a  residence  for  some  member  of  his 
family,  the  Court  may  authorise  him  to  resume 
the  same  accordingly  in  the  manner  and  on  the 
terms  provided  by  the  fifth  section  of  this  Act 
with  respect  to  the  resumption  of  a  holding  by 
a  landlord:  Provided  alw«k.^^AVc6»\.\\'Qw^vsJAi- 
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ing  80  resumed  shall  bo  at  an^  time  within 
fifteen  years  after  suoh  resomption  re-let  to  a 
tenant,  tiie  same  shall  bo  suDJeot,  from  and 
after  the  time  of  its  being  so  re-let,  to  all  the 
provisions  of  this  Act  which  are  applicable  to 
present  tenancies," 

— {Mr.  Attorney  Oen&ral  for  Ireland,) 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  16,  line 
24,  read. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  amend  the 
Amendment  made  oy  The  Lords  to  the 
words  restored  by  the  Commons  in  pag^ 
16,  line  24,  by  inserting  therein  after 
the  word  *'  may  "  the  words — 

**  By  leave  of  the  Court,  which  leave  shall  be 
granted  unless  the  Oourt  shall  consider  the 
appeal  frivolous  and  vexations." — {Mr,  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  GIBSON  observed,  that  as  the 
Bill  proposed  to  give  the  Court  the 
power  to  break  leases,  under  a  new  sys- 
tem now  to  be  established,  it  was  to  the 
last  decree  reasonable  that  that  power 
should  be  subject  to  some  check.  What 
was  the  meaning  of  this  qualification  ? 
How  could  it  be  frivolous  to  appeal 
against  the  setting  aside  of  a  lease? 
The  grounds  upon  which  a  lease  was 
to  be  set  aside  were  peculiar,  and  he 
would  like  to  ask  how  an  appeal,  under 
Buch  circumstances,  could  be  considered 
frivolous  and  vexatious  ?  He  presumed 
that  the  riffht  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
would  admit  that  if  a  man  had  his  lease 
set  aside,  he  should  be  able  to  appeal. 
That  was  the  substantial  point.  Would 
it  not  be  better  to  leave  it  so  ?  Plainly, 
it  was  intended  that  the  Court  should 
allow  an  appeal,  except  in  special  cir- 
cumstances ;  but  he  was  at  such  a  loss 
to  understand  what  those  special  cir- 
cumstances were  to  be  that  he  thought 
it  would  be  better  not  to  introduce  spe- 
cial words,  as  proposed. 

Captain  AxLMER  reminded  the 
House  that  the  landlord  was  to  be 
charged  with  the  moral  offence  of  hav- 
ing used  undue  influence  and  acted  un- 
justly in  making  unreasonable  terms, 
and  he  thought  every  Englishman  would 
wish  to  see  every  opportunity  given  to 
him  to  go  to  the  Court  to  clear  his 
character.  He  hoped  the  Amendment 
would  be  withdrawn. 


Mb.  WABTON  pointed  out  that  the 
proposed  words  would  make  the  clause 
read  awkwardly,  for  it  was  difficult  to 
connect  the  word  **  may"  with  the  pro- 
posed words. 

Mr.  HEALY  did  not  think  it  mat- 
tered much  one  way  or  the  other ;  but 
he  wished  to  know  something  as  to  the 
question  of  costs.  If  the  Court  below 
aid  not  think  the  appeal  frivolous,  then 
it  appeared  to  him  that  the  costs  diould 
be  equally  divided.  If  it  was  fair  that 
an  appeal  might  lie,  then  the  costs 
ought  to  go  to  the  party  who  carried 
the  appeal ;  and  he  would  suggest  that 
the  Court  should  have  power  to  make 
an  order  as  to  costs,  without  leaving  any 
power  to  the  Court  above. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Lords  Amendment,  as  amended, 
agreed  to. 

Lords  Amendments,  in  page  25,  line 
16,  and  in  page  31,  line  6,  agreed  to. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  39,  lines 
22  to  30,  read. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  wish,  upon 
this  Amendment,  to  notice  some  novel 
insinuations  which  have  been  made 
somewhat  recklessly.  It  is  said  that 
there  is  a  perfect  understanding  and 
arrangement  between  this  and  the  oppo- 
site Benches  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
these  proposals  are  to  be  dealt  with,  and 
it  is  understood  that  this  House  is  not 
engaged  in  deliberative  functions,  but 
simplv  in  giving  effect  to  conclusions 
alreaay  arrived  at.  We  have  had  plenty 
of  opportunity  for  using  hard  words, 
and  on  the  50th  night  of  this  discus- 
sion I  do  not  wish  to  use  hard  words, 
and  I  will  withdraw  the  word  **  reck- 
less.'' There  are  here  about  21  of  these 
Amendments,  and,  as  far  as  I  know — 
and  I  apprehend  I  ought  to  know — hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  were  not  aware 
when  they  came  into  the  House  to-day, 
or  at  any  time  during  the  evening,  what 
course  the  Government  intended  to  take 
upon  any  one  of  these  Amendments. 
Now,  Sir,  this  is  a  clause  in  regard  to 
which  we  have  been  very  unfortunate. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  pointed  out — and,  as  we 
thought,  justly — that  there  might  be 
a  temptation  to  use  the  process  known 
aa  Ji  fa  for  the  purpose  of  selling  up 
peremptorily,  by  modes   open  to  the 
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landlord  like  any  ordinary  creditor, 
unfortunate  persons  who  were  in  arrear, 
and  who,  if  time  were  given  to  them  to 
obtain  a  judicial  rent,  would  be,  per- 
haps, able  to  extricate  themselves  from 
their  embarrassments ;  and,  at  all  events, 
by  selling  their  holding,  to  offer  much 
more  security  than  the  creditors  would 
have  if  this  time  were  not  given.  I  do 
not  wish  to  go  over  the  arguments ;  but 
the  point  that  was  urg^  by  the  oppo- 
nents of  this  clause  was  that  it  would 
offer  a  general  inducement  to  a  very 
large  proportion  of  the  tenants  of  Ire- 
land to  withhold  the  payment  of  rents, 
and  to  rush  into  the  Couri;  for  the  sake  of 
obtaining  a  judicial  rent,  not  merely  on 
the  genume  and  legitimate  grounds  upon 
which  a  judicial  rent  might  be  sought, 
but  likewise  for  the  sake  of  avoiding  all 
payment  of  rent.  I  am  not  g^ing  to 
maji:e  an  argument  generally  against 
that ;  but  we  do  say  this — that,  in  our 
opinion,  the  delay  before  the  fixing  of  a 
judicial  rent  would  be  a  very  short 
delay.  I  am  in  the  recolleetion  of  hon. 
Members  opposite  that  that  was  our  con- 
tention, that  the  delay  would  be  very 
short,  and  would  be  no  hardship  to  the 
creditor,  viewing  the  advantage  he  would 
have  in  the  better  security  provided  for 
in  the  value  of  the  tenancy  when  the 
judicial  rent  was  fixed.  The  House  of 
Lords  rejected  the  clause.  It  came 
down  here,  and  we,  bearing  in  mind  the 
argument  made  against  us,  that  it  would 
be  very  hard  for  the  landlords  as  well 
as  the  other  creditors  to  be  kept  out  of 
their  rents  for  a  length  of  time,  amended 
the  clause  by  inserting  a  provision  that 
the  Court  must  be  satisfied  that  the 
judicial  rent  had  been  fixed  within  a 
reasonable  time,  not  exceeding  three 
months.  We  gave  into  that,  not  as  a 
mere  concession  to  the  House  of  Lords, 
but  because  we  felt  the  force  of  the 
argument  that  the  hardship  would  be 
extreme  to  the  landlords  and  the  credi- 
tors if  the  proceedings  were  not  pretty 
rapid.  Having  made  that  Amendment, 
we  found  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Oity  of  Cork,  and  those  who  had  urged 
the  argument  on  the  side  of  the  embar- 
rassed tenant,  took  a  very  severe  view 
of  it,  and  considered  that  it  destroyed 
the  value  of  the  clause.  However,  we 
persevered,  and  sent  the  clause  again  to 
the  Lords;  but  while  we  have  exas- 
perated its  friends,  we  have  not  pro- 
pitiated its  foes,    It  is  again  refused, 


and  it  comes  back  to  this  House  with  all 
those  previously  opposed  to  it  still  in 
opposition,  and  those  who  previously 
supported  it  declaring  that  in  its 
present  shape  it  is  of  no  value.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Meath 
(Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan)  is  stated  to 
have  said  that  practically  the  Amend- 
ment would  render  this  clause  entirely 
valueless  to  nine-tenths  of  the  people. 
He  said,  further,  that  the  provisions  of 
the  clause,  as  they  at  present  stood,  were 
not  worth  a  farthing,  and  he  would  pre- 
fer to  have  them  out  of  the  Bill  alto- 
gether, rather  than  it  should  be  sud- 
posed  that  the  Government  had  made 
any  concession  in  this  respect.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Carlow  (Mr.  l)awson)  made 
an  emphatic  declaration,  I  think,  to  the 
same  effect,  and  said  it  would  be  more 
straightforward  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  omit  the  clause  altogether. 
And  another  hon.  Gentleman — ^the  hon. 
Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Callan) — also 
denounced  the  Amendment ;  while  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy) 
recommended  its  withdrawal.  I  do  not 
think,  if  we  are  in  such  a  condition  in 
respect  to  a  clause  like  this,  we  feel 
bound  to  insist  on  the  strict  limitation  of 
time,  and  not  being  able  to  resist  the 
arguments  made  against  us,  and  the 
friends  of  the  clause  declaring  that  that 
limitation  makes  it  wholly  valueless,  I 
do  not  think  we  are  now  in  a  position  to 
persevere  with  the  clause.  We  must 
act  upon  those  declarations.  I  should 
have  been  glad  if  we  could  have  perse- 
vered with  the  clause,  if  it  could  have 
been  done  without  inflicting  hardship 
and  injustice  ;  but  we  cannot  press  it  in 
the  terms  in  which  we  should  feel  bound 
to  press  it,  when  it  is  declared  to  be 
valueless  as  holding  out  to  the  people  of 
Ireland  promise  of  advantage  and  relief 
which  they  are  not  really  to  receive. 
Under  these  circumstances,  it  will  be  my 
duty  to  move,  with  regard  to  this  Amend- 
ment, that  the  House  do  agree  to  the 
last  Amendment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  doth  not  insist  on  its 
disagreement  with  The  Lords  in  the  said 
Amendment." — {Mr.  Gladstone,) 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  that  if  he  sup- 
posed that  the  term  was  Parliamentary, 
he  would  be  tempted  to  say  that  he  con- 
sidered the  conduct  of  the  Government 
in    this    matter    thorou^liV^    ^^t^Njsqk:^ 
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tible,  and  a  fiitinff  sequel  to  the  course 
fhej  had  pursued  during  the  eyening. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  leading 
up  the  way  in  explanation  of  the  course 
he  was  going  to  pursue  on  this  clause, 
laboured  to  persuade  the  House  that 
there  was  no  secret  compromise  entered 
into  with  reg^d  to  this  ^ili.  He  thought 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  GenUe- 
man  was  scarcely  a  credible  one. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  must  call  the 
hon.  Member  to  Order.  When  the  hon. 
Member  describes  the  conduct  of  myself 
and  my  Colleagues  as  contemptible,  I 
can  sit,  and  I  think  they  can  sit,  under 
that  imputation  without  being  in  the 
slightest  degree  annoyed  or  disturbed; 
but  when  he  chooses  to  go  beyond  the 
limits  of  Parliamentary  decency,  and 
says  a  statement  of  fact  made  by  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  is  not  credible,  I  think 
he  is  out  of  Order. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
will  admit,  I  think,  that  an  expression 
of  that  kind  applied  to  a  Member  of 
this  House  is  not  Parliamentary. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  that,  of  course, 
if  the  Speaker  ruled  him  out  of  Order  in 
saying  that  the  statement  of  the  Prime 
BCniErfcer,  in  view  of  the  circumstances  of 
the  last  few  days,  and  of  the  entire 
change  of  front  by  the  Government  in 
regard  to  these  Amendments,  was  scarcely 
credible,  he  would  withdraw  the  state- 
ment at  once,  and  would  go  on  to  say 
that  the  course  of  events  that  evening 
had  plainly  shown  him  that  there  had 
been  some  influences  at  work  which  he 
had  not  been  able  to  see,  and  the  extent 
and  nature  of  which  he  had  not  been 
able  to  penetrate,  and  that  there  had 
been  reasons  which  had  weighed  with 
the  Gt)vernment  in  regard  to  the  course 
they  had  taken  which  they  had  not  given 
to  the  House  as  their  reasons.  The  con- 
duct of  the  Government  upon  this  clause 
was  a  fitting  sequel  to  their  conduct 
during  the  evening ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  was  responsible  for  the 
inefficient,  useless,  and  iUusory  shape  of 
this  clause  as  it  now  stood,  coolly  at- 
tempted to  throw  upon  him  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  the  responsibility  of  the  abandon- 
ment of  the  clause. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  rose  to  explain- 


Mb.  PARNELL  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  give  his  explanation 
afterwards.  By  &s  own  action,  and 
against  the  protests  of  tiie  Irish  Mem- 
btrsi  the  Prime  Minister  had  made  this 

Mn  Darnell 


clause  useless  and  illusory  for  fulfilling 
the  purpose  for  which  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  had  declared  it  to  be 
necessary.  The  necessity  for  this  clause, 
not  in  its  present  shape,  but  in  its  ori« 
ginal  shape,  as  moved  by  him  (Mr. 
Pamell)  and  accepted  by  the  Govern- 
ment, was  just  as  great  now  as  ever.  It 
would  be  just  as  possible  for  the  land- 
lord to  drive  a  coach-and-four  through 
the  Bill;  and  the  fact  that  the  Prime 
Minister  had  accepted  the  clause,  and 
then  mutilated  it  and  made  it  useless, 
did  not  exempt  the  Government  from 
the  odium  of  having  yielded  to  pressure. 
For  his  part,  he.  left  the  responsibility  of 
the  affair  with  the  Government,  and  he 
could  only  say  that  the  organization  there 
was  in  Ireland  would  prove  a  more  effi- 
cient protection  against  abuse  of  power 
than  any  wish  the  Government  might 
have  in  reference  to  the  matter. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  wish  to  relieve 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Pamell) 
from  the  entirely  erroneous  supposition 
— which  no  other  hon.  Member  shares— 
that  I  made  him  responsible.  I  did 
nothing  of  the  kind.  The  responsibility 
for  the  abandonment  of  the  clause  is 
entirely  with  the  Gt)vemment.  The  hon. 
Member  was  responsible  for  declaring 
that  the  clause  in  its  present  shape  was 
useless,  and  all  I  did  was  to  cite  the 
hon.  Member  on  the  clause  in  its  ori- 
ginal shape.  The  Government  are  re- 
sponsible for  the  clause  in  its  present 
shape. 

Mb.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  regretted 
as  much  as  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Parnell)  the  abandonment  of  the 
clause  as  it  originally  stood.  He  thought 
the  clause,  if  limited  to  three  months, 
would  have  been  practically  of  little 
value ;  but  he  entirely  disagreed  with  the 
view  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork,  that  the  Government  had  by  their 
concession  in  this  regard  in  any  substan- 
tial degree  impaired  or  lessenea  the  value 
of  the  Bill.  As  one  who  had  anxiously 
watched  the  Bill,  as  one  who  had  used 
no  language  of  indiscriminate  eulogy 
towards  it,  and  as  one  who  had  laboured 
to  render  it  valuable  for  the  Irish  ten- 
ants, he  thought  it  only  just  to  say  that 
he  thought  in  its  main  and  substantial 
character,  for  the  protection  of  the  Irish 
tenants,  the  Government  had  stood  man- 
fully by  the  Bill. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  was 
not  surprised  at  the  action  of  the  Mi- 
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nisfcry.    He  had  always  regarded  him- 
Belf  up  to  this  evening  as  the  one  person 
in  Parliament  who  did  not  and  never 
could  believe  in  the  existence  of  a  crisis 
at  all.    From  the  beginning  he  had  en- 
deavoured to  convince  people  that  the 
whole  matter  was  a  storm  m  a  teacup, 
and  the  picture  of  the  Prime  Minister 
putting  his  foot  down  on  the  one  side, 
and  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Carlingford) 
in  ''  another  place  "  doing  the  same,  was 
the  creation  of  an  excited  imagination. 
What  was  the  meaning  of  this  transac- 
tion?   He  did  not  know  whether  the 
Government  wished  to  excite  some  waning 
enthusiasm,  or  to  make  the  country  for- 
get their  errors;  but  anyone  who  read 
the  newspapers  would  be  firmly  con- 
vinced that    the   Prime    Minister  had 
made  up  his  mind  to  make  some  radical 
changes  in  the  Constitution  of  the  country. 
He  was  amused  to  see  his  hon.  Friend 
on  the  Badical  Benches,  with  a  load  of 
telegprams  from  public  meetings  and  as- 
sociations, all  eager  for  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister to  make  the  sound  radical  de- 
claration he  made  in  introducing  his 
remarks  upon  this  clause  against  ''  an- 
other place."     These  very  things  which 
were  declared    by  all  the   Ministerial 
organs  to  be  of  the  first  importance  had 
now  been  brought  down  by  the  Ministry 
to  matters  of  the  most  trifling  detail. 
What  was  the  Prime  Minister  going  to 
put  his  foot  down  upon  ?    Upon  having 
reg^d  to  the  interests  of  the  landlord  and 
the  tenant.  That  had  been  a  great  point 
of  controversy  and    collision    between 
those  in  ''another  place."     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  almost  fell  upon  the  neck  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell),  and  shed  tears  of  joy  at  the  in- 
fallible nostrum  the  hon.  Member  pro- 
vided for  a  reconciliation.  But  now  what 
had  become  of  the  clause  ?    The  right 
hon.   Gentleman    the    Prime    Minister 
whittled  the  period  down  to  three  months, 
and  now,  taking  advantage  of  his  own 
wrong,  he  sought  to  get  rid  of  the  clause 
altogether.     He  remembered  the  Prime 
Minister  nodding  his  head  significantly 
when  the  noble  Lord  the  li^mber  for 
Calne  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurioe)  was 
objecting  to  one  of  the  clauses  of  the 
Bill,  and  said  that  the  interest  of  the 
tenant  in  the  tenant  right  had  been  re- 
duced to  zero.  The  Jove  of  the  Olympian 
Treasury  Bench  nodded  his  head  to  sig- 


nify his  acquiescence  in  the  opinion  that 
the  tenant  right  had  been  reduced  to 
zero.  If  that  were  really  so,  all  the 
tenants  were  absolutely  placed  at  the 
mercy  of  the  landlords  if  they  happened 
to  owe  arrears  of  rent.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land was  intrusted  with  the  duty  of  go- 
verning Ireland.  He  (Mr.  O'Connor) 
did  not  know  for  how  long  or  how  short 
a  time  he  meant  to  retaon  that  duty. 
iCries  of  **  Question  !  "1  If  he  was  not 
able  to  make  his  remarks  clear  to  the  in- 
telligence of  hon.  Members  opposite,  it 
was  not  his  fault.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  the  duty  of  governing  Ireland ;  and 
a  large  number  of  the  tenants  were  in 
peril  of  forfeiture  of  their  holdings  if 
some  clause  like  that  proposed  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  were  not  inserted  in  the  Bill.  "For 
his  own  part,  he  did  not  feel  much  ag- 
grieved by  the  course  the  Gt)vemment 
proposed  to  take.  He  would  certainly 
feel  aggrieved  if  he  thought  the  tenants 
of  Irdand  were  dependent  on  the  Go- 
vernment, or  upon  this  Bill,  or  upon  any 
proceedings  which  the  Government  might 
take ;  but  he  knew  they  had  something 
far  more  stable  to  found  their  hopes 
upon  than  the  friendship  of  a  Liberal 
Ministry,  or  any  pledges  they  might 
make 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  had  lis- 
tened with  very  great  interest  indeed  to 
the  declaration  of  the  Government  that 
the  harmony  sought  to  be  established  in 
''  another  place  was  not  the  result  of 
a  compromise,  and  he  was  accordingly 
led  to  conclude  that  the  warm  and  in- 
teresting discussion  which  was  supposed 
to  have  taken  place  upon  the  Land  Bill 
between  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  (Sir  Farrer 
Herschell)  had  been  a  matter  for  their 
own  private  gratification.  It  was  a 
gratifying  thing,  in  these  days  of  Party 
warfare,  and  spoke  much  for  the  innate 
nobleness  of  political  controversy,  to 
find  that  even  common  rumour  could 
accurately  guess  the  action  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  and  predict  with 
certainty  that  they  intended  to  meet  the 
wishes  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  sur- 
render the  protection  which,  on  the  in- 
itiative of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Qlt:^ 
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of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  they  had  consented 
to  throw  around  the  Irish  tenants.    By 
the  surrender  of  the  protection  proposed 
to  be  given  to  the  Irish  tenants,  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  now  ac- 
complished, thousands  and  tens  of  thou- 
sanos  of  tenants  in  Ireland  were  liable 
to  be  deprived  of  all  the  advantages 
which  it  iwas  presumed  they  would  de- 
rive from  this  JBill.    It  was  left  entirely 
dependent  upon  the  mercy  of  the  Irish 
landlords  whether  tens  of  thousands  of 
tenants  were  not  sold  out  within  the 
next  few  months ;  but  very  possibly  the 
Irish  landlords  might  prove  to  be  much 
more  merciful  than  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary   for    Ireland  had 
thanked,  in  the  most  effusive  manner, 
the  Leader  of  the  Irish  Party  for  sup- 
plying this  indispensable  protection  to 
the  Irish  tenantry.    There  could  be  no 
doubt  that  all  the  sincerity  and  honesty 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  character 
went  forth  in  that  solemn  declaration  of 
thankfulness,  and  that,  having  made  it, 
he  had  satisfied  his  conscience,  and  would 
stick  to  his  official  position.     The  pro- 
ceeding was  in  perfect  keeping  with  the 
whole  official  bearing  of  the  riffht  hon. 
Gentleman.     The  conduct  of  nie    Go- 
vernment had  already  been  characterized 
by  an  epithet  which  was  not  altogether 
undeserved,  and  it  was  unnecessary  to 
add  to  that  epithet,  as  it  precisely  de- 
scribed the  conduct  of  the  Government. 
He  was  satisfied,  however,  that  the  Irish 
tenantry  had  learnt  a  lesson,  teaching 
them  to   organize  so    thoroughly  that 
much  of  the  mischief  which  might  come 
upon  them  from  this  wretched  abandon- 
ment of  the  pledges  of  the  Government 
would  not  be  brought  about.    But  even 
the  abject  surrender  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government   to    the   House  of   Lords 
might  not  give  them   the   satisfaction 
and   peace     and  uninterrupted  enjoy- 
ment of  their   official  positions  which 
they  doubtless  looked  forward  to.    There 
was  ''many  a  slip  'twixt  the  cup  and 
the  lip."     He  concurred  with  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Galway   (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)    in  never  having  be- 
lieved in    the  occurrence  of  a  serious 
Ministerial  crisis.  There  was  much  more 
danger,  and  it  might  still  exist,  of  a 
crisis  on  the  side  of  the  Conservative 
Party.    No  one  who  had  witnessed  what 
had  been  going  on  in  the  last  few  days, 

Mr.  O^Jhnnell 


and  had  seen  the  quakinff  liberal,  green 
with  terror  at  the  thou^t  of  a  Dissolu- 
tion, could  have  believed  in  the  reality 
of  a  crisis.  No  one  who  had  watched 
their  heart-bom  countenances  could  have 
supposed  there  was  much  of  a  critical 
nature  about  the  resistance  of  the  Liberal 
Party.  They  had  cheerfully  surrendered 
before  friend  and  foe,  and  they  were  now 
being  allowed  to  perform  their  triumph- 
ant retreat  as  the  worthy  followers  of 
an  unprincipled  Government. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  stated 
early  in  the  evening  that  there  had 
been  no  compromise.  He  (Mr.  Healy) 
quite  believed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  there  was  no  necessity  for  making 
a  compromise.  The  Government  was 
one  of  surrender  and  not  of  compro- 
mise. They  surrendered  Candahar ;  they 
surrendered  Afghanistan ;  they  surren- 
dered the  Transvaal;  and  what  objec- 
tion coidd  they  have  to  the  surrender  of  a 
clause  in  the  Land  Bill?  He  was  re- 
minded by  an  hon.  Friend  that  they  had 
even  surrendered  Mr.  Bradlaugh.  The 
Tory  Party  knew  too  well  the  cha- 
racter of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  require  a  compromise;  and  he  did 
not  believe  that  they  had  found  any 
necessity  for  entering  into  any  ar- 
rangement or  any  negotiation  with 
the  Goverment,  because  they  were  satis- 
fied that,  as  a  matter  of  course,  they 
would  capitulate,  and  that  a  surrender 
would  follow.  He  could,  therefore,  quite 
credit  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  that  the 
proceedings  of  that  night  were  in  no 
sense  the  result  of  a  compromise.  The 
House  had  been  told  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
Charles  Eussell)  that  the  Bill  had  been 
in  no  way  impaired  by  the  concessions 
which  had  been  made.  It  was  exactly 
what  they  had  heard  in  regard  to  Can- 
dahar; the  British  Empire  was  in  no 
way  impaired  by  that  surrender.  We 
had  surrendered  the  Transvaal ;  but 
after  all  it  must  be  confessed  that  justice 
was  on  our  side.  [  Cries  of  *  *  Question ! "] 
He  could  readily  believe  that  the  ana- 
logy was  much  too  perfect  for  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite.  He  could  easily  un- 
derstand how  it  was  that  an  Irish 
Ministerialist  could  get  up  and  say  that 
the  present  surrender  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  of  no  account  at  all.    When 
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.  the  House  eummed  up  the  frightful  total 
of  surrender  to  the  House  of  Lords, 
which  the  OoTemment  had  coneented 
to,  the^  would  have  no  difficulty  in  be- 
lieriog  that  the  Cabinet  weighed  and 
liberated  for  a  considerable  time  as 
to  whether  there  should  be  a  prelimi* 
noTT  statement  of  the  course  they  in- 
tended to  take.  It  was  amusing,  in  the 
early  part  of  the  evening,  to  see  the 
bellicose  Badicals  come  down  to  the 
House  with  their  telegrams  and  Peti- 
tions. Galling  upon  the  GoTemment  to 
stand  fast  by  the  Bill,  the  Prime  Mi' 
nister  must  have  been  aware  how  horri- 
fied the  Hadicala  would  be  by  the  work 
of  surrender  contemplated  by  the  Go- 
Temment, and  he  therefore  wisely  ab- 
stained from  making  a  preliminary  state- 
ment on  the  Order  being  read  for  the 
Consideration  of  the  Lords  Amendments. 
They  all  recognized  the  wisdom  of  the 
course  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
taken.  Personally,  on  this  the  50th 
night  of  their  deliberations,  he  (Mr. 
Healy)  congratulated  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  upon  it.  Before  he  sat  down 
he  should  like  to  sa^  one  word  more. 
They  were  now  agreeing  with  the  Lords 
in  striking  out  this  clause;  but  there 
was  a  passage  in  what  occurred  a  day  or 
two  ago  which  he  should  like  to  read  to 
the  House  as  a  final  touch — and  it  re- 
lated to  the  Commons'  reasons  for  dis- 
agreeing with  the  Lords' original  Amend- 
ments. The  QoTemment  then  found  it 
expedient  to  put  in  black  and  white 
what  their  reasons  were  for  iosisting  on 
Btickdng  to  this  excellent  clause.  He 
had  it  before  him  in  black  and  white,  or 
rather  in  black  and  blue — very  like  the 
Bill  itself— 

"  The  Conunoiui  disagree  to  the  Amendment 
at  psge  39,  lines  i'i  to  30,  tor  tbo  foUowing 
reason:  because" 

~-he  could  almost  trace  the  accents  of 
the  Chief  Secretary — 

"  because  it  ia  exp«di«Dl  to  provide  that  where 
a  tenant  ia  seeking  to  obt^  a  redaction  of  rent 
and  Rtatutorr  term  through  the  intervention  of 
the  Court,  the  sale  of  his  tenancy  at  the  suit  of 
a  cteditor  ia»y,  under  qtecial  ciTcumatances,  be 
stayed  for  a  abort  time  ao  that  the  true  value  of 
Ilia  tenancy  may  be  realised." 

[Mr-W.  E.Foesteb:  Hear,  hear!]  The 
righthon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  cheered  ;  but  the  words,  like 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Besolutions, 
bad  ^ed — like  Hane  Breitman's  oele- 


Bons  which  the  House  of  Commons  felt 
it  necessary  to  send  up  to  the  House  of 
Lords?  They  were  gone;  and  gone 
with  them  were  the  hopes  of  thousands 
of  the  Irish  tenants. 

Mb.  LEAHY  said,  the  result  of  the 
rejection  of  this  clause  would  be  that 
directly  the  Bill  became  law  every  Irish 
landlord  would  commence  proceedings 
to  obtainajudgment  in  execution  against 
any  tenant  who  happened  to  be  in  arrear. 
The  landlord  would  have  the  full  right 
of  selling  out  all  tenants  in  arrear,  put- 
ting every  penny  of  the  proceeds  of  the 
sale  into  his  own  pocket  and  shutting 
out  the  ordinary  creditor  from  all  re- 
Question  put. 

The  House  diviitd : — Ayes  1 96 ;  Noes 
70:  Maiority  126.  — (Div.  List,  No. 
393.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  a  Committee  be  appointed  '  to  disw  np 
Keasona  to  be  aasigoed  to  The  Lorda  for  dis- 
agreeing  to  the  Amendments  made  by  The 
Lords  to  the  Bill,  to  which  this  House  hath 
disagreed' :— Mr.  Gladstohb,  Mr.  William 
Edwaiu>  Fohstbb,  Mr.  Attobnbt  Qbnekal 
for  Tbelihd,  Hr.  Dodsoh,  Hr.  Shaw  Lipbtxk, 
Mr.  SuLiciTOB  Gehbual,  and  Ur.  Solioitob 
GBNBiiAL  for  lBBi.Ain> :  —  Threo  to  be  tha 
quorum." 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE:  Am  I  in 
Order,  Sir,  in  moving  an  addition  to  the 
names  proposed  7 

Mb.  8PEAKEB :  The  hon.  Member 
will  be  in  Order  in  moving. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE;  I  have  plea- 
sure in  proposing  that  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  fbr  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy) 
be  added. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  :  I  think  it  would 
be  more  aprepo*  if  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dub- 
lin University  (Mr.  Gibson)  were  upon 
the  Committee. 

Mb.  GIBSON :  There  is  no  desire  on 
my  part  to  serve  upon  the  Committee. 

Mr.  HEALY :  I  have  no  wish  to  be  a 
Member  of  the  Committee.  I  have  only 
to  express  a  hope  that  the  next  time  the 
BeoBons  are  printed  they  will  be  adhered 
to. 

Question  put,  and  agretdto. 

Committee  to  withdraw  imme^atelY> 
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ROYAL  UNIVERSITY  OP  IRELAND  BILL. 

— [Lorrfj.]— [Bill  247.] 
{Mr,  William  Edward  Fortter.) 

8B0OKD  BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Ifr.  William  Edward  Fonter.) 

Mr.  HEALY  rose  to  Order.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  had  been  appointed  one  of  the 
Oommittee  that  had  just  been  ordered  to 
withdraw,  and  he  still  retained  his  seat 
on  the  Treasury  Bench. 

Question  put. 

Mb.  HEALY  again  rose  to  Order. 
The  right  hon.  GenUeman  had  just  been 
ordered  to  withdraw,  and  had  not  done 

80. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
ileman  is  quite  in  Order  in  moving  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill ;  and  I  have 
put  that  Question  to  the  House. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  whether  he  could 
raise  the  question  of  Privilege?  This 
TO^ceeding  affected  the  Privileee  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  inasmuch  as  the 
Order  of  the  House  had  been  disobeyed. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE :  I  have  already  in- 
formed the  House  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  in  Order.  The  ques- 
tion of  Order  has  no  foundation. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  that  hon. 
Members  on  those  Benches  felt  very 
strongly  on  the  subject-matter  of  this 
Bill.  He  objected  to  the  second  reading 
being  taken  at  that  hour,  and  therefore 
befi^ged  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
--{Mr,  T,  P,  0'  Connor.) 

Major  NOLAN  hoped  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  would  withdraw  his 
Motion,  otherwise  there  was  no  chance 
of  the  measure  being  passed  that  Ses- 
sion. It  would  be  a  great  pity  if  the 
Bill  were  not  read  a  second  time  that 
night. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  regretted  that 
the  second  reading  should  have  been 
moved  at  so  late  an  hour;  but  he  trusted 
that  hon.  Members  interested  in  the 
question  would  consider  that  if  the  Bill 
was  to  become  law  that  Session,  it  was 
Very  desirable  that  nothing  should  be 


allowed  to  stand  in  the  way  of  the  pre- 
sent  stage  being  taken.  There  was  no 
Notice  of  opposition  to  the  Bill  upon  the 
Paper,  and  he  did  not  suppose  tnat  any 
objection  would  be  taken.  He  earnestly 
desired  that  all  those  who  were  con- 
cerned and  interested  in  the  question 
would  consent  to  the  second  reading 
bein^  taken ;  and  he  would  do  his  best 
to  take  the  next  stage  of  the  Bill  at  an 
earlier  time.  Under  the  circamstances, 
he  trusted  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway 
would  not  persevere  with  his  Motion  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  did  not  think 
it  unreasonable,  having  regard  to  the 
time  of  the  Session,  that  the  Bill  should 
be  read  a  second  time ;  and  he  had  no 
doubt  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  would,  on 
the  next  occasion,  do  all  he  could  to  brinff 
it  on  earlier  in  the  evening.  He  had 
some  remarks  to  make  when  the  next 
stage  was  reached  on  the  expense  of  the 
Examiners  and  the  unlimited  number 
and  indefinite  amount  of  the  prizes,  to 
which  he  would  not  now  refer  in  detail. 

Mr.  DAWSON  thought  it  would  be  a 

great  calamity  for  the  Insh  people  if  the 
ill  were  read  a  second  time  at  that 
hour  without  a  protest.  The  Bill  pro- 
vided no  education  for  the  Irish  people. 
It  was  a  misnomer  to  describe  the  sys- 
tem as  one  of  education.  The  examina- 
tion paper  had  no  other  result  than  to 
bring  about  the  same  state  of  things  in 
the  higher  branches  of  education  as  was 
disclosed  the  other  day  by  the  noble 
Lord  on  that  side  of  the  House  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  in  the  case  of  Mr. 
Goffin — namely,  a  system  of  cramming 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  grants.  He 
regretted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  thought 
it  right  to  take  the  second  reading  with- 
out giving  Irish  Members  an  oppor- 
tunitv  for  making  a  plea  that  the  Irish 
people  should  be  treated  fairly  in  the 
matter  of  education.  He  thought  they 
ought  not,  as  it  were,  silently  to  sell 
their  birthright  in  this  matter  for 
£20,000  a-year ;  and,  although  he  was 
not  at  that  moment  prepared  to  discuss 
the  Bill,  he  trusted  that  some  further 
protest  would  be  made  that  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  been  driven,  at  an  inopportune 
time  of  the  morning,  to  g^ve  it  a  second 
reading. 

Mr.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  agreed, 
to  t  certain  extent,  with  the  obj^tions 
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made  by  hon.  Members  opposite.  He 
could  not  regard  the  proposed  scheme 
as  by  any  means  satisfactory,  nor  did  he 
think  it  reasonable  to  take  the  second 
reading  stage  without  some  opportunity 
of  discussing  the  principles  of  the  Bill. 
Nevertheless,  he  put  it  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers, that  if  it  was  not  taken  then  there 
was  no  chance  of  the  Bill  passing  that 
Session.  He  thought  it  would  be  better 
to  make  the  Bill,  with  all  its  disadvan- 
tages, into  law  than  to  postpone  it  until 
next  year.  

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  rose  to 
support  the  Motion  for  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate.  He  had  worked  hard 
and  lon^  in  the  cause  of  reform  of  Irish 
University  Education ;  but,  so  far  as  he 
could  make  out  the  present  Bill,  it  was 
for  the  abolition  of  University  Educa- 
tion in  Ireland.  It  did  not  even  pro- 
vide a  good  examination  paper — the 
machinery  was  bad  even  for  that  pur- 
pose— and  he  could  say  that  the  men 
who  had  the  interest  of  education  in 
Ireland  at  heart  despised  the  Bill.  Irish 
Members  should,  at  least,  have  an  op- 
portunity of  expressing  their  opinions 
upon  it;  but  mose  exponents  of  the 
national  feeling  upon  the  subject  of 
Irish  University  Education  had  been 
kept  entirely  in  the  dark  with  regard  to 
the  Bill.  There  was  a  great  public 
interest  taken  in  this  matter ;  and,  hav- 
ing formerly  objected  to  the  inferior 
character  of  the  education  in  the  Queen's 
University,  he  should  be  false  to  his 
principles  if  he  allowed  to  pass  without 
protest  a  measure  which  would  make 
men  look  back  with  regret  to  the  Stan- 
dard at  that  University.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
the  second  reading  would  be  given.  It 
was  quite  impossible  to  allow  that  stage 
to  be  taken  on  the  present  occasion 
without  a  sincere  protest  on  the  part  of 
Irish  Members. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  reminded  the 
House  that  the  Prime  Minister  had  pro- 
mised the  House,  when  he  asked  for  the 
whole  of  the  time  of  the  House,  that  no 
controversial  matter  should  be  brought 
forward  during  the  remainder  of  the 
Session.  Every  English  Bill  had  been 
set  aside  for  the  Irish  Land  Bill ;  and  he 
would  like  to  know  upon  what  grounds 
the  promise  given  was  to  be  departed 
from?  It  was  very  clear,  from  what 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  said,  that 
this  Bill  would;  at  some  stage,  provoke 


aleuffthy  discussion;  and  therefore  he 
would  like  to  ask  the  Ohief  Secretanf 
for  Ireland  to  explain  upon  what  grounds 
the  pledge  given  to  the  House  was  being 
violated? 

Me.  GIVAN  quite  thought  this  Bill 
was  not  sufficiently  comprehensive  for 
the  requirements  of  education  in  Ire- 
land ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  knew 
that  a  great  amount  of  interest  was  con- 
centrated upon  the  Bill  by  both  Oatholic 
and  Protestant  clergy.  Their  arrange- 
ments were  made  in  view  of  the  Bill 
being  carried,  and  he  thought  it  would 
be  a  great  calamity  if  the  intention  to 
pass  the  Bill  was  frustrated.  He  hoped 
the  second  reading  would  be  given  to 
the  BiU. 

Mr.  LYULPH  STANLEY  thought 
the  Bill  which  was  now  being  attacked 
was  a  very  small  matter ;  and  &at  if  hon. 
Members  had  wished  to  prevent  the 
Bill,  they  should  have  endeavoured  to 
repeal  the  Act  passed  two  or  three  years 
ago.  The  present  Bill  was  only  intended 
to  give  greater  effect  to  the  Bill  already 
passed. 

Dr.  LYONS  hoped  his  hon.  Friends 
would  agree  to  the  second  reading.   The 
Bill  had  been  a  long  time  under  con- 
sideration, and  it  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  some  years  ag^  the  present  Gt)vem- 
ment  made  an  effort  to  settle  this  Uni- 
versity Question,  and  he  always  regretted 
that  tne  Bill  introduced  by  the  present 
Prime  Minister  had  not  become   law. 
After  careful  consideration  of  the  sub- 
ject, he  thought  no  such  measure,  in  all 
probability,  would  be  possible  at  any 
juncture  of  political  circumstances  in  the 
near  future.  When  a  gpreat  opportunity, 
given  in  1873,  was  lost,  hopes  were  en- 
tertained that   another  and  a  greater 
measure  would  be  introduced ;  but  those 
hopes  had  been  falsified,  and  the  only 
possible  measure  that  could  be  expected 
was  that  now  introduced.    A  body  of 
gentlemen,  representing  the  education, 
and  the  religion,  and  the  feelings  of  Ire- 
land, had  sat  together  for  a  long  time, 
discussing  the  f^^imework  of  a  measure 
to  be  submitted  to  Parliament ;  and  this 
Bill  was  only  carrying  out  the  essence  of 
the  Act  of  two  years  ago.  The  responsi- 
bility of  the  framework  of  the  present 
measure  did  not  rest  with  the  Members 
of  the  Government;  and  he  was  pre- 
pared to  say  that  if  there  was  the  smaUest 
chance  of  a  larger  measure  being  con- 
sideredi  he  would  not  accept  this  aa  tfau^ 
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best  settlement  of  the  question.  A  vast 
deal  of  elaborate  and  scientific  considera- 
tion bad  been  devoted  to  this  University 
scheme.  It  had  been  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  for  some  time, 
and  all  that  the  House  was  now  asked 
to  do  was  to  give  effect  to  the  previous 
Act.  Therefore,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  consent  to  the  formal  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill.  If  this  Bill  was  wrecked, 
thousands  of  expectant  educationists  in 
Ireland  would  be  greatly  disappointed. 

Mr.  HEALY  complained  of  the  action 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  in 
this  matter.  The  Speaker  had  said  some- 
thing which  nobody  could  hear,  and  all 
that  hon.  Members  were  given  to  under- 
stand was  that  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill  was  being  moved.  Except  the  Co- 
ercion Bill,  he  had  not  read  a  single  Bill 
that  Session ;  and  it  was  a  question  whe- 
ther the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
when  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill 
was  moved,  ought  not  to  say  something 
in  explanation.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
however,  had  not  done  that,  and  had 
treated  the  House  unfairly. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  observed,  that 
no  person  could  speak  twice  to  a  second 
reading,  and  therefore  he  had  taken 
the  course  which  he  had  adopted. 

Mr.  HEALY  replied,  that  there  were 
other  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  who  were  fully  aware  of  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  and,  there- 
fore, the  excuse  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman went  by  the  board.  To  £tsk  the 
House  to  discuss,  at  that  hour,  a  Bill 
which  they  did  not  know  anything  about 
was  unreasonable ;  and  if  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  would  allow  the  se- 
cond reading  to  stand  over  to  a  reason- 
able time,  the  Irish  Members  would 
undertake  not  to  oppose  the  second 
reading. 

Mr.  gray  sympathized  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  as  to 
the  importance  of  a  Bill  of  this  kind 
being  introduced  earlier  in  the  Session. 
He  had  no  particular  admiration  for  the 
scheme ;  but  the  existing  Bill  having 
been  passed,  it  was  desirable  to  pass 
this  Bill  also.  When  the  Bill  was 
blocked,  there  was  a  feeling  of  alarm 
amongst  many  hundreds  of  people  in 
Ireland ;  and  if  it  was  now  stopped,  it 
might  be  stopped  altogether,  and  that 
would  create  a  feeling  approaching  to 
consternation  in  Ireland.    The  Govem- 
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ment,  which  had  already  burnt  its  fingers 
with  the  University  Bill,  could  not  be 
expected  to  decide  the  question;  and, 
considering  that  there  would  be  abundant 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  on  the  Committee  staffe,  he 
thought  it  would  not  be  desirable  to 
persevere  in  opposition  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  wished  to  ex- 
plain the  course  he  intended  to  take. 
He  felt  very  strongly  with  regard  to  the 
character  of  this  Bill,  and  took  g^reat  in- 
terest in  University  questions  generally. 
He  did  not  wish  to  sacrifice  his  chance 
of  doing  what  he  thought  necessary  in 
this  case ;  but,  as  he  had  been  appealed 
to  by  so  many  people,  and  did  not  wish 
to  be  ill-natureid,  he  would  withdraw  his 
opposition.  At  the  same  time,  he  would 
suggest  that  the  Chief  Secretoiy  for  Ire- 
land should,  before  the  Committee  stage, 
consider  how  he  could  bring  the  Bill  on 
at  an  earlier  hour. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  promised  to  do 
his  best  in  that  direction,  for  he  desired 
that  there  should  a  good  discussion  on 
the  BiU. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  did  not 
wish  to  detain  the  House.  An  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Gray)  had  said  that  the 
House  ought  to  consider  the  expectant 
educationists  in  Ireland.  He  (Mr.  La- 
bouchere)  was  an  expectant  vacationist, 
and  he  was  anxious  that  the  House 
should  adjourn  as  soon  as  possible.  He 
had  understood  that  no  impediment 
would  be  placed  in  the  way  of  that  ad- 
journment by  the  introduction  of  contro- 
versial matter,  and  he  did  not  under- 
stand how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  could  enter 
into  an  agreement  to  afford  time  for  dis- 
cussing the  measure. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  had  misunderstood  the 
assurance  given  by  the  Prime  Minister. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  only  pledged 
himself  that  Bills  of  a  public  controver- 
sial character  should  not  be  taken.  If 
any  hon.  Member  was  prepared  to  op- 
pose this  Bill,  of  course  it  could  not  be 
passed,  and  the  responsibility  would  fall 
upon  those  who  opposed  it. 

Major  NOLAN  wished  to  point  out 
that  there  was  really  no  controversy 
with  regard  to  the  Bill,  and  that  it  re- 
ceived the  support  of  a  large  number  of 
Irish  Members.  The  only  point  was 
whether  the  Bill  was  large  enough  to 


2005        Bosfol  Unmnity 


{August  15,  1881)  of  Ireland  BUL 


2006 


deal  with  the  general  question  of  Uni- 1 
versity  Education ;  but  there  was  no  dis- 
pute as  to  the  necessity  of  passing  the 
measure  in  the  present  Session.  A  great 
deal  of  harm  had  been  done  in  Ire- 
land through  not  having  a  proper  sys- 
tem of  rmiversitv  Education,  and  it 
was  qiute  time  that  something  should 
be  done  to  remedy  the  evil.  He  sin- 
cerely hoped  that  no  attempt  would  be 
made  to  delay  the  progress  of  the  pre- 
sent Bill. 

Mb.  BEYCE  said,  he  did  not  intend 
to  discuss  the  merits  of  the  Bill  at  any 
length  ;  but  he  thought  the  second  read- 
ing ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  pass  al- 
together in  silence.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  the  Bill  was  not  properly  under- 
stood by  the  House.  It  was  not  correct, 
as  had  been  stated  by  two  of  his  hon. 
Friends  near  him,  that  the  measure  was 
intended  merely  to  carry  out  the  Act  of 
1879.  When  the  Bill  of  1879  was  intro- 
duced, it  was  subjected  to  a  considerable 
amount  of  criticism,  and  the  reply  was 
that  it  was  only  a  sketch  giving  the  out- 
line of  a  scheme,  which  outline  was  to  be 
subsequently  filled  in  by  the  Senate.  The 
Senate  were  directed  to  prepare  a  scheme, 
and  that  scheme  had  now  been  prepared, 
and  laid  before  Parliament,  and  the  pre- 
sent Bill  was  brought  in  to  give  efiPect  to 
it.  Objection  was  taken  to  the  scheme 
prepared  by  the  Senate,  on  the  ground 
that  it  was  worse  than  the  one  shadowed 
forth  by  the  Act  of  1879.  It  would  have 
been  quite  possible  to  have  a  much  bet- 
ter scheme  under  that  Act,  and  he  sym- 
pathized with  what  had  been  said  by  his 
hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Dawson) ,  that 
the  Bill  now  under  discussion  was  one 
which  would  do  no  good  to  the  cause  of 
education  in  Ireland.  At  that  late  hour 
(half-past  2)  he  would  not  ask  the  House 
to  listen  to  any  discussion  on  the  merits 
of  the  Bill  itself ;  but  the  Irish  Members 
who  took  an  interest  in  education,  natu- 
rally protested  against  a  scheme  which 
they  believed  would  satisfy  nobody, 
which  would  not  benefit  Irish  Education 
in  any  perceptible  degree,  and  which 
would  only  form  a  basis  for  future  agi- 
tation. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  said,  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Bill  was  to  provide  an  en- 
dowment for  carrying  out  the  purposes 
of  the  Act  of  1879.  He  had  no  wish 
to  go  back  upon  the  discussion  which 
occurred  in  1879 ;  but  he  thought  that 
the  Bill  which  was  then  passed  did,  to 


a  certain  extent,  make  provision  for  a 
great  want  in  Ireland.  A  great  number 
of  the  Irish  people  were  not  satisfied  with 
the  Universities  then  in  existence.  He 
held  now,  as  he  held  then,  that  it  would 
have  been  far  better  to  meet  the  want  in 
a  far  more  comprehensive  manner ;  but, 
although  that  was  his  opinion,  it  was 
not  the  opinion  which  the  House  adopted. 
A  measure  was,  however,  passed,  and  the 
object  of  the  present  Bill  was  to  enable 
that  measure  to  be  put  into  practical 
operation.  He  thought  it  would  be  a  great 
disappointment  to  a  large  portion  of  the 
Irish  people  if  Parliament  refused  now 
to  try  the  experiment  of  establishing 
this  new  University.  Not  only  would  it 
be  a  great  disappointment  to  a  good 
many  people,  but  it  would  be  a  Rreat 
calamity  to  the  cause  of  higher  educa- 
tion ;  because  it  would  be  depriving  the 
young  men  who  hoped  to  take  advantage 
of  it  of  the  means  already  provided, 
without  putting  anything  in  their  place. 
He  therefore  thought  mat  those  who 
were  interested  in  Irish  Education  were 
bound  to  support  the  present  Bill  in 
order  to  carry  out  the  Act  of  1879 ;  and 
if,  at  some  future  time,  it  was  found 
that  that  Act  was  not  the  best  mode 
of  carrying  out  University  EducatioUi 
an  attempt  might  be  made  to  improve 
it.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bryce)  said  the 
Bill  would  satisfy  nobody,  and  would 
not  benefit  Irish  Education.  He  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster)  must  remind  his  hon. 
Friend  that,  after  all,  the  scheme  pro- 
posed by  the  Senate  was  the  result  of 
the  labours  of  a  large  representive 
body  of  Irishmen,  and,  probably,  the 
best  representative  body  that  could  be 
found.  His  hon.  Friend  might  pos- 
sibly be  right  in  his  views ;  but,  at  any 
rate,  he  stood  alone  in  those  views,  ana, 
not  being  himself  an  Irish  Member,  his 
opinions  were  contrary  to  those  which 
had  been  declared  by  a  considerable 
number  of  persons  who  had  carefully 
inquired  into  the  subject.  The  mode  in 
which  the  scheme  had  been  prepared 
was  this.    The  Senate  were  instructed  to 

grepare  it,  and,  having  prepared  it,  it 
ad  been  submitted  to  this  Government 
and  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 
But  the  scheme  was  not  binding.  It 
merely  contained  such  information  as 
the  Senate  desired  to  lay  before  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  what  would  really  be  binding 
would  be  the  statutes  and  re^;ulBLti<\T^ 
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made  under  the  Act  of  1879,  and  those 
statutes  and  regulations  would  have  to 
be  approved  of  by  the  Government,  and 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House.    The 
Senate  would  act  with  the  full  know- 
ledge that  their  recommendations  would 
have  to  be   approved   by  Parliament ; 
and  what  the  House  had  now  to  con- 
sider was  whether  any  good  object  was 
to  be  gained  by  putting  the  matter  off 
for  another  year.     He  would  really  sub- 
mit to  his  hon.  Friend  whether  he  was 
so  fully  confident  in  his  own  views  as  to 
what  Irish  Education  should  be  that  he 
was  prepared  to  subject  the  Irish  people 
to  the  great  inconvenience  which  the 
loss  of  what  they  were  now  striving  for 
would  entail  ?    In  regard  to  the  future 
discussion  of  the  Bill,  he  would  do  his 
best  to  secure  the  measure  being  brought 
on  at  as  early  an  hour  as  possible.    It 
had  already  passed  through  the  other 
House  of  Paniament.     He  was  sorry  to 
say  that,  owing  to  the  pressure  of  other 
Public   Business,  there  was  not  much 
chance  of  bringing  the  Bill  on  at  a  very 
early  hour ;  but,  in  order  not  to  disap- 
point those  who  were  interested  in  the 
Suestion,  he  would  try  to  induce  hon. 
[embers  to  submit  to  the  inconvenience 
of  discussing  it  at  a  late  hour.     Per- 
sonally, he  should  very  much  prefer  a 
full  discussion,  because  he  thought  it 
was  desirable  that  the  public  should 
know  all  that  might  be  stated  in  regard 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  had  scarcely  treated 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bryce), 
fairly.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told 
the  hon.  Member  that  he  was  not  an 
Irish  Member,  and  therefore  that  he 
was  scarcely  competent  to  discuss  a 
question  affecting  Irish  Education.  But 
the  hon.  Member,  if  not  an  Irish  Mem- 
ber, was  an  Irishman,  and  was  therefore 
fully  competent  to  take  part  in  the 
discussion  of  an  Irish  question.  The 
present  Bill  simply  made  provision  for 
the  appropriation  of  an  Irish  fund  for 
University  Education  in  Ireland,  and  by 
that  provision  it  would  save  the  Imperial 
Exchequer  a  certain  amount  of  money 
now  given  to  the  Queen's  University, 
which  University,  when  the  Royal  Uni- 
versity was  started,  would  cease  to  exist. 
Therefore,  it  was  at  the  expense  of 
an  Irish  fund  that  the  new  University 
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was  to  be  established.  Personally,  he 
looked  upon  the  sum  of  £20,000  a-year 
proposed  to  be  applied  to  the  new  Uni- 
versity as  a  very  inadequate  sum.  The 
Senate,  when  it  drew  up  the  scheme, 
framed  it  in  a  manner  that  was  liberal 
and  reasonable;  but  the  Treasury  re- 
fused to  assent  to  it,  because  they  con- 
sidered that  it  would  involve  a  larger  ex- 
penditure than  they  were  willing  to  agree 
to.  The  consequence  was  that  the  new 
Royal  University  was  cut  down  to  pro- 
portions which,  he  was  afraid,  would  make 
it  a  deplorable  failure.  That,  however, 
was  a  question  which  could  be  raised 
just  as  readily  when  the  Bill  got  into 
Committee  as  upon  the  second  reading. 
He  should  be  sorry  to  do  anything  that 
could  interfere  with  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill ;  but  he  certainly  oould  not 
understand  why,  seeing  that  it  was  a 
Bill  of  only  one  clause,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  not  have  deferred  it 
until  a  later  date,  when  a  full  discussion 
could  have  been  taken  on  it,  and  the 
necessity  of  discussing  it  in  Committee 
obviated. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  was  glad 
to  hear  the  assurance  which  had  been 
given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  that  the 
scheme  which  had  been  drawn  up  by 
the  Senate  was  a  scheme  still  open  to 
amendment.  He  thought  it  was  quite 
capable  of  amendment.  He  quite  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Dr. 
Lyons),  who  stated  that  although  the 
Act  of  1879  did  not  provide  for  a  good 
University,  still,  at  any  rate,  it  provided 
a  better  University  than  existed  at  pre- 
sent. He  deprecated  the  limited  nature 
of  the  provision  made  by  the  Act  of 
1879.  The  measure  did  not  appear  to 
provide  sufficient  backbone  for  the  per- 
sons who  undertook  the  carrying  out  of 
the  important  business  dealt  with  by  the 
Act.  There  seemed  to  him  to  be  too 
much  of  the  jelly  fish  in  the  system,  and 
he  was  afraid  that  the  new  University 
would  totally  fail  to  content  the  Irish 
people.  At  the  same  time,  if  there  were 
any  further  delay  in  carrying  out  some 
scheme  or  other,  great  mischief  might 
be  done  to  the  cause  of  education  in  Ire- 
land. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 
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LAND  lAW  (lEELAND)  BILL. 
BEPORT  OF  BEABOITS. 
OOHUOHS  AUElTDUEirrS  TO  TEE  AXESD- 
UEKT8  lUCS  BX  THE  LOBDS  TO  THE 
AMBHDKBKTB  UADE  BY  THS  COMHONS 
TO  THE  LO&DB  AUEITDUEKTS,  AND  OOX- 
ICOITS  BEASOira  FOR  DIUOREEINO  TO 
CEBTAIK  OT  THE  BAID  JUtRDB  AKENV- 
HBNTS. 

The  CommoDi  pTopoee  to  amend  the  emeDd- 
moita  nude  by  tlie  Lords  to  the  amendment 
made  by  the  Commons  to  the  Lords  amendment 
in  page  2,  lino  6,  by  leaviog  out  the  words  ("  or 

Snirod,  and  have  in  the  main  been  upheld"!, 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following  words 
("  by  the  landlord  or  his  predecessors  in  title, 
Mid  have  been  substantially  maintained"),  by 
leating  ont  the  word  ("  or")  and  inserting  the 
word  ("and"),  and  also  hy  leaving  out  the 
words  ("  made  or  acquired  "). 

The  Commons  disagree  to  the  amendment 
made  by  the  Lords  in  page  2,  line  2B,  tor  the 
following  Reasons : 

(1.)  Because  the  purchaM  of  the  tenant 
right  bv  the  landlord  in  Ulster  placed 
the  lanalord  and  tenant  in  the  same  rela- 
tive position  as  they  occupy  in  the  rest  of 
Ireland,  and  it  would  be  unjust  in  the 
application  of  this  Bill  to  subject  the 
tenants  in  Ulster  to  a  disadvantage  which 
is  not  imposed  on  the  tenants  in  any  other 

rrt  of  Ireland : 
Because  the  landlord  if  he  haa  not  in- 
creased l^e  rent  so  as  to  obtain  a  return 
for  bis  in  vestment  in  the  purchase  of  the 
tenant  right  (including  Uie  tenant's  im- 
provements) may  still  have  the  rent  fairly 
increased  by  application  to  the  court. 
The  Commons  propose  to  amend  the  amend- 
ment now  proposed  by  the  Lords  in  page  6, 
lines   3  and  i,   hy  inserting  after  the   word 
("  coalpits  ")  the  following  words  ("  subject  to 
■neb  nghts  in  respect  thereof  as  the  tenant 
under  the  contract  of  tenancy  subsisting  imme- 
diately before  the  commencement  of  the  statu- 
torr  term  was  lawfully  entitled  to  eierciso  ") 

The  Commons  do  not  insist  on  their  disagree- 
ment with  the  amendment  made  by  the  Lords 
in  page  6,  line  S,  but  propose  as  a  consequential 
amendment  to  insert  in  page  6,  line  7,  after  the 
word  ("  tenancy  ")  the  words  ("  save  as  herein- 
allOT  provided  ") 
The  Commonsdisagree  to  the  amendment  now 

goposed  hy  the  Lords  in  page  6,  line  37,  for  the 
llowing  Reason : 

Because  they  believe  that  their  alteration 
of  the  scale  of  compensation  tor  disturb- 
ance is   expedient  with  a   view  to   the 
effectual  protection  of  the  tenant  against 
nnreesoQable  and  unjust  eviction. 
The  Commons  propose  to  amend  the  amend- 
ment now  proposed  by  the  Lords  in  page  8, 
i,  hy  reatoring  the  words  omitted  and  by 
ing  the  words  ("or  after")   betoro  the 
words  ("  the  parties  have  otherwise  failed  to 
oome  to  an  agreement ")  inserted  hy  their  Lord- 
dtipa. 


The  Commons  dingree  with  Qie  a 
now  proposed  by  the  Lords  in  page  B,  line  23, 
torthe  following  Reason : 

Because  the  object  of  the  amendment  is 

already  fully  provided  for  by  the  equities 

clause  (}  S). 

The  Commons  disagree  with  the  amendment 

now  proposed  by  the  Lords  in  page  8,  line  3S, 

for  the  following  Reason  : 

Becanso  it  is  desirable  that  for  a  reasonable 
time  after  the  passing  of  the  Act  the  ten- 
ant diould  not  be  liable  to  disturbance 
bv  "resumption"  save  for  some  breach 
of  duty  or  for  some  public  purpose. 
The  Commons  propose  to  amend  the  amend- 
ment made  by  the  Lords  to  the  amendment 
made  by  the  Commons  to  the  Lords  amendment 
in  page  9,  lino  16,  by  leaving  out  the  words 
( "  or  acquired  and  hare  been  in  the  main  up< 
held")  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  fol- 
lowing words  ["  by  lie  landlord  or  his  prede. 
cessors  in  title,  and   have  been   sabatAntially 
maintain   " '"  '     '      '      '      ■  ■   — 


igard  to  the  elanae  al- 
ready inserted  in  the  Bill  these  words  are 
superfluous,  but  the  Commons  propose  to 
amend  the  clause  by  inserting  the  word 
("otherwise")  before  the  word  ("com- 
pensated '')   BO   as  to  indicate  that  the 
latter  word  includes  other  words  of  com- 
pensation besides  direct  payment. 
The    Commons    agree   to    their    Lordships 
amendments  in  page  9,  line   12,  and  propose, 
OS  consequential  thereto,  (o  re-iosert  the  words 
omitted  by  their  Lordships  in  the  same  clanse 
in  page  8,  lino  20,  and  also  in  page  II,  line  12. 
The  Commons  do  not  insist  on  their  disiufree- 
ment  with  the  amendment  made  by  the  Lords 
in  page  16,  line  9  ;  but  they  propose  in  pUce  of 
the  words  struck  out  by  the  Lords  to  insert  the 
words  ("  Provided  that  at  the  eipiration of  such 
existing  leases,  oi  of  such  of  them  as  shall  ex- 
pire within  sixty  years  after  the  passing  of  this 
Act,  the  lessees,  if  boni  flde  in  occupatioa  of 
their  holdings,  shall  be  deemed  to  be  tenants  of 
present  ordinary  tenancies  from  year  to  year, 
at  the  rents  and  subject  to  the  conditions  of 
their  looses  respectively,  so  far  as  such  condi- 
tions ore  applicable  to  tenancies  from  year  to 
jeu ;  but  this  provision  shall  not  ap^y  where 
a  reversionary  lease  of  the  holding  nas  been 
bona  hde  made  before  the  passing  of  this  Act ; 
and  provided  also  that  where  it  shall  appear  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  Court  that  the  landlord 
desires  to  resume  the  holding  for  the  bonft  fide 
purpose  of  occupying  the  same  as  a  residence  for 
himself,  or  as  a  home  farm  in  connexion  with  his 
reddenoe,  or  for  the  purpose  of  providing  a 
remdenoe  tor  some  member  of  his  family,  the 
Court  may  authorise  him  to  resume  the  some 
accordingly,  in  the  manner  and  on  the  terms 
provided  by  the  fifth  section  of  ttiia  Act  with 
respect  to  the  resumption  of  a  holding  by  a 
landlord  :  Provided  always,  that  if  the  holding 
so  resumed  shall  be  at  any  time  within  fifteen 
years  after  such  resumption  re-let  to  a  tenant, 
the  some  shall  be  subject,  from  and  after  thn . 
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time  of  its  being  so  re-let,  to  all  the  provisions 
of  this  Act  which  are  applicable  to  present  ten- 
ancies") 

The  Commons  propose  to  amend  the  amend- 
ment made  by  the  Lords  to  the  words  restored 
by  the  Conmions  in  page  16,  line  24,  by  inserting 
therein  after  the  word  ("may*')  the  words 
("  by  leave  of  the  Court,  which  leave  shall  be 
granted  unless  the  Court  shall  consider  the  ap- 
peal frivolous  or  vexatious  ") 

With  the  preceding  exceptions  the  Commons 
do  not  insist  on  their  disagreements  to  the 
amendments  on  which  the  Lords  have  insisted, 
and  agree  to  the  amendments  made  by  the 
Lords  to  the  Commons  amendments  and  to  the 
Lords  consequential  amendments. 

Beasons  for  disagreement  to  the 
Amendments  made  by  The  Lords  to  the 
Oommons  Amendments  to  The  Lords 
Amendments  reported,  and  agreed  to  : — 
To  be  communicated  to  the  Lords. 

UNIVERSITIES  OF  OXFORD  AND  CAM- 
BRIDGE (STATUTES)  BILL.— [Z<?r*.] 
{Lord  Frederick  Cavendish.) 

[bill  241.]      SBOOND    KBADINa. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
proposed  to  defer  the  second  reading 
until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  J.  Q.  TALBOT  asked  if  it  was 
really  intended  to  take  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill  to-morrow  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  said,  he  had  had  a  No- 
tice on  the  Paper  to  prevent  the  Bill 
from  being  proceeded  with  after  half- 
past  12  o'clock ;  but  he  had  taken  that 
Wotice  off,  and  there  was  now  nothing 
to  prevent  the  Bill  being  taken  at  any 
hour. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  asked  when  the 
Notice  was  taken  off? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  To-day. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  he  must 
repeat  his  question  to  his  noble  Friend 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  whether 
it  was  proposed  to  proceed  with  the 
second  reading  to-morrow  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
intimated  that  such  was  the  intention  of 
the  Government. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  remarked,  that 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  (Mr.  Bryce)  had  taken  off  his 
Notice  against  the  Bill,  the  Government 
would  be  able  to  take  the  second  read- 
ing at  any  hour.  He  wished,  therefore, 
to  have  a  distinct  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion whether  it  was  proposed  to  take  it 
l^t  an^  houT;  because  it  was  only  right 


that  those  who  were  interested  in  the 
Bill  should  know  whether  it  was  likely 
to  be  brought  on  at  an  inconvenient  hour. 
Of  course,  if  the  Gt)vemment  persisted 
in  bringing  on  the  measure  at  any  time, 
he  must  make  the  best  he  could  of  the 
situation. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
understood  that  the  Government  did 
hope  to  be  able  to  take  the  Bill  to- 
morrow ;  but,  no  doubt,  if  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  in  his  place  at  4  o'clock  and 
would  ask  the  Question,  he  would  receive 
an  answer. 

Second  Reading  deferred  until  7b- 
morrow, 

NAVY  AND  ARMY  EXPENDITURE, 

1879-80. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

1.  Re»olv$dy  That  it  appears  that  by  the  Navy 
Appropriation  Account,  for  the  year  ended  Slst 
March  1880,  that  the  balances  unexpended  in 
respect  of  Votes  for  Navy  Services  for  the  said 
year  ^amounted  to  the  sum  of  £208,684  14«.  6rf. 
viz.  : —  £         *.    d. 

Vote    2.  A^ctuals  and  Cloth- 
ing for  Seamen  and  Marines     38,347  17    0 
Vote    3.  Admiralty  Office    .        1,636    2    6 
Vote    4.  Coast  Guard  Service 

and  Royal  Naval  Reserves .  3,305  3  5 
Vote  5.  Scientific  Branch  .  6,642  6  8 
Vote    7.  Victualling  Yards  at 

Home  and  Abroad      .        .       3,609  16    0 
Vote    8.   Medical    Establish- 
ments        ....        1,168    3    4 
Vote    9.  Marine  Divisions    .  787    3    8 

A^ote  10.  Naval  Stores,  &c.: — 
Section    1.  Naval 

Stores       .        .      64,733  18  U 
Section   2.    Steam 
Machinery,  &c.     58,471     2  10 
Vote  11.  New  Works  and  Re- 
pairs   20,159  19    4 

Vote  12.  Medicines  and  Medi- 
cal Stores  ....       9,755    9    7 
Vote  13.  Martial  Law,  &c.    .  168  11    3 

£208,684  14    6 


2.  Resolved,  That  the  Commissioners  of  Her 
Majesty's  Treasury  have  temporarily  authorised 
theapplication  of  the  said  sum  of  £208,684  14«.  6i., 
to  provide  in  part  for  the  following  amounts  of 
Expenditure  incurred  in  excess  of  certain  other 
Votes  for  Navy  Services  for  the  said  year,  viz.  :— 

£    ».   d' 

Vote  I.  Wages,  &c.  to  Sea- 
men and  Marines        .        .     16,762    7    3 

Vote  6.  Dockj^ards  and  Naval 
Yardsat  Home  and  Abroad       2,768    1    1 

Vote  14.  Miscellaneous  Ser- 
vices   4,691  17    2 

Vote  16.  Half  Pay,  &o.         .  8    3    7 
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Tote  16.  MiUtary  and  Civil        £       $,  d. 
PenrioDB,  &o. : — 

Section  1.  Militarj 
PensionB  and  Al- 
lowances .  6,963  7  8 
Section  2.  Civil 
Pensions  and  Al- 
lowances .  1,780  13  3 
Vote  17.    Army  Department 

(Conveyance  of  Troops)     .    692,571     1     9 
Amounts  written  off  as  irre- 
coverable   .        .        .        .       1,638  14    9 


£626,184    6    6 


3.  Besohed,  That  the  said  application  he 
sanctioned. 

4.  Hetohed,  That  it  appears  by  the  Army 
Appropriation  Account,  for  the  year  ended  the 
31st  March  1880,  that  the  balances  unexpended 
in  respect  of  certain  Votes  for  Army  Services 
for  the  said  year,  amounting  to  the  sum  of 
£232,036  84.  id.,  were  as  follows,  viz. : — 

£        s.    d. 

Vote  3.  Administration  of 
Military  Law     .        .        .       1,091  17    1 

Vote  5.  Militia  Pay  and  Al- 
lowances   ....     23,860    9    7 

Vote  6.  Yeomanry  Cavalry 
Pay  and  Allowances  .        .       1,962  12  10 

Vote    8.  Army  Reserve  Force     30,895  16    6 

Vote  13.  Works,  Buildings, 
and  Repairs  at  Home  and 
Abroad      ....     16,204  17  10 

Vote  14.  Establishments  for 
Military  Education    .        .       5,865  13    5 

Vote  18.  Pay  of  General  Offi- 
cers     8,253  15    2 

Vote  19.  Retired  Full  Pay, 
Half  Pay,  Pensions,  and 
Gratuities ....    123,261     3  11 

Vote  22.  Chelsea  and  Kil- 
mainham  Hospitals  .       1,223    4    5 

Vote  24.  Superannuation  Al- 
lowances    ....       6,472  13     1 

Vote  25.  Militia,  Yeomanry 
Cavalry,  and  Volunteer 
Corps 2,944    5    6 

£232,036    8    4 


5.  Resolved,  That  it  further  appears  from  the 
said  Account  that  the  sum  of  £189,108  19«.  6</., 
was  realised  in  the  said  year  in  excess  of  the 
estimated  Appropriations  in  Aid. 

6.  RetolvedfTheX  the  Commissioners  of  Her 
Majesty's  Treasury  have  temporarily  authorised 
the  application  of  the  said  sums,  amounting  to- 
gether to  the  total  sum  of  £421,145  Is.  lOt/.,  to 
provide  in  part  for  the  following  amoimts  of 
expenditure  incurred  in  excess  of  certain  other 
Votes  for  Army  Services  for  the  said  year, 
viz. : —  £         «.    d. 

Vote  1.  General  Staff  and 
Regimental  Pay.  .  282,010    7    0 

Vote    2.  Divine  Service        .       1,004  14  11 

Vote  4.  Medical  Establish- 
ments and  Services    .        .     13,331  10    1 

Vote    7.  Volunteer  Corps  Pay 

and  Allowances.        .        .       9,995  11  11 

Vote  9.  Commissariat,  &c. 
Establishments  .        .        .   160,949    4    7 


Vote  10.  Provisions,  Forage,       £       9.    d. 
Fuel,  &c 2,034,065    9    8 

Vote  11.  Clothing  Establish, 
ment,  Sec 89,133     7  10 

Vote  12.  Supply,  &c.  of  War- 
like and  other  Stores  .   532,249  18    4 

Vote  15.  Miscellaneous  Effec- 
tive Services      .        .        .     56,382  13    5 

Vote  16.   Administration    of 
the  Army  ....        4,836     1     0 

Vote  17.  Rewards  for  distin- 
guished Services,  &c.         .  184    2    4 

Vote  20.  Widows'    Pensions, 
&c 8,077  15    0 

Vote  21.  Pensions  forWounds       1,743    8     7 

Vote  23.  Out  Pensions  .        .     52,900  19    3 

Amounts  written  off  as  irre- 
coverable ....  606  15  10 


£3,247,471  19    9 


7.  Be»olvedy  That  the  said  application  be 
sanctioned. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  wished 
to  point  out  that  under  Vote  10  of  the 
Navy  Estimates  for  the  year  1879-80, 
there  was  a  sum  not  required  of 
£64,700,  under  Section  1,  for  Naval 
Stores,  and  of  £58,000  for  Steam  Ma- 
chinery, besides  £20,000,  under  Vote  1 1 , 
for  New  Works  and  Repairs.  He  wished 
to  call  attention  to  the  fact,  because  to- 
morrow, or  at  a  very  early  date,  the 
House  would  be  called  upon  to  pass 
similar  Votes  in  the  present  year's  Navy 
Estimates,  and  he  thought  it  ought  to 
be  borne  in  mind  that  last  year  more 
money  had  been  voted  than  was  actually 
required.  He  also  wished  to  point  out 
that  in  regard  to  the  Army  Votes — on 
Vote  10,  for  Provisions,  Forage,  Fuel, 
&c. — there  had  been  a  sum  voted  in  ex- 
cess of  the  sum  actually  required  of  no 
less  than  £2,000,000.  The  Vote  was  a 
very  large  one,  and  it  had  been  enor- 
mously exceeded;  and  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  proposed  to  take  Vote  10  this 
year,  at  1  o'clock  in  the  morning,  hon. 
Members  were  thought  very  unreason- 
able because  they  objected  to  proceed- 
ing with  such  an  important  Vote  at  such 
an  hour.  He  thought  the  fact  of  the 
existence  of  these  excesses  fully  justified 
the  position  then  taken  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
thought  the  hon.  Member  should  re- 
member that  the  excesses  had  connec- 
tion with  the  war  in  South  Africa. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 
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BOLENT  NAVIGATION  BILL.— [Btu,  207.] 

(Jfr.  SrelyH  AiUtf,  Mr.  CJkamieTUi», 
Mr.  TrivtlgBn.) 
OOKIflTTBS. 

Order  for  Oommittee  read. 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY,  in  moving 
fli&t  the  Order  for  going  into  Oommit- 
tee on  the  Bill  be  diuharged,  said, 
the  House  musb  not  be  alarmed,  be- 
oauae  it  waa  merely  a  formal  matter. 
The  Examiners  of  Standing  Orders  bad 
reported  that  the  Standing  Orders  had 
not  been  complied  vith,  and  that  the 
Bill,  though  Tirtuallj  a  Publio  Bill,  waa 
in  reality  a  Hybrid  Bill,  and  ought  to 
be  ooQBidered  upstairs  by  a  Hybrid 
Committee,  nominated  partly  by  the 
House  and  partly  by  the  Committee  of 
B  election. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Order  for  going;  into  Oommittee  upon 
the  said  Bill  be  diechargod," — {Mr. 
Evtlyn  Athltjf,) — put,  and  agrttd  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  BiU  be  referred  to  a  Seleot 
Oommittee,  oonsisting  of  Five  Members, 
Three  to  be  nominated  by  the  House, 
and  Two  by  the  Committee  of  Selection." 
— (Jfr.  Eetlyn  Athhj/.) 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  if  it  was  intended 
to  proceed  further  with  the  Bill  in  the 


Question  pat,  and  agrted  to. 


Ordered,  That  Fetitioners  praying  to 
be  heard  by  Counsel  or  Agents  be  heard 
against  the  Bill,  and  that  Counsel  be 
heard  in  support  of  the  Bill. 

Ordered,  That  the  Oommittee  hare 
power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and 
records: — Three  to  be_thQ  quorum. 

STATUTE   LAW  REVISION  AND  CIVIL 

PROCEDUHE  BILL.-[£«rA.]— [Bill 219.] 

{Mr.  Allvmiii  Ofntrat.) 


(OOMHONBI  ilrtlmi)  BiU.  9016 

Notice  of  opnoution,  and  it  waa,  diere- 
fore,  impossible  to  proceed  with  llie  Bill, 
and  he  would  move  the  discharge  of  the 
Order  fbr  considering  it  in  Oommittee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Order  for  going  into  Oom- 
mittee upon  the  said  Billbe  disoharged." 
—{Mr.  Attorney  Oeittral.) 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  would 
gladly  take  off  his  Notice  of  opposition 
to  the  Bill  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  would  ac- 
cept his  ^Mr.  T.  F.  O'Connor's)  groonds 
of  objection  to  it. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
KzNBY  Jahks)  said,  he  oonld  not  make 
any  oonditiona,  and  must,  therefore, 
press  the  discharge  of  the  (^der. 

Mr.  AETHUB  O'CONNOR  said,  the 
course  taken  in  this  case  showed  the  im- 
propriety of  putting  up  a  Member  of 
the  Government  to  block  the  Bills  of 
independent  Members.  If  a  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Qalway  (Mr,  T.  F. 
O'Connor)  had  not  been  blocked  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bath  (Sir  Arthur 
Hayter),  the  hon.  Member  would  not 
have  blocked  the  present  Bill. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  felt  that  he 
had  been  very  badly  treated  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and  he  had  no  doubt  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  would 
agree  with  him  that  he  was  justified, 
under  the  circumstances,  in  the  course 
he  had  taken.  He  simply  wished  now 
to  explain  his  reasons  for  taking  that 


I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  that 
at  present  there  is  no  Question  before 
the  House  other  than  the  discha^;e  of 
the  Order. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  would 
take  off  the  block  against  the  Bill. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  Jaues)  :  Then  I  will  withdraw 
my  Motion  for  the  discharge  of  the  Order, 
and  fix  the  Committee  for  to-morrow. 


Order  for  Committee  read. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  {Sir 
Henrt  JaiiIes)  said,  he  very  much  re- 
gretted to  have  to  move  that  the  Order 
be  discharged.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Gaiway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  had  given 


Motion,  by  leave,  withdrai 
Oommittee  dtferrtd  till  To- 


POLLEN  FISHING  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

(Mr.  Soiiciioi-  General/or  Inland.) 
[sill  248.]       SECOND   READINO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
The  SOLICITOR    GENERAL    for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Jounsox)  hoped 
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the  House  would  allow  the  Bill  to  be 
read  a  second  time.  Pollen  was  a  fresh- 
water herring,  peculiar  to  Lough  Neagh, 
and  in  season  up  to  the  1st  November. 
Between  3U0  and  400  persons  lived 
mainly  by  this  fishing,  and  as  the  salmon 
and  trout  season  closed  much  earlier  the 
Inspectors  of  Fisheries,  up  to  last  year, 
made  separate  orders  for  the  close  season 
for  salmon  and  trout  and  for  the  dose 
season  for  pollen ;  but  it  had  now  been 
found  that  under  the  existing  law  such 
separate  orders  could  not  lawfully  be 
made,  and  that  there  could  only  be  the 
same  dose  season  for  salmon  and  trout 
and  for  pollen.  The  consequence  of  this 
was  that  although  pollen  were  in  season 
they  could  not  be  captured  after  the 


close  season  for  salmon  had  commenced. 
This  was  a  serious  hardship  to  an  in- 
dustrious class  of  fishermen,  which  it  was 
the  object  of  the  present  Bill  to  remedy, 
and  to  enable  pollen  to  be  captured 
during  the  salmon  dose  time  and  when 
pollen  was  in  season. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — 
{Mr,  Solicitor  General  forlreland^) — put, 
and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 

Houae  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Three  o  dock. 
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agreed  to 

.  a\3  1 


ABN 


ATL 


i  INDEX) 
964. 


ATL 


BAB 


Arnold,  Mr.  A.,  Salf&rd 

Endowed  Schools  Act— Tbe  Huloie  Troft,  88 
I«and  I^w  (Ireland),  31 

RiTerM  Conseryanoy  and  Floods  PreTontion,  86 
Rnral  T»ark«,  Ao— Windsor  P«rk.  R^s.  67,  71 
Supply — Stationery  and  Printing,  641 

AsHLBY,  Hon.  E.  M.  (Secretary  to  the 

Board  of  Trade),  lale  of  Wight 
Parks  (Hetropoli8)~Proposed  Park  for  Pad- 

diogton,  1196 
Solent  Navigation,  Gomm.  2015 
Snpply— Board  of  Trade,  83 

Relief  of  Distressed  British  Seamen  Abroad, 
1167 
United  States — Ck>n8alar  Conyention,  1197 

Ashmiad-Babtlbtt,  Mr.  E.,  Ey$ 

Afrioa  (Sooth)— The  Transvaal— Murder  of 
Captain  Elliot  and  Mr.  Malcolm,  126 

Parliament  —  Pablic  Business,  Ministerial 
Statement,  373,  378 

Rassia  in  Central  Asia,  410,  431,  434 

Aiia  (  C&ntral) — RuMian  Advaness 

Observations,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  Repljr, 
The  Marquess  of  Ilartington  ;  short  debate 
thereon  Aug  1, 410  ;  (Questions,  Mr.  E.  Stan- 
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Plague  in  Russia,  30 
India — Afghanistan^Defeat   of  ^the  .  Ameer's 
Forces,  130 
Military  Operations,  371 
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Widows    of  Non  -  Commissioned    OfBeen, 

1534 
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Consid.  cl.  2,  692 

Brodriok,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  F.,  Surrey,  W. 
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Navy  (Sobriety),  Res.  1821,  1835   ' 
Supply — Woods,  Forests,  Ac.  653 


Cairns,  Earl 

Conveyancing  and  Law  of  Property,  Commons 
Amendts.  Consid.  1611 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  535,  551 ;  Comm. 
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Post  Office — Postmasters — Distribution  of  War 
Office  Circular,  28 
Telegraph  Department— Telegraph  to  Shet- 
land, 838 
Russia  in  Central  Asia,  435 
Savings  Banks  and  Post  Office  Savings  Banks, 
and  Securities  in  Chancery  Division,  Comm. 
450 

Supply — Board  of  Supervision  for  Relief  of  the 
Poor,  Ac.  Scotland,  750,  751 

Board  of  Trade,  89,  92 

Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum,  1089 

Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice,  Ac.  1058,  1063,  1064 

Civil  Service  Commission,  218 

Colonial  Local  Revenue,  Ac.  1165,  1166 

Colonial  Office,  76,  80 

Commisdioners  in  Lunacy  in  England,  226 

Courts  of  Law  and  Justice,  Scotland,  dw. 
1099 

Criminal  Prosecutions,  1052,  1053,  1054 

Diplomatic  Services,  1143 

Exchequer  and  Audit  Department,  221 

Fishery  Board  in  Scotland,  Ac.  744,  745, 
747 

Indosure  and  Drainage  Acts — Imprest 
Expenses,  219 

Law  Charges,  1046,  1047 

Local  Government  Board,  Ac.  222 

Lord  Privy  Seal,  81 

Hint,  Including  Coinage,  613,  614,  615 

Miscellaneous,  Charitable,  and  other  Allow- 
ances, Great  BriUin,  1168 

Miscellaneous  Expenses,  1168,  1169 

Mixed  Commissions  Established  under  the 
Treaties  with  Foreign  Powers,  1162 

National  Debt  Office,  617 

Patent  Office,  628 

Police  in  Counties  and  Boroughs  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  and  with  Police  in  Scot- 
land, 1072 

Public  Prosecutor's  Office,  1047 

Public  Works  Loan  Commission,  632 

Queen's  and  Lord  Treasurer's  Remem- 
brancer in  Exchequer,  Scotland,  Ac.  736, 
737.  738,  741 

Record  Office,  634,  636 

Register  House  Departments,  Edinburgh, 

Report,  1344 

Science  and  Art  Department,  Ac.   1333, 

1336 
Secret  Services,  661,  678 
Stationery  and   Printing,   638,  639,   640, 

641,  648,  644 
5oef  Cnnul  (British  Directors),  \U4 


\ 


Oatbrdish,  Lord  F.  C. — ami. 

W/K>ds,  Forests,  Ac.  650,  654,  656 
Wreck  Commission,  1068 

Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  (Sta- 
tutes), 2R.  2011 

Ways  and  Means — Inland  Revenue — Coleloagh 
Stamp  Frauds,  1525,  1923 
Officers  of  the  Excise  Branch,  1384 

Oeoil,  Lord  E.  H.  B.  G. ,  JEuex,   W. 

Army — Mounted  Inbntry,  Res.  859 
Army    Estimates  —  Clothing  Establishmenti, 
Services,  and  Supplies,  910 
Comoussariat,   Transport,   and    Ordnaiiee 

Stores — Wages,  Ac.  906 
MllitU  and  Militia  Reserre,  889,  893 
Warlike  and  other  Stores,  910 

Central  Griminal  Court  (Prisons)  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Earl  of  Dalhoune) 

/.  Read  2>  •  Aug  9  (No.  162) 

Committee  *  ;  Eteport  Atig  II 

RetAS^^  Aug  12 
0.  Read  l^  •  Aug  13  [BiU  351] 

Ceylon — JSeelssiodtieal  Suhndist 

Question,  Observations,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alder- 
ley,  The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury ;  Reply, 
The  Earl  of  Kimberley  Aug  15,  1881 

OHAMBEaLAiK,  Hiffht    Hon.   J.   (Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade),  Bit- 
mingham 
Charters  of  the   City  of   WaterforJ — Ri?er 

Suir,  1532 
France — New  French  General  Tariff,  1537 
French    Commercial   Treaty,  Motion   for  an 

Address.  1782,  1789,  1801,  1806 
Irish    Lights    Commissioners — Tory     Island 

Lighthouse,  1918 
Mercantile    Marine — Lightships    and    Light- 
houses— Telegraphic  Communication,  556 
Merchant  Shipping  (Experiments  on   Steel), 

840 
Passenger  Acts — Emigrant  Ships,  1381,  1874 
Patent  Museum — Gilts  of  Models  of  Inven- 

tions,  1531 
Railways — Blackburn  Railway  Accident,  1387 

Continuous  Brakes,  1533 
River  Thames — Life  Preserving  Apparatus  on 

Passenger  Steamers,  1522 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  85,  87,  90,  95,  96, 
98,  100,  101 
Patent  Office,  622,  628 
Weights  and  Measures  Act — Deoimal  System, 
360 

Ohambers,  Sir  T.,  Marykhone 

Parks  (Metropolis)— Proposed  Park  for  Pad- 
dington,  1196 

Ohanoellob,  The  Lord  (Lord  Sblborvb) 

Ecclesiastical  Courts  Regulation,  2R.  1361  ; 
Comm.  el,  4,  Amendt.  1606,  1507 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  514;  Comm.  d,  1, 
767;  Amendt.  768,  771,  775,  779,  783,  785, 
1^  \  d.  ^,  1^^,  1^8,  799  ;  H.  7,  805,  808, 


OHA       OHI 


(SESSION    1881 ) 


OHI       OHtJ 


CamoBLLOB,  The  LoKD—e&rU, 

947,  948;  el,  19,  974,  975;  el,  84,  983; 
el,  41,  984;  d,  44,  ib.  985;  eL  53,  986; 
el.  57,  988;  Report.  1171;  cL  21,  1176; 
6^.31,  1179;  Commons  Amendts.  to  Lordi 
Amendts.  Coosid.  1649, 1658, 1667  ;  Amendt. 
1668,  1675,  1680,  1681,  1687, 1696,  1699 


Ohanoellob   of   the   Exohequeb — See 
Gladstone,  Right  Hon.  W.  E. 

Channel  Islands — The  Island  of  Ou&t'nsey 
and  the  Burial  Act 
Qnestion,  Mr.  Richard  ;  Answer,  Sir  WillUm 
Uarooart  Aug  1,  864 

Chaplik,  Mr.  H.,  Lincolnshire,  Mid, 
French   Commercial   Treaty,  Motion  for   an 

Address,  805,  806,  809 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendtt.  Oonsid. 

1493, 1571 

Charitable  Trusts — Burkstone-le-  Willows 
Charities 
Question,  Mr.  Bart;    Answer,  Mr.  Mondella 
Aug  15, 1913 

Childbes,  Right  Hon.  H.  0.  E.  (Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War),  Pontefraet 
ktm^ — ^Miscellaneous  Questions 

Army     Medical    Department  —  Hospital 

Quartermaslers,  27 
Army    Pay    Department  —  Retired    Pay, 

1930 
Army    Promotion  —  Combatant    OflBoers, 

1717 
Army  Recruiting — 5drd  Regiment,  378 
Army    Regulation    Act,    1871  —  Parchate 

OfBcers,  557 
Barrack  Sergeants,  825 
Chelsea  Uospital^Burials,  1913 
Heavy   Rifled    Ordnance  —  Case   of   Mr. 

Lynall  Thomas,  359,  1380 
Long  Service  Soldiers,  860 
Ordnance  Committee,  119 
Pensioners  of  the  Royal  Marines,  1196 
Promotion  by  Selection,  837 
Recruiting — Irish  Soldiers,  1027 
Royal  Marines— Affray  at  Bantry,  1727 
Veterinary  Department^Promotioo,   1918 
Widows    of    Non- Commissioned    Officers, 

1534 
Army  —  Auxiliary     Forces  —  Misoellantout 

Questions 
Antrim  Artillery  Militia,  861,  862 
Militia  AdjutanU,  559 
Militia  Uniforms,  1197 
Reports,  29 
Army  Organization — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Compulsory  Retirement  of  Army  Offloers,  16 
Quartermasters,  1536 
Regimental  Colours^  121 
Retiring  Officers,  1717 
Royal  Warrant,  The  New— Articles    106, 

107.,   367  ;  —  Majors,  556  ;  —  Purchase 

Captains,  559,  822 ;— Retirement,  993  ; 

-^Hieotioa  00,  82i 

[joont. 


\ 


Childbrs,  Right  Hon.  H.  C.  E. — eont. 

Sergeant  Majors  of  Militia,  21 
79th  Regiment,  366 
28th  Regiment,  1531 

Army — Mounted  Iniantry,  Res.  857 

Army  Estimates — Administration  of   Military 

Uw,  878,  879,  880 
Army  Reserve,  903 

Chelsea,  Ac.  Hospitals,  1041,  1049,  1043 
Clothing     Establishments,    Services^   and 

Supplies,  910 
Commissariat,    Transport,    and    Ordnance 

Store— Wages,  Ac.  908,  904,  907,  909 
Divine  Service,  877 
Medical  Establishments  and  Services,  880, 

881 
MiliUry    Education,    1029,    1080,    1081, 

1038,  1035,  1086 
Militia  and  Militia  Reserve,  886,  892,  898, 

895 
Militia,  Yeomanry  Cavalry^  and  Volunteer 

Corps,  1043,  1044 
Miscellaneous    Effective    Services,    1086, 

1087 
Retired  Pay,  1039,  1040 
Rewards,  &o.  1087 
Supplementary  Estimate,   Provisions,   Ao, 

1045 
Volunteer    Corps    Pay    and   AUowanoei, 

899,  901,  902 
Warlike  and  other  Stores,  911,  912 
Widows'  Pensions,  1040 
Works,  Buildings,  dw.  at  Home  and  Abroad, 

1028, 1029 

Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act,    1881 — George   Patterson,  a   Prisoner 
under  the  AoL  838 
Ireland,  State  of— Miscellaneous  Questions 
Army— 28th  Regiment  at  Birr,  1521 
Conduct  of  Soldiers,  1909 
Disturbance  at  New  Ross,  898,  832,  888, 
835 

Parliament  ^  Public    Business,    Ministerial 

SUtement,  385 
Patriotic  Fund— Mr.  Hamilton,  1981 
Patriotic  Fund,  2R.  1348 

Regulation  of  the  Forces,  Comm.  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  435,  440  ;  «/.  6,  Amendt.  ib. ; 
el,  14,  Amendt.  ib, ;  el.  20,  442  ;  el  28,  445  ; 
el.  35,  446 ;  el.  37,  447  ;  el,  43,  448  ;  cl.  48, 
t6.  449  ;  el,  51,  Amendt.  ib, ;  Consid.  1100, 
1342,  1817 

Supply — Civil  Service  Commission,  218 
Misoellaneous  Expenses,  1169 


China^The  Opium  Traffic 
Question,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson ;  Answer,  The 
Marquess  of  Hartingtou  Aug  2,  557  >  Qoes* 
tion,  Mr.  A.  Pease;   Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  Aug  12,  1711 


Ohtjbohill,  Lord  B.,  Woodstock 

Education   Department — Revised  Code,  1881, 

1725 
India — Afghanistan^Defeat  of  the    AmMstf^ 

Foreeft,12S,U^ 
lre\aii4— ^u4ow«^  ^>ak!(»<A%  >  ^1 


OHU 


OOM 


Cburohill,  Lord  R. — eont. 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  3 R.  138  ;  Lords  Amendts. 
Gonsid.  1439,  1543,  1559,  1580;  Lords 
Reasons  and  Amendts.  Consid.  1954 

Parliament — Public  Business,  1728  ;  Minis- 
terial Statement,  384 


(INDEX)  OOM  OOB 

364. 

Commons  Begiilation  Provisional  Order 
(Shenfleld)  BiU 

/.  Royal  Aisent  Aug  U  [44  A  45  Viet,  c.  olxi] 


Church  Patronage  (No.  2)  Bill 

fMr,  Stanhope,  Mr.  Stuart- WortUyf  Mr,  John 
Talbot,  Mr,  Albert  Qrey,  Mr,  Stanley 
Leiyhton) 

e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  Aug  9  [Bill  175] 

Churchwardens  (Admission)  Bill 

{Mr,  Monk,  Sir  Gabriel  Goldney) 
e,  BiU  withdrawn  Aug  \\,  1520  [BUI  47] 

Glabkb,  Mr.  E.  G.,  Plymouth 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 

1425,  1484 
Navy— U.M.S.  '<  AUIanU,"  1858 
Navjr  (Sobriety),  Res.  1835 

Oloncitbry,  Lord 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl,  14,  Amendt. 
947;  cl,  19,  964  ;  el,  53,  Amendt.  985,  986 

OoLEBROOKE,  Sir  T.  E.,  Lanarkihire,  N. 
Parliament  —  Public    Business,    Ministerial 
Statement,  381 

OoLLlNQS,  Ml,  J,,  Ipswich 
Art  and  Industrial  Museums,  Res.  1236,  1256 

Collins,  Mr.  E.,  KinsaU 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  3R.  191 
Supply — Fishery  Board  in  Scotland,  748 
Patent  Office,  626 

OoLLiNS,  Mr.  T.,  Knaresharough 
Corrupt    Practices    at     Elections — Reported 

Magistrates,  360 
Knaresborough  Commission,  Res.  560 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 

1449 
Parliament  —  Public     Business,    Ministerial 

SUtement,  382 
Parliamentary  Elections — Suspension  of  Cor- 
rupt Boroughs,  560 
Supply — Local  Government  Board,  577 

CoLTHTJEST,  Col.  D.  La  Zouche,  Cork  Co. 

Army — Long  Seryice  Soldiers,  860 
Ireland— Poor  Law— Out-door  Relief,  826 

Union  Rating,  826 
Irish  Fisheries,  Res.  197 
Land    Law    (Ireland),    Lords     Reasons    and 
Amendts.  Consid.  1967 

CoMMiNS,  Dr.  A.,  Roscommon 

Land     Law    (Ireland),    Lords     Reasons    and 
Amendts.  Consid.  Amendt.  1967,  \^7d,  \^SV 


Consolidated  Fund  (No.  4)  Bill 

{Mr.  Playfair^  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exehequer^ 

Lord  Frederick  Cavendieh) 

c.  Considered  in  Committee  Aug  8 

Resolution  reported,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  or- 
dered ;  read  P  *  Aug  9 
Read  2^^  Aug  11 
Committee* ;  Report  Aug  12 
Read3«*  ^ti^  15 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animah)  Acts 
Cattle  Plague  in  Russia,  Question,  Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  July  88, 
30 
The  Siberian  Plague,  Question,  Mr.  Birkbeck ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  Aug  4,  850 

Conveyancing    and   Law    of   Property 

Bill  [H.I.]  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler) 

e.  Report  of  Select  Committee  *  Aug  1  [No.  96] 
Committee;  Report  Ju^  5,  1106    [Bill  281] 
Read  3«  •  Aug  8 
I,  Commons  Amendts.  considered  and,  after  short 
debate,  agreed  to  Aug  12,  1641 

Coolies  (Indian)  at  La  Reunion 
Question,  Mr.  Errington  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  DUke  Aug  4,  847 

Corbet,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Wicklow  Co. 

Confiscated  Estates  (Ireland),  1928 

Coroners  (Ireland)  Bill 

( Vieeount  Lifford) 

I.  Read  3*  •  July  28  (No.  134) 

e.  Lords  Amendt.  considered  Aug  1,  451 

Moved,  "To  disagree  with  the  Lords  in  the 
said  Amendt."  {Mr.  Healy) ;   Motion  agreed 
to 
Committee  appointed,  "  to  draw  up   Reasons 
to  be  assigned  to  The  Lords  for  disagreeing 
to  the  Amendt.  made  by  The  Lords  to  the 
Coroners  Bill ; "  List  of  the  Committee,  451 
Reason  for  disagreement  to  The  I^rds  Amendt. 
reported,  and  agreed  to  ;  to  be  communicated 
to  The  Lords 
/.  Royal  Assent  Aug  11    [44  4  45  Viet.  o.  Z5^ 

Corrupt  Practices  (Suspension  of  Elec- 

tions)  Bill  {Mr.  Attorney 

General,  Secretary  Sir    William  Hareourt, 
Mr.  Solicitor  General) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«>  •  Aug  2  [Bill  238] 

Read  2?  Aug  4,  915 

Committee  ;  Report ;  read  3<»  Aug  5,  1101 
I.  Read  !••  {The  Earl  of  Dalhousie)  AugS 

Read  2*  Aua  9,  1374  (No.  208) 


\ 


Committee  * ;  Report  Aug  1 1 


OOT       COW 


(SESSION    1881 ) 

264. 


oow      ous 


Cottiers  and  Cottars  (Dwellings)  Bill 

{The  Lord  Wavtne^) 

I  Moved.  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'*' 
July  28,  2 
Amendt.  to  leare  oat  ("  now) "  and  add  ("  thii 
day  three  months  ")  ( Th$  Duke  of  Argyll) ; 
after  short  debate,  Amendt.  and  original 
motion  and  Bill  withdrawn         (No.  174) 

OouBTNEY,  Mr.  L.  H.  (Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department), 
lAikeard 
Africa  (South) — Misoellaneoos  Qnettions 
Cape  Government — Petition  of  Right,  1917 
Transvaal  Convention — Pass  Laws,  1526 
Transvaal— Murder  of  Dr.  Barber,  1925, 
1926 

British  Honduras  (Court  of  Appeal),  2R.  916 
India— ^traiU  Settlements— The  Malay  Chiefs, 

1387 
Malta— Petition  for  Reforms,  1203 
Pedlars  (Certificates),  2R.  917  ;  Comm.  1818 
Petroleum  (Hawking),  Comm.  el.  2,  227,  228, 

229,  230,  231,  232,  234,  235,  682  ;   d.  8, 

Amendt.  683,  688 

Supply— Central  Office  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  Judicature,  Am,  1067 

Local  Revenue,  dM).  1165 

Police  Courts  —  London  and  Sheerness, 
1071 

Police  in  Counties  and  Boroughs  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  with  Police  in  Scotland, 
1078 

Public  Prosecutor's  Office,  1051 

West  Indian  Islands — The  Bahamas — Finance, 
1529 

West  Indies — Demerara — Defalcations  in  the 
Administrator    General's    Department, 
1542 
Jamaica,  1542 

Wild  Birds  Protection  Act  (1880)  Amendment, 
2R.  102  ;  Comm.  d,  \,  450  ;  Consid.  add,  cl, 
690  ;  el.  2,  692 

CouBTOWN,  Earl  of 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Report,  1170  ;  Amendt. 
1171 ;  Commons  Amendts.  to  Lords  Amendts. 
Consid.  1699 


CowEN,  Mr.  J.,  NewcastU'On-Tyne 
Corrupt    Practices    at    Elections — Reported 

Magistrates,  361 
Criminal  Law— Case  of  Edmund  Galley,  1014 
Education    Department— Revised  Code — ^De- 
partmental Statement,  1210 
India — Afghanistan — Defeat  of   the    Ameer's 

Forces,  67 
Ireland,  Stoteof— The  Magistracy— Mr.  Clifford 

Lloyd,  R.M.  Res.  1124 
Land    Law    (Ireland)— Release    of   Prisoners 

under  the  Protection  of  Person  and  Property 

(Ireland)  Act,  1881,  842 
Land  Uw  (Ireland),  3R.  181, 184 
Parliament  —  Public    Business,    Ministerial 

Sutement,  375 
Parliament — Frivilcgo— Mr.   Bradlaugh,   tics. 

704 


Cowiir,  Mr.  J. — e<Mt, 

Supply — Commissioners  in  Lunacy  in  England, 
612 
Consular  Establishments  Abroad,  Ac.  1155 
Record  Office,  632,  636 
Stationery  and  Printing,  638,  642 

Craig,  Mr.  W.  Y.,  8taffordih$re,  iV. 

Supply— Patent  Office,  626 

Cbichton,  Viscount,  Fermanagh 
Law  and  Police  (Ireland)— Mr.  Hone,  1920 

CrifM  {England  and  Wales) — Beium  of 
Assaulti  with  Vtolenee 
Question,  Mr.  Macfarlane ;  Answer,  Sir  Wil- 
liam Haroourt  Aug  15,  1914 

Criminal  Law 

Ca»e  of  Edmund  Ocdley,  Observations,  Sir 
Eardley  Wilmot;  Reply,  Sir  William  Uar- 
court  ;  short  debate  thereon  Aug  5,  1005 ; 
—  Compentationf  Question,  Sir  Eardley 
Wilmot ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Haroouii 
Aug  16, 1924 

Crofpeb,  Mr.  J.,  Kendal 
Africa  (South) — Transvaal  Convention — Pass 

Laws,  1520 
Supply — Mixed  Commissions  Established  under 

the  Treaties  with  Foreign  Powers,  Ao.  1162 

Cross,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  B.  A.,  Lanea^ 
shire  f  8,  W. 
Historical  Manuscripts  Commission,  864 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 

1440,  1472,  1485,  1550 
Law  and  Justice — Summary  Jurisdiction  Act, 

1879— Fines  and  Costs,  119 
National  Debt,  3R.  1818 
Parliament  —  Public    Business  —  Ministerial 

Sutement,  382,  884 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  83 
Record  Office,  633 
Secret  Services,  670 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature,  2R.  1818 

Cross,  Mr.  J.  K.,  Bolton 

French  Commercial  Treaty,  Motion  for  an 
Address,  1756,  1809 

Customs — Coffee  and  Chicory 
Question,   Mr.    Barran ;   Answer,  Lord  Fred- 
erick Cavendish  Aug  11,  1532 

Customs  Department 
Officers  at  Outporta,  Question,  The  Earl  of 
Mount  Edgcumbe;  Answer,  Lord  Thurlow 
Aug  12, 1706 


[eofil. 


I 


dutoniB  (Officers)  Bill 

{The  Lord  Thurlow) 

L  Read  2>  •  July  28 
Committee*;  Report /ul\|  ^^ 
Read  8^*  Aug  \  ^^^ 

Hoia\  Kw«ii\  Aug  \\  \^V*b  KT>  V\-**^-^'^\ 


(No.  168) 
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(INDEX) 
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Diti 


Dalhottsie,  Earl  of 

Cormpt  Practices  (Suspeniion  of  Elections), 

2R.  1874 
Ministers  Stipends,  dw.  (Scotland),  Address  for 

a  Return,  106 
Water  Supply  (Metropolis),  111 

Dalrymple,  Mr.  C,  Buteshire 

High  Court  of  Justice  (Scotland)— Court  of 

Session,  868 
India — Protestant   Missionaries   in    Calcutta, 

857 
Parliament  —  Public    Business  —  Ministerial 

Statement,  S19 


Daly,  Mr.  J.,  Cork 

Ireland— Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act,  1881~Michael  Donovan,  a  Prisoner 
under  the  Act,  28 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 
1561 ;  Amendt.  1601,  1602, 1610 

Dawnay,  Col.  Hon.  L.  P.,  Thirsk 

Army    Estimates — Commissariat,    Transport, 

and  Ordnance  Store — Wages,  Ao.  904 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  8a.  149 

Dawson,  Mr.  C,  Carhto 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Consid.  el,  47,  49  ;  cl.  49, 
6Z ;    Lords  Amendts.  Consid.   1410,   1413, 
1421,1557,1575,  1608,  1605,  1616,  1629; 
Lords  Reasons  and  Amendts.  Consid.  1958 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

National  Education— Departmental  State- 
ment, 1921 
Post  OflSce— Wages  of  Letter  Carriers,  1910 
Royal  University  of  Ireland  —  University 
Work,  1465, 1466,  1588 
Royal  University  of  Ireland,  2R.  2000 

De  La  Wabr,  Earl 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Money),  2R. 
Amendt.  1308 ;  Comm.  el,  14,  Amendt. 
1508,  1510, 1511 

Denman,  Lord 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  555  ;  Comm.  Amendt. 
765;  cl,  18,  958;  8R.  1198;  Commons 
Amendts.  to  Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  1704 


Derby,  Earl  of 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  1,  767,  787 ; 
d,  4,  795 ;  el.  7,  806,  808,  984 


Db  Worms,  Baron  H.,  Greenwich 

"Princess  Alice"  Catastrophe— Burial  Ex- 
penses of  Sufferers,  1522 

River  Thames — Life-Preserving  Apparatus  on 
Passenger  Steamers,  1522 

Russia,  Foreign  Jews  in — Expulsion  of  Mr.  L. 
Lewisohn,  a  Naturalised  British  Suhiect.839, 
1927,  1928 

SmUl  Fox  (Metropolis)— Hospital  Shivt  on 
the  Rirer  Thames,  1202, 1203 


DiLKE,  Sir  0.  W.  (Under  Seeretaiy  of 
State  for  Foreign  Aflfairs),  CheUea^ 

Sfe, 

Africa  (South)— The  Transvaal— Marder  of 
Captain  Elliot  and  Mr.  Malcolm,  126,  197 

Asia  (Central)  —  Russian  Adfanoos,  1878, 
1879, 1718 

British  Commercial  Treaty  Engagemontfl,  867 

Bulgaria— Arrest  of  M.  Zankoff,  821 

China— Opium  Trade,  1712 

Commercial  Treaty  with  France  (Negotiafcioiii)^ 
124,  125 

Coolies  (Indian)  at  La  Reunion,  848 

Egypt — BAisoellaneous  Questions 
Affairs  of.  371,  872 
Military  Force,  1919 
The  Judicial  System.  863 

Foreign  Legislative  Assemblies  (Oaths  and 
Procedure),  1714 

France    and   Tunis — Military    Opeirationi— 
Bombardment  of  Sfax,  1000 
Political  Affairs,  1926 

French    Commercial    Treaty,  Motion  for  an 

Address,  1741,  1748 
Japan — Treaty  Revision,  845 
Mercantile  Marine—"  City  of  Mecoa,"  1524 
Peru — Reported   Robbery    of  Jewellery  and 

Money  from  the  British  Vice  ConsoUta  at 

Lima,  1917 
Russia,  Foreign  Jews  in — Eipnision  of  Mr.  L. 

Iicwisohn,    a  Naturalised   British  Sobjeot, 

889,  1928 
Spain— The  Zamora  Water  Works,  1195 

Supply  —  Consular    Establishments    Abroad, 
Ac.  1152,1159,1161 
Diplomatic    Services,    1148,   1144,    1145, 
1146 

Trade  and  Commerce — Spanish  Custom  House, 

17 
Trinidad— Outbreak  of  Malarial  Ferer,  847 
Tripoli— Consular  Jurisdiction,  1878 
Tunis— The  Enflda  Case,  846 
Turkey  (Finance,  ^.) — Turkish  Bondholders, 

82 
United   States  of  America — Reports  of  the 

Department  of  Agriculture,  825 

DiLKE,  Mr.  A.  W.,  Netioeastle-on-Tffne 

Parliament— Priyilege^Mr.   Bradlaugh,  Res. 
698,  718 


DiLLWTN,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swansea 

Land    Law    (Ireland),    Lords    Reasons    and 

Amendts.  Consid.  1988 
Lunacy  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  Bill  with- 
drawn, 102 
Merchant   Shipping  (Experiments  on  Steel), 

840 
Petroleum  (Hawking),  Comm.  el  2,  Amendt. 

226,  228,  229 ;  el,  3,.687 
Royal  Parks,  ^.—Windsor  Park,  Res.  69 
Supply — Local  Government  Board,  575 
Lord  Privy  Seal,  80,  88 
Patent  Office,  625 
Secret  Serrices,  661 
Wild  Birds  Protection  Act  (1880)  Amendmeot^ 
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DoDBOVy  Eight  Hon.  J.  O.  (Fresident 
of  the  Local  Gbyemment  Board), 
Searhortmgh 

Highway  Rates — Assessment  and  Power  of 
Compounding,  1710 

Law  and  Police  —  Deaths  from  Drowning, 
1206 

Metropolit&n  Vestry  Accounts — The  Padding- 
ton  Vestry,  1199 

Public  Health — Local  Government  Board,  407 

Small-Poz  (Metropolis),  1384;  —  HospiUl 
Ships  on  the  Riyer  Thames,  1202,  1203 

Supply — Local  Government  Board,  577,  579, 
584,  604,  605 

Vaccination — French  Soldiers  in  Africa,  1385 

Vaccination  Act,  1867— Awards  to  Public 
Vaccinators,  991 

Water  Supply  (Metropolis) — Grand  Junction 
Water  Company,  1201 

Donaldson-Hudson,  Mr.  0.,  N&wcaBtU- 
under-Lyne 
Supply — Charity  Commission  for  England  and 
Wales,  212 

DONOITGHMOHE,  Earl  of 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl.6,  Amendt.  800 ; 
cl,  16,  954 :  Commons  Amendts.  to  Lords 
Amendts.  Consid.  Amendt.  1671,  1674 

Douglas,  Mr.  A.  Aksbs-,  Kent,  E. 

Mercantile  Marine  —  Lightships  and  Light- 
houses — Telegraphic  Communication,  555 

Bramag^e  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  Bill 

{Mr,  John  Holma,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendieh) 

*.  Report* -4ci^  5  [Bill  220] 

Read8«*iltt^6 
I.  Read  !••  {Lord  Thurlow)  Aug  8  (No.  209) 
Moved,  **  That  the  Order  of  the  1st  day  of 
April  last,  which  limits  the  time  for  the 
Second  Reading  of  any  Bill  brought  from 
the  House  of  Commons  confirming  any  Pro- 
visional Order  be  dispensed  with  with  respect 
to  the  said  Bill"  Aug  15.  1878  ;  after  short 
debate,  on  question  ?  Cont.  29,  Not-Cont. 
81  ;  M.  2  ;  resolved  in  the  negative 

Div.  List,  Cont.  and  Not-Cont.  1880 

DuoKHAM,  Mr.  T.,  Herefordshire 
Supply — Board  of  Trade,  95 

Local  Government  Board,  Ac.  579;  Amendt. 
581,  584,  585 

Duff,  Mr.  R.  W.,  Banffshire 

Navy— H.M.S.  '*  AUlanta,"  1838 

DuNKAVEN,  Earl  of 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  320  ;  Comm.  cl,  1, 
768,  777,  791  ;  cl.  7,  935  ;  cl.  12,  946  ;  cl  18, 
Amendt.  955  ;  el  19,  964,  972 ;  Commons 
Amendts.  to  Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  1656 

DuNSANY,  Lord 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d,  1,  Amendt. 
767/  el.  i,  Amendt.  m,  790;  el  19, 976 


\ 


Eabp,  Mr.  T.,  Newark 
Post  Oflloe— Weather  Forecasts,  1879 

East  Indian  Bailway  (Bedemption  of 

Annuities)  Bill  {The  Marquess  of 

HartingUm,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee  Aug  5,  1107 

Resolution    reported,    and    agreed    to  ;   Bill 

ordered  ;  read  l^  •  Aug  8  [Bill  244] 

Read2«*^t<^ll 
Committee*  ;  Report  Aug  12 
Read3''*ilii^l5 

Ecclesiastical  Courts  B^olation   Bill 

[h.l.] — Aftenoards 

Discharge   of  Gontnmacions  Prisoners 

Bill  ( The  Earl  Beauchamp) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  1>*  Aug  4  (No.  201) 

Read  2*,  after  debate  Aug  9,  1846 
Committee,  after  short  debate  Aug  11,  1501 
Report ;  read  3*,  after  short  debate  A%tg  12, 
1640  (No.  198) 

0.  Read  1*"  •  Aug  12  [BiU  250] 

EoROTD,  Mr.  W.  F.,  Preston 

Art  and  Industrial  Museums,  Res.  1248,  1249 
French  Commercial  Treaty,  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress, 1779,  1800,  1801 

Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr,  MundeUa,  Mr,  Grant  Ihif,  Mr.  Solicitor 

General  for  Scotland) 

e.  Question,  Mr.  Bolton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
July  28.  32 
Bill  withdrawn  •  Aug  1  [BiU  65] 

Education  Department 

MlSOILLANBOnS  QulSTZOlfS 

Teachers*  Pensions,  Question,  Mr.  Borlase; 
Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  July  28,  26 

Elementary  Schools — Gtanls  for  Drawing, 
Question,  Mr.  6.  Palmer;  Answer,  1/vt, 
Mundella  iiif^  4,  851 

"Examiners"  Question,  Sir  David  Wedder- 
burn  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  Aug  12,  1721 

Highworlh  Scliool  Boards  Question,  Mr.  Long; 
Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  Aug  11,  1536 

Intermediate  and  higher  Education  {  Wales) — 
Report  of  the  Commission,  Question,  Mr. 
Rathbone;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  Aug  6, 
992 

Technical  Education — Tlie  Report,  Question, 
Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella 
Aug  8,  1197 

Technical  Instruction,  Question,  Mr.  Lewis 
Fry  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  Atig  11, 1533 

The  Revised  Code — Departmental  Statement 
of  the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education,  Aug  8,  1210  i—De^ 
partmental  Statement  of  the  Lord  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education, 
Observations,  Lord  Norton  Aug  11,  1511; 
Questions,  Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot,  Lord  Randolph 
Churchill ;  Answers,  Mr.  Mundella  Aug  12, 
1724 

The  New  Code,  Question,  Mr.  Briggs ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Mundella  Au^  5,  997 ; — ExteMMrK 
of  the  New  Cadt  to  SqoIIoM,  ^>a«^>:\^^,^^'«  * 
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Edwabds,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Salisbury 

Indastrial  Schools  Act  —  Case  of  Rebecca 
Atkins,  1S82 

EaEBTOK,  Admiral  Hon.F.,  D^r^^Atr^,  E, 
Navy— H.M.S.  "  AUlanU/'  1849 

Egypt,  Affairs  of 
Questions,  The  Earl  of  Bective  ;  Answers,  Sir 

Charles  W.  Dilke  Aug  I,  S71 
The  Judicial  System,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Bourke  ; 

Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Aug  1,  363 
The  MUitary  Foree,  Question,  Mr.  M'Coan  ; 

Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Aug  15,  1919 

Eloho,  Lord,  Haddingtonshire 

India — Afghanistan — Defeat  of  the  Ameer's 
Forces,  180 

Land  I^w  (Ireland),  3R.  169,  184;  Lords 
Amendts.  Consid.  1422,  1574,  1575  ;  Urds 
Reasons  and  Amendts.  Consid.  1976 

Elementary  Education  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (London)  Bill  [h.l.] 

e.  Report  •  Aug  5  [Bill  215] 

Readd«'*ulu^6 
{.  Royal  Assent  Aug  11   [44  d(  45  Viet,  c.  clx?ii] 

Ellenborough,  Lord 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  3R.  1192 

Emly,  Lord 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  18,  957  ;  el,  19, 
966;  d.  23,  Amendt.  978;  Report,  el,  31, 
1177;  cl,  56,  1180;  Commons  Amendts.  to 
Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  Amendt.  1702 

Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment Bill  {^T,  Maedonald,  Mr. 
Broadhurst,  Mr,  Burt,  Mr.  Peddie,  Mr, 
0*  Connor  Power) 

e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  Aug  10  [Bill  71] 

Endowed  Schools  Act — The  Hulme  Trust 
Question,   Mr.  Arthur  Arnold  ;  Answer,   Mr. 
Mundella  July  28,  28 

Endowed  Schools  Commissioners — ChrisVs 

Hospital — The  Scheme 
Questions,  Mr.  Bryce,   Mr.  Caine  ;    Answers, 
Mr.  Mundella  Aug  4,  836 

Entailed  Estates  Conversion  (Scotland) 

Bill  {The  Lord  Advocate,  Secretary 

Sir  William  Hareourt) 
c  Bill  withdrawn  •  Aug  1  [Bill  203] 

Erne  Lough  and  River  {re-commiued)  Bill 

(The  Earl  of  Dalhousie) 

I,  Report  ot  Select  Comm.  *  Aug  8 

Committee  *  Aug  1 1  (No.  206) 

'    Report  •  Aug  12 
JteaJ  3*^Afig  15 


Errxngton,  Mr.  G-.,  Longford  Co. 

Coolies  (Indian)  at  La  R6onion,  847 

Poor    l4iw  (Ireland)  —  Workhouse    National 

Schools,  1535 
Science  and   Art  Department,  South  Kensing- 
ton, Ac. — Case  of  Mr.  Goffln,  Head  Master, 
1287 
West  Indies — Demerara — Defitloations  in  the 
Administrator  -  General's     Department, 
1541 
Jamaica,  1542 

EwART,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast 

Ireland,  State  of— Detention  of  the  Schooner 
'« WaFC  "  in  Ck>rk  Harhoar,  1523 

Exemption  from  Distress  Bill 

(Sir  Henry  Holland,  Mr,  Modufett,  Mr,  Joseph 

Feate,  Mr,  Cropper) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  Aug  4,  922  [BiU  116] 

Expiring  Laws  Continuance  Bill 

(Lord  Frederick  Cavendish,  Mr,  Attorney  General) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  X'*^  AugS  [Bill  245] 

Read2«*i4u^  11 

Explosives  Act — Regulation  as  to  Miners 
making  Cartridges  in  their  Homes 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Maodonald  ;  Answer,  Sir  Wil- 
liam Hareourt  Aug  12,  1715 

Fawobtt,  Eight  Hon.  H.  (Postmaster 

General),  Hackney 
Parliament — Public  Business,  1726 
Post  OflBco— Miscellaneous  Questions 
Metropolitan  Letter- Carriers,  822 
Pillar  Boxes,  366 

Telejrraph   Department — Greenwich   Time, 
1531  ;— Telegraph  Clerks,  1200  ;— Wea- 
ther Forecasts,  1379,  1530 
Post  OflBce  (Ireland) — Miscellaneous  Questions 
1911 

Newry  Post  OflSoe— Clerks'  Christmas  Gra- 
tuities. 1521 
Salaries  of  Irish  Sub-Postmasters,  1923 
Wages  of  Letter-Carriers,  1910 

Feilden,  Major-General  R.  J.,  Lanc^ 

shire,  N. 

Army  Estimates — Warlike  and  other  Stores, 
911 

Army  Organiiation — New  Royal  Warrant- 
Articles  106, 107.,  366 

FiNDLATER,  Mr.  W.,  Monaghan 
Army  Estimates — Medical  Establishments  and 

Services,  880 
Supply — Courts  of  Law  and  Justice  in  Scot- 
land, &c.  Amendt.  1096 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  dec.  760 
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FiNiGAN,  yir,  J.  L.,  Ennis 
Ireland — Law  and  Police — Poisoned  Eggs,  558 
VUo^tX  \tvAi  Cj^tAtaJb^ilory — Alleged  Breach 
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FnnaAir,  Mr.  J.  L,^cont, 

Supply— Charity  Commission  for  Eorlaod  and 
Wales,  217 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  d(C.  Amendt. 
751.  764 

Queen's  and  Lord  Treasurer's  Remem- 
brancer in  Exchequer,  Scotland,  Ac.  735 

Record  OflSce,  636 

FiKTH,  Mr.  J.  F.  B.,   Chelsea 
Fires  (Metropolis),  1198 
Metropolitan  Vestry  Accounts— The   Padding- 
ton  Vestry,  1199 

FrrzMAUBiCE,  Lord  E.,   Calne 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 
1431,  1468 

FiTZPATMOK,  Hon.  B.  E.,  Partarlington 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 
1404,  1433 

Flbtoheb,  Sir  H.,  Horsham 
Army — Long  Service  Soldiers,  860 
Army   Estimates  —  Clothing   Esublishments, 
Services,  and  Supplies,  910 
Militia  and  Militia  Reserve,  889 
Volunteer  Corps  Pay  and  Allowances,  897 
Navy — Royal  Marines,  849 

Folkestone,  Viscount,   Wilts,  8. 

Ireland— Law  and  Justice — Trial  by  Jury,  28 
Land  Law   (Ireland),  8R.    176,   177;    Lords 

Amendts.  Consid.  1408 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  04 

Foreign  Legislative  Assemblies  (  Oaths  and 
Procedure) 
Question,  Mr.  Labouchere ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  Au^  12,  1714 


FoRSTER,  Eight  Hon.  W.  E.  (Chief  Se- 
cretcu^  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 

Ireland),  Bradford 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Board  of  Works,  133 

Crops  in  Munstor^Harvest  Labour,  848 

Endowed  Schools,  357 

Evictions— James  Killen,  Cardenstown,  Co. 
Mcath,  10,  20 

Landlord  and  Tenant — Return  of  Agricul- 
tural Holdings,  1713 

Law  and  Justice — Case  of  Margaret  Cole- 
man, 25 ; — Cumulative  Sentences,  25  ; — 
Magistracy— The  High  Sheriff  of  Co. 
I.outh,  123  .—Trial  by  Jury,  29 

Law  and  Police — Death  of  Mr.  Hone,  1719 ; 
— Poisoned  Eggs,  559 

National  Education — Departmental  State- 
ment, 1921 

Peace  Preservation  Act,  1881 — Gun  Li- 
cences, 23,  1529,  1530  ; — Mr.  Matthew 
Harris,  a  Prisoner  under  the  Act,  38 

Poor  Law — Clogheen  Union — Chargeability 
pf  an  lllegitimtiie  Ciiiid^  1626 ; — Irregu- 


FoBSTBB,  Right  Hon.  W.  E.— mmI. 

larity  in  Kilmsh  Workhouse,  Co.  Clare* 
117  ;—> Limerick  and  Belfast  Workhouses* 
567 ;— Out-door  Relief,  826  ;-.Poor  Law 
Relief — Swinford  Union,  21  ;  Remune- 
ration of  Poor  Rate  Collectors,  1710  ;— 
Union  Rating,  826 ;~ Workhouse  Na- 
tional Schools,  1535 

Prisons  Act,  1877  —  Superannuation  of 
Roman  Catholic  Chaplain  at  Carrick  on 
Shannon  Gaol,  1911 

Registration  of  Births,  d(0.  Belfast,  1915 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary — ^Alleged  Breach 
of  the  Peace  by  a  Sub-Inspector,  558  ; — 
Inspector  Smith,  Moville,  Co.  Donegal, 
22 ; — Pay  and  Allowances,  18 

Royal  University — University  Work,  1465, 
1538, 1539 

Valuation— Town  Parks,  369 

Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Property 

Act,  1881 — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Messrs.     Crotty     and    Marsh,    Prisoners 

under  the  Act,  116 
Messrs.   Flood,  Prisoners  under  the   Act, 

123,  124 
Messrs.  M'Donough  and  Finn,   Prisoners 

under  the  Act,  835 
Messrs.   Murphy  and   Campion,  Prisoners 

under  the  Act,  1194,  1195 
Michael  Donovan,  a  Prisoner  under  the 

Act,  24 
Patrick  Slattery,a  Prisoner  under  the  Act, 

22 
Prescribing  the  City  of  Waterford,  19 
Prisoners  under  the  Act,  367,  783,    734, 

735 
Relief  for  Families  of  Prisoners  under  the 

Act,  124 
Thomas  Connely,  a  Prisoner  under  the  Act, 

37 

Ireland,  State  of— Miscellaneous  Questions 
"Boycotting,"  1716 
Detention  of  the  Schooner"  Wave  "  in  Cork 

Harbour,  1523 
*'  Intolerance  in  Ballymena,"  1524 
July  Celebrations,  Co.  Down,  991 
Land  League  Meeting  at  Drogbeda,  840 
Magistracy— Mr.  A.  E.  Herbert,  J.P.  1201, 

1723 
Maiming  of  Cattle  in  Co.  Kilkenny,  1912 
Murder  of  Police  Constable  Linton,  992 
Process  Serving  in  Co.  Galway,  1910,  1911 
Release  of  Mr.  J.  Dillon,  M.P.  1205,  1206 

Irish  Fisheries,  Res.  196 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Consid.  el,  44,  45  ;  el,  47, 
48,  49;  el  51,  58;  d.  53,  64;  Lords 
Amendts.  Consid.  1408,  1416,  1424,  1451, 
1470,  1576,  1595,  1612,1618;  Lords  Rea- 
sons and  Amendts.  Consid.  1949,  1951 

Parliament — Public  Business,  1728  ; — Minis- 
terial Statement,  392 

Royal  University  of  Ireland,  2R.  1909,  2003, 

2004,  2005 
Supply — Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  dsc.  753, 
756,  759,  760 
Secret  Services,  679 


FoRSTER,  Sir  C,  Walsall 
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F0BTS8OUB,  Earl 

Land  Law  (Iraland),  2R.  489  ;  Oomm.  el,  i, 

797;  el.1,8\i;  d.  19,  963 
Water  Sappiy  (Metropolu),  112 

FowLBB,  Mr.  H.  H.,   Woherhtmpton 
GonTeyanoing  and  Law  of  Property,  Comm. 

c^.  31,  1106 
Sapply---Obanoery  Dinsion  of  the  High  Ooart 
of  Jnatioe,  dro.   1058,    1060 ;   Amendt. 
1063 
Edaoation,'England  and  Walei,  1322 
Pablic  Proflocator's  Office,  1050 

Fowler,  Mr.  B.  N.,  London 

Bills  of  Eicbange,  2R.  U63 

Irish  Churoh  Act  Amendment,  2R.  915 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Oonsid. 

1576 
Parliament — Prinlege — Mr.  Bradlaogh,  996 

Public  Business,  1726 
Pedlars  (Certificates),  Comm.  1820 
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ffisiorieal  Jfanmoriigi^  Cwnumulv^ 
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Holland,  Sir  H.  T.,  Midhurst 

Africa   (South)  —  The    Transvaal  ~  NatiTe 

Tribes,  996 
Army  Estimates  —  Clothing  Establishments, 
SerTices,  and  Supplies,  910 
Commissariat,  Transport,    and    Ordnance 
Stores — Wages,  Ao,  909 
British  Honduras  (Court  of  Appeal),  2R.  916 
Exemption  from  Distress,  Consid.  922 
Islands  of  the  Pacific  •  Jurisdiction  of  the  High 

Commissioner  of  Polynesia,  1020 
Navy  (Cadets),  Res.  724 
Parliament — Privilege — Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Res. 

Amendt.  712 
Petroleum  (Hawking),  Comm.  el,  8,  687 
Supply— Colonial  Office,  77 
Patent  OflSce,  619 
;    Water  Supply  (Metropolis) — The  Grand  Junc- 
tion Water  Company,  1201 

Holms,  Mr.  W.,  Paisley 
Irish  Fisheries,  Res.  195 

Home,    Lieutenant-Colonel    D.   Milne, 
Berwick'On-  Tweed 
Army  (India) — Pay  and  Allowances  of  Field 
Officers,  1720 

Hope,  Eight  Hon.  A.  J.  B.  Beresford, 

Cambridge  University 
Royal  UniYcrsity  of  Ireland — UniTersity  Work, 
1538 

HopwooD,  Mr.  0.  H.,  Stockport 

Ireland,  State  of— Release  of  Mr.  John  Dillon, 

M.P.,  1205 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  I^rds  Amendts.  Consid. 

1558 
Law  and  Justice — Summary  Jurisdiction  Act, 

1870— Fines  and  Costs,  118 
Petroleum    (Hawking),    Comm.    d.    2,    227; 

Amendt.  281,  232,  233  ;  el.  3,  684 
Supply — Central  Office  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  Judicature,  Ac.  1068 

Chancery  Division  of  the   High   Court  of 
Justice,  Ac.  1060,  1062 

Houghton,  Lord 

Land    Law    (Ireland),    Comm.  el.   19,   963 ; 
3R.  1192 

Howard,  Mr.  Q,  J.,  Cumberland^  E. 

Art  and  Industrial  Museums,  Res.  1253 
Supply — Science  and    Art    Department,    Ac. 
1329 

Hubbard,  Eight  Hon.  J.  G.,  London 
Kational  Debt,  1725 

Parliament— Privilege— Mr.   Bradlaugh,  Res. 
707 

Ways  and  Means— Terminable  Annuities,  849 
Illing WORTH,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford 

Art  and  Industrial  Museums,  Res.  1261 
Parliament— Privilege— Mr.    Bradlaugh,    Res. 

5iipp^*£duoafion,  Eng^nd  »iid  Yra\Qt,U^5 


Imprisonment  for  Delyt  Abolition  Bill 

{Mr.  Baas,  Mr.  Anderson,  Sir  Henry  Wolf,  Mr, 

Broadhuret) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  Aug  I  [Bill  170] 

Inchiquin,  Lord 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  301  ;  Comm.  cl.  4, 
790 ;  el.  7,  Amendt.  818,  937  :  eU  55, 
Amendt.  986  ;  Report,  el.  57,  Amendt.  1180 

Incumbents  of  Benefices  Loans  Exten- 
sion Bill  [H.L.] 
{The  Lord  Arehbiahop  of  Canterbury) 
I.  Royal  Assent  Aug  11     [44  tfe  45  Viet.  c.  25] 

India 

MlSOKLLAHlOnS   QUBSTIOHS 

Berar^Sir  Riehard  Meade  and  Sir  Solar 
Jung,  Question,  Mr.  Riohard  ;  Answer,  The 
Marquess  of  Ilartington  Aug  11,  1526 

Charges  against  EyaA  Khan,  Question,  Mr. 
0*Donnell ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Ilart- 
ington Au^  1,  365 

Courts  Marital,  Question,  Mr.  Grantham  ;  An- 
swer, The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Aug  4, 
848 

E(Ut  India  Revenue  Accounts — The  Finaneial 
Statement,  Question,  Mr.  Onslow ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gladstone  Aug  4,  850 

Finance,  ^e. — Annuities  and  Furlough  Pay, 
Questions,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answers,  The 
Marquess  of  Ilartington  Aug  I,  362 

Law  and  Justice— Case  of  Jadhavrai  Hari- 
ahankar.  Question,  Sir  Da^id  Wedderbum; 
Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Aug  i, 
823 

Madras  Civil  Service,  Question,  Mr.  Gibson ; 
Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Aug  5, 
990 

Mortality  in  Indian  Gaols,  Question,  Sir  George 
Campbell :  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington Auq  5,  989 

Outbreak  of  Prisoners  in  the  Oaol  of  Gulburga, 
Hyderabad,  Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  An- 
swer, The  Marquess  of  Hartiogton  Aug  1, 
362 

Pensions  for  Eminent  Services — Sir  Frederick 
Roberts,  Questions, Sir H.  Drummond  Wolff; 
Answers,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington 
July  29, 130 

Protestant  Missionaries  in  Calcutta,  Question, 
Mr.  Dalrymple ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  Aug  1,  357 

Tfie  Nisam,  Questions,  General  Sir  George 
Balfour,  Mr.  Onslow ;  Answers,  The  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington  Aug  15,  1916 

Tm  Paumban  Pass,  Question,  Sir  John  Hay  ; 
Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Aug  15, 
1922 

The  Straits  Settlements— The  Malay  Chiefs, 
Question,  Mr.  Lyulph  Stanley  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Courtney  Aug  9,  1387 

Indian  Loan  of  1879  Bill 

{Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Lord  Frederick 

Cavendish) 

c.  Resolution  in  Committee  *  Aug  1 

BAttolution  reported,  and  agreed  to ;   Bill  or« 
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Indian  Loan  of  1879  Bill — cont. 

Read  2o  *  Auff  5 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Aug  8 

Considered  •  Aug  9 

Re&6  3^*  Aug  11 
/.  Read  1*  •  {Lord  Thurlow)  Aug  12   (No.  212) 


Industrial  Schools  Act — Case  of  Rshecca 
Atkins 
Question,   Mr.  Passmore   Edwards ;    Answer, 
Sir  William  Haroourt  Aug  9,  1382 

Infectious  Diseases  (Notification)  Bill 

{Mr.  Hastings,  Sir  Trevor  Lawrence,  Dr.  Fargu- 

harson,  Mr.  Brinton) 
c.  Bill  withdrawn  •  Aug  1 1  [Bill  229] 

Ibeland 
Miscellaneous  Qusstions 

Board  of  Works,  Question,  Mr.    R.  Power  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  \V.  E.  Forster  July  29,  132 
Borough,  of   Oalway — The    Freeman*  t  RoU, 

Question,   Mr.    T.    P.  O'Connor;   Answer, 

The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Aug  10, 

1912 
Charters  of  the  City  of  Waterford —  The  River 

Suir,  Question,  Mr.  Leamy ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Chamberlain  Aug  11,  1632 
Confiscated  Estates,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Cor- 
bet ;    Answer,   The    Attorney   Greneral   for 

Ireland  Aug  15,  1928 
Crops    in    Munster — Harvest    Labour,   Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Warton,  Mr.  Parnell  ;  Answers, 

Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Aug  4,  848 
Oreskam  Gardens,  Kingstoum,  Question,  Mr. 

llealy  ;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish 

Aug  12,  1723 
Phcenix  Park,  Question,  Mr.  Uealy ;  Answer, 

Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  Aug  \6,  1908 
Landlord  and  Tenant— Return  of  Agricultural 

Holdings,  Question,  Mr.  Anderson ;  Answer, 

Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Aug  12,  1718 
Landlord  and   Tenant  {Ireland)  AcU  1870 — 

The   Royal   Commission — The  Report  and 

J^vt(f«7iee,  Questions,  Sir  William  Palliser; 

Answers,    Mr.    Gladstone    Aug    8,    1203; 

Aug  \6,  1929 
Loans,  ire. — The  Return,  Question,  Mr*  Low- 

ther;    Answer,   Lord  Frederick  Cavendish 

July  28,  17 
Railways —  The  Dublin,  WickUm,  and  }^exford 

Railway  Company,   Question,   Mr.   Healy ; 

Answer,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  Aug  12, 

1722 
Registration  of  Births,  ^c.  Belfast,  Question, 

Mr.   Biggar;   Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 

ilti^l5, 1914 
Royal    University   of    Ireland  —  University 

)Vork^  Question,  Mr.  Dawson  ;  Answer,  Mr. 

W.   E.  Forster  Aug  10,  1465  ;    Questions, 

Mr.  Dawson,  Mr. Beresford  Hope;  Answers, 

Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Aug  11,  1538 
The  Irish  Lights  Commissioners —  I'ory  Island 

Lighthouse,    Question,   Mr.    Loa;    Answer, 

Mr.  Chamberlain  Awf  15,  1918 
Valuation  —  Town    Parks,    Questions,    Mr. 

llealy;  Answers,  Mr.  Gl.uUcone,  Mr.  W.  E. 

Forster  Aug  I,  369 
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National  Education 

Departmental  Statement,  Question,  Mr.  Daw- 
son;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Aug  15, 
1921 

Endowed  Schools^ Legislation,  Question,  Lord 
Randolph  Churchill ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  Aug  1,  357 


Law  and  Justice 

Case  of  Margaret  Coleman,  Questions,  Mr. 
Parnell ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  July  28,  25 

Cumulative  Sentences,  Questions,  Mr.  Parnell ; 
Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  July  28,  24 

Trial  by  Jury,  Questions,  Viscount  Folke- 
stone, Mr.  Healy ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  July  28,  28 

Law  and  Police 

Death  of  Mr.  Hone,  Questions,  Mr.  Gibson ; 
Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Aug  12, 1718  ; 
Question,  Viscount  Crichton  ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  ilu^  15, 1920 

Poisoned  Eggs,  Question,  Mr.  Finigan ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Aug  2,  558 

Prisons  (^Ireland)  Act,  1877 

Superannuation  of  Roman  Catholic  Chaplain 
at  Carrick -on"  Shannon  Gaol,  Question, 
Major  O'Beirne  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Aug  15,  1911 

Poor  Law 

Clogheen  Union — Changeability  of  an  Illegiti- 
mate Child,  Question,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answer, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Aug  11. 1525 

Irregularity  in  Kilrusk  Workhouse,  Co.  Clare, 
Question,  Mr.  O'Shea ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster /Wy  29,  116 

Limerick  and  Belfast  Workhouses,  Observa- 
tions, Mr.  A.  Moore;  Reply,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster;  Observations,  Mr.  Biggar  Au^  2, 
564 

Out'Door  Relief,  Question,  Colonel  Colthurst ; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Aug  4,  826 

Remuneration  of  Poor  Rate  Collectors,  Ques* 
tion,  Mr.  Biggar;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  Aug  12, 1710 

The  Swinford  Union,  Question,  Mr.  O'Con- 
nor Power ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
July  28,  20 

Union  Rating,  Questions,  Colonel  Colthurst, 
Mr.  Healy;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Aug  A,  826 

Workhouse  National  Schools,  Question,  Mr. 
Errington  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Aug  11,  1535 

Post  Office 

Question,  Major  O'Beirne;  Answer,  Mr.  Faw- 

cett  Aug  15,  1911 
Salaries  of  Irish  Sub-Postmasters,  Question, 

Mr.  Barry ;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawoett  Aug  15, 

1923 
The  Newry  Post    Office— Clerks*    Christmas 

Gratuities,  Que8tioa,'&lt.^\^%«x  \  Kaxvwvc^ 

VLx.  ¥awcfett  Aug  \\ ,  \f»'lVi 
Wages  of  Letter  Catricrt^^.^a.^^N^vQ^^.'^*'^^ 
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The  Royal  Irish  Conttahtdary 

Allied  Breach  of  the  Peace  by  a  Sub-Intpeetor, 
Question,  Mr.  Finigan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  Aug  2, 658 

Inspeetor  Smith,  Moville,  Co,  Donegal,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  £.  Forster 
July  28,  21 

Pay  and  Allowanees,  Question,  Mr.  Lewis ; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  July  28,  18 

State  of  Ireland 
Evictions — James    KiUen,    Cardenstown,   Co, 

Meath,  Questions,  Mr.  A.  M.  SulIivaD,  Mr. 

Redmond ;   Answers,   Mr.   W.  E.  Forster 

July  28,  19 

Disturbance  at  New  Ross,  Question,  Mr.  Red- 
mond ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  Aug  4,  827  ; 
Moved,  '*  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  " 
{Mr,  Redmond);  after  short  debate,  Ques- 
tion  put;  A.  11,  N.  191  ;  M.  180  (D.  L.  352) 

The  Magistracy— The  High  Sheriff  of  County 
Louth,  Question,  Mr.  Healj ;  Answer,  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster  July  29,  122;— -»fr.  A,  E. 
Herbert,  J,P,,  Questions,  Mr.  Healj ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Aug  8,  1200 ; 
Aug  12,  1723 

fjand  League  Meeting  at  Drogheda,  Question, 
Mr.  (lealy ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  £.  Forster 
Aug  4,  839 

July  Celebrations,  Co.  Down,  Question,  Lord 
Arthur  Hill ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Aug  5,991 

Murder  of  Police  Constnble  Linton,  Question, 
Lord  Arthur  Hill;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  Aug  5, 992 

Relfase  of  Mr.  John  Dillon,  M.P.,  Questions, 
Mr.  Hopwood,  Mr.  Puleston,  Mr.  Healy  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Aug  8,  1205 

Army^The  28M  Regiment  at  Birr,  Question, 

Mr.  Healj  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  Aug  11, 

1521 
Detention  of  the  Schooner  **  Wave"  in  Cork 

Barbour,  Questions,  Mr.  Ewart,  Mr.  Healy ; 

Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Jug  11,  1623 

"  Intolerance  in  Ballymena"  Question,  Mr. 
Bellingham ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Aug  11,  1524 

** Boycotting*^  Question,  Lord  Arthur  Hill  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Aug  12,  1716 

Conduct  of  Soldiers  at  Limerirkand  New  Rt-ss, 
Questions,  Mr.  Ileal j,  Mr.  Redmond  ;  An- 
swers. Mr.  Childers  Aug  15.  1908 

Process  Serving,  Co,  Oafwav,  Questions,  Mr. 
Biggar  ;  Answers,  Mr.  *W.  E.  Forster 
Aug  15,1910 

Maiming  of  Cattle  in  Co,  Kilkenny,  Question, 
Mr.  Marum  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Aug  15,  1912 

Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 
Gun  Licences,  Question,  Mr.  Parnell ;  Answer* 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  July  28.  22;  Questions, 
Mr.  Justin    McCarthy,    Major   Nolan,    Mr. 
Maciarlane;    Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Aug  11,  1529 
Mr,  Matthew  Harris,  a  Prisoner  under  the  Act, 
Question,  Mr.  O'Kellj  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E, 
ForBter  Jufy  2B,  87 


Protection  of  Person  and  Property  {Ireland) 

Act,  1881 
Prescribing  the  City  of  Waterford,  Question, 

Mr.  R.  Power ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E .  Fortter 

July  28, 18 
Relief  for  Families  of  Prisoners  under  the  Act, 

Question,  Major  Nolan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 

Forster  July  29, 124 
Patrick  Slattery,  a  Prisoner  under  the  Act, 

Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 

Forster  July  28,  22 
Michael  Donovan,  a  Prisoner  under  the  Act 

Question,  Mr.  Daly ;   Answer,  Mr.  W.  £• 

Forster  July  28, 23 
Thomas  Connely,  a  Prisoner  under  the  Act, 

Question,  Mr.  T.   P.  O'Connor ;    Answer, 

Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  July  28,  36 
Messrs,  Crotty  and  Marsh,  Prisoners  under  the 

Act,  Question,  Mr.  O'Sbea ;   Answer,   Mr. 

W.  B.  Forster  July  29,  116 
Messrs,  Flood,  Prisoners  under  the  Act,  Qaei* 

tions,  Mr.    Healy ;    Answers,   Mr.   W.    E. 

Forster  July  29.  123 
Messrs,  M*Donough  and  Finn^  Prisoners  under 

the  Act,  Question,  Mr.  D.  O' Conor ;  Answer, 

Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Aug  4,  825 
Oeorge  Patterson,  a  Prisoner  under  the  Act, 

Question,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers 

Aug  4.  837 
Messrs,  Murphy  and  Campion,  Prisoners  under 

the  Act,  Questions,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor, 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Healy;  Answers, 

Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Aug  8, 1193 
Prisoners  Arrested  under  the  Act,  Observa- 
tions,  Mr.   Arthur  O'Connor;    Reply,  Mr. 

W.  E.  Forster  ;  short  debate  thereon  AugZt 

732 
Statutory  Investigation  as  to  Cause  of  Imprison- 
ment of  Prisoners  under  the  Act — Personal 

Appearance   before    the    Lord    Lieutenant, 

Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 

Forster  Aug},  367 

Ireland f  State  of— The  Magistracy — Mr, 
Clifford  Lloyd,  R.M. 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Aug  6,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  "  this  House 
condemns  the  refusal  of  the  Government  to 
grant  an  investigation  into  the  conduct  of 
Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd.  R.M.,  and  their  refusal 
to  noiioe  the  threats  alleged  to  have  been 
used  by  him  in  dispersing  without  proclama- 
tion a  peaceful  meeting  at  Drogheda  on  the 
1st  day  of  January"  {Mr,  Bealy)  v.,  1111  ; 
Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words,  Ao.  ;  " 
after  debate,  Questiou  put ;  A.  75,  N.  18 ; 
M.  57  (D.  L.  859) 

Irish  Chnrcli  Act  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,    William  Edward  Forster,  Mr,  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Mr,  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»*  Aug  I  [Bill  235] 

Read  2«,  after  short  debate  Aug  4,  912 

Irish  Fisheries 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  29,  To 
Iwk^e  Q^t  from  *'  That,"  and  add  *'  it  is  the 
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Irish  Fisheries — cont. 

the  Government  to  take  measures  to  render 
the  Irish  Fisheries  more  available  as  a  means 
of  aflfording  increased  food  and  employment " 
(Mr,  Blake)  v.,  194  ;  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  words,  ^. ;"  after  short  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Jackson,  Mr.  W.  L.,  Leeds 

British  Commercial  Treaty  Engagements,  367 
French  Commercial  Treaty,  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress, 1765 

JameS)  Sir  n.  (see  Attobney  Geiteral, 
The) 

James,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Iferthyr  Tydfil 
Petroleum  (Hawking),  Comm.  cl,  6,  680 

James,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Gateshead 

Supply — Charity  Conunission  for  England  and 
Wales,  211 
Civil  Service  Commission,  217 

Japan — Treaty  Revision 

Question,  Sir  Edward  Reed ;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  Auff  4,  814 

Jenkins,  Mr.  D.  J.,  Fenryn,  Sfe, 

f^avy— H.M.S.  '*  Atalanta,"  1835, 1861 

Johnson,  Mr.  W.  M.  (Solicitor  General 

for  Ireland),  Mallow 
Ireland,  State  of— The  Magistracy — Mr.  Clifford 

Lloyd,  R.M.,  Res.  1115,  1118,  1122,  1132 
Irish  Church  Act  Amendment,  2R.  912,  913, 

914 
Land  Law  (Ireland),   Consid.  el,  44,  42,  46 ; 

cl.  49,  53  ;  el.  50,  56  ;  3R.  166,  167 
Pollen  Fishing  (Ireland).  2R.  2016 
Whiteboy  Acts  Repeal,  2R.  1105 

Kennabd,  Colonel  E.  H.,  Lymington 
Navy — Officers  on  Leave,  1719 

EIennaway,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devon,  E, 
Criminal  Law — Case  of  Edmund  Galley,  1016 

KiMBEBLEY,  Earl  of  (Secretary  of  State 

for  the  Colonies) 

Africa  (South— Transvaal  State— The  Bounda- 
ries, 1501 

Army  —  Auxiliary  Forces  —  Militia  —  Memo- 
randum of  June,  1881,  1377 

Ceylon— Ecclesiastical  Subsidies,  1837,  1888 

Und  Uw  (Ireland),  115  ;  2R.  550,  551 ; 
Comm.  el.  1,  772,  787  ;  cl.  4,  789,  797,  798  ; 
el,  5,  801  ;  el.  7.  806,  813,  817,  941  ;  el.  16, 
954 ;  cl.  18,  956,  957  ;  cl.  19,  966;  cl.  31, 
982;  cl.  53,  986;  Report,  cl,  21,  1176; 
eZ.  31,  1177,  1179;  cU  57,  1180;  Commons 
Amendts.  to  Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  1657, 
1664,  1667 

Palace  of  Westminster— Public  Improvements 
near  St.  Ifargaret's  Church,  108 

Turkey— Mtdhat  Pasha— Fuiaiment  of  Sen- 
tence, 114 


KiNOSGOTE,  Colonel  B.  N.  F.,  Gloueester- 

shire,  W, 
Army  Estimates — Militia  and  Militia  Reserve, 
883 


Labouchebe,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 

Army    Estimates — Commissariat,    Transport, 
and  Ordnance  Stores — Wages,  Ac.  Amendt. 
908,  909 
Bulgaria— Arrest  of  M.  Zankoff,  821 
Foreign  Legislative  Assemblies  (Oaths  and  Pro- 
cedure), 1714 
Magistracy — The   Evidence    Further  Amend- 
ment Act,  1869 — Refusal  of  Magistrates  at 
Birmingham  to  Allow  a  Witness  to  Affirm, 
1714,  1715 
Parliament — Public  Business — Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
995  ;— Ministerial  Statement,  394 
Parliamentary     Oath     (Mr.    Bradlaugh), 
1207, 1209 
Parliament — Privilege— Mr.   Bradlaugh,  Res. 

695,  006,  697,  720 
Royal  University  of  Ireland,  2R.  2001,  2004 
Supply — Consular  Establishments  Abroad,  Ao. 
Amendt.  1147,  1148,  1151,  1158,1159, 
1161 
Diplomatic  Services,  1143,  1145 
Local  Government  Board,  Ac.  224 
Queen's    and    Lord   Treasurer's   Remem- 
brancer in  Exchequer,  Scotland,  dM.  737 
Secret  Services,  662 
Stationery  and  Printing,  642 


Laing,  Mr.  8.,  Orkney,  Sfo, 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 
1483 

Navy — Disasters  to  the  Shetland  Fishermen, 
122 

Post  Office  —  Telegraph  Department  —  Tele- 
graph to  Shetland,  838 

Lalor,  Mr.  R.,  Queen^s  Co, 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Consid.  c/.  51,  58  :  Lords 
Amendts.  Consid.  1424,  1561,  1577;  Lords 
Reasons  and  Amendts.  Consid.  1959 


Lamington,  Lord 

Palace  of  Westminster — Public  Improvements 

near  St.  Margaret's  Church,  107 
Tunis,  Res.  1898 


Land  Law  {Ireland)  Bill 

MlSOKLLAHBOUS   QUESTIONS 

Question, The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  ;  Answer, 
The  Earl  of  Kimborley  July  29,  115 

Clause  25 — Purchases^  Question,  Sir  William 
Palliser ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for 

.    Ireland  Aug  15,  1927 

Lard  Randolph  ChurchilVs  Motion,  Question, 
Mr.  Arthur  Arnold ;  Answer,  Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill  July  28,  31 

Release  of  Prisoners  under  the  Protection  of 
Person  and  lVop«rt^  V.lrtVMwS^  iL<i\>'SSKV^ 


LAN 


LAN 


(INDEX) 
364. 


LAN 


LAN 


Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill— eont. 

The  i2nd  Section  and  Section  24  of  the  Land- 
lord and  Tenant  {Ireland)  J(:<,  1870,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Healf ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  July  28,  80 

The  Lords'  Amendments,  Question,  Mr.  Mac- 
donald  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  Attg  15,  1031 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr,  Oladatone,  Mr,  William  Edward  Forster, 

Mr.    Bright,    Mr,    Attorney    General  for 

Ireland,  Mr,  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland) 

e.  Farther  Proceeding  on  Consideration  resumed 
July  28,  38  [Bill  226] 

Moved,  <<That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3«'* 
July  29,  133 

Amendi.  to  leave  out  from  *'  Bill  be,"  and  add 
"  re-committed,  with  respect  to  Clause  35  " 
(Mr,  William  Henry  Smith)  v, ;  Question 
proposed,  **That  the  words,  Ac.;"  after 
short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Main  Question  proposed,  "That  the  Bill  be 
now  read  3°,"  138 ;  after  long  debate.  De- 
bate adjourned  till  this  daj 

Debate  resumed,  177;  ailer  debate.  Question 
put;  A.  220,  N.  U;  M.  206 
Div.  List,  A.  and  N.,  102 

{.  Read  1*  •  (Lord  Privy  Seal)  July  20  (No.  187) 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*" 
Aug  1, 236  ;  after  long  debate,  Moved,  "  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  ( Th€  Duke 
of  Argyll) ;  Motion  agreed  to ;  Debate  ad- 
journed 

Debate  resumed  Aug  2,  452;  af^er  long  de- 
bate. Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2* 

Moved,  "  That  the  House  do  row  resolve  itself 
into  Committee  "  *Aug  4,  765 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  ("now,")  and  add  ("on 
this  day  six  months  ")  ( The  Lord  Denman) ; 
on  question,  that  ("now,")  &e. ;  resolved  in 
the  affirmative  ;  House  in  Committee 

Committee  Aug  6,  923 

Report  Aug  8,  1170  (No.  204) 

After  debate,  Bill  to  be  printed,  as  amended. 

(No.  207) 

Order  of  the  Day  for  suspending  Standing 
Order  No.  XXXV.  read;  Moved,  "That 
the  said  Standing  Order  be  suspended  ;  **  on 
question  ?  resolved  in  the  affirmative  ;  Stand- 
ing Order  suspended  accordingly 

Moved,  <*That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3*;" 
after  debate,  on  question,  resolved  in  the 
affirmative ;  Bill  read  8'  accordingly,  with 
the  Amendts.  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons 

e.  Order  for  Consideration  of  Lords  Amendts- 
read  ;  Moved,  **  That  the  Amendts.  made  by 
The  Lords  to  the  l^nd  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  be 
now  considered  ;  "  Question  put,  and  agreed 
to  ;  Lords  Amendts. considered  Attg  9, 1388  ; 
after  long  debate,  further  Consideration  of 
Lords  Amendts.  deferred 

Lords  Amendts.  further  considered  Aug  10, 
1 466  ;  after  long  debate,  further  Considera- 
tion of  Lords  Amendts.  adjourned 

Question,  Sir  StaflFord  Northcote  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone,  1499 

'.  Returned  from  the  Commons  with  several  of 
the  Amendts.  agreed  to,  several  agreed  to 
with    Amendts.,    and    with    ooT\te<\]aeii\.\a\ 
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Land  Law  (Ireland)  BiU—wni. 

Amendts.  to  the  Bill,  and  several  disagreed 
to,  with  reasons  for  such  disagreement.  The 
said  Amendts.  and]Reasons  to  be  printed,  and 
to  be  considered  To-morrow  Aug  11  (No.  211) 

e.  Lords  Amendts.  further  considered  Aug  lli 
1542 

Moved,  "That  a  Committee  be  appointed  '  to 
draw  up  Reasons  to  be  assigned  to  The  Lords 
for  disagreeing  to  the  Amendts  made  by  The 
Lords  to  the  Bill ;  Motion  agreed  to  ;  Com- 
mittee appointed ;  List  of  the  Committee, 
1034  ;  To  withdraw  immediately 

Reasons  for  disagreeing  to  oertain  of  the 
Amendts.  made  by  The  Lords  to  the  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Bill  Aug  11,  1635;  ReaM>n8 
for  disagreement  to  The  Lords  Amendts. 
reported,  and  agreed  to ;  To  be  communi- 
cated to  The  Lords 

I,  Commons  Amendts.  to  Lords  Amendts.,  and 
Commons  consequential  Amendts.,  and  Rea- 
sons for  disagreeing  to  certain  of  the  Lords 
Amendts.  considerml  Aug  12,  1642 

Moved,  "  That  a  Committee  be  appointed  to 
prepare  Reasons  to  be  offered  to  the  Com- 
mons for  the  Lords  disagreeing  to  certain 
of  their  Amendts.,  and  insisting  on  certain  of 
the  Lords  Amendts."  (7*he  Marquess  of 
Salisbury),  1704 ;  after  short  debate,  on 
question  *  resolved  in  the  affirmative  ;  the 
Committee  to  meet  forthwith 

Report  from  the  Committee  of  the  Reasons  to 
be  offered  to  the  Commons  for  the  Lords 
disagreeing  to  certain  of  their  Amendts.,  and 
insisting  upon  certain  of  the  Lords  Amendts. 
to  which  the  Commons  have  disagreed ; 
read,  and  agreed  to  ;  and  a  message  sent  to 
the  Commons  to  return  the  said  Bill  with 
Amendts.  and  Reasons  ^u^  12 

Reasons  of  the  Lords  for  disagreeing  to  cer- 
tain of  the  Commons'  Amendts.  and  for  in- 
sisting upon  certain  of  the  Amendts.  to  which 
the  Commons  have  disagreed  Aug  12,  1707 

Returned  from  the  Commons  with  an  Amendt. 
made  by  the  Lords  to  which  the  Commons 
had  disagreed  and  on  which  the  Lords  have 
insisted,  agreed  to  ;  and  with  several  of  the 
further  Amendts.  made  by  the  Lords,  agreed 
to;  several  agreed  to.  with  Amendts.,  and 
with  consequential  Amendts.  to  the  Bill ;  and 
several  disagreed  to,  with  Reasons  for  such 
disagreement;  the  said  Amendts.  and  Reasons 
to  be  printed,  and  to  be  considered  To-mor- 
row Aug  15  (No.  214) 

e.  Order  for  Consideration  of  Lords  Reasons  and 
Amendts.  read;  Moved,  "That  the  Lords 
Reasons  and  Amendts.  be  cow  considered  " 
Aug  15,  1932;  after  debate.  Question  put, 
and  agreed  to 

Moved,  "  That  a  Committee  lie  appointed  *  to 
draw  up  Reasons  to  be  assigned  to  The  Lords 
for  disagreeing  to  the  Amendts.  made  by  The 
Lords  to  the  Bill,  to  which  this  (louse  haih 
disagreed  ; ' "  after  short  debate.  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to  ;  List  of  the  Committee, 
1998  ;  Committee  to  withdraw  immediately 

Commons  Amendts.  to  the  Amendts.  made  by 
the  Lords  to  the  Amendts.  made  by  the 
Commons  to  the  Lords  Amendts.,  and  Com- 
mons Reasons  for  disagreeing  to  certain  of 
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Land  Law  (Ireland)  BiU — oont. 

Reasons  for  disagreement  to  the  Amend ts* 
made  by  The  Lords  to  the  Commons  Amendts. 
to  The  Lords  Amendts.  reported,  and  agreed 
to  ;  to  be  communicated  to  the  Lords 

Lansdowne,  Marquess  of 

Land  Law  (Lreland),  2R.  277  ;  Comm.  eL  1, 
776 ;  Amendt.  787 ;  cl,  4,  Amendt.  700, 
708,  700  ;  el.  7,  Amendt.  813,  818;  el,  0, 
Amendt.  042 ;  el.  14,  OdO ;  d,  18,  055 ; 
el  10,  Amendt.  058,  072  ;  el.  23,  070 : 
Report,  eL  8,  1173  ;  c^  21,  1176  ;  Commons 
Amendts.  to  Lords  Amendts.  Coosld.  1660, 
1664,  1682,  1680  ;  Amendt.  1607 

Law,  Bight  Hon.  H.  (Attorney  General 
for  Ireland),  Londonderry  Co, 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Borough  of  Gal  way — The  Freeman's  Roll, 

1012 
Confiscated  Estates,  1028 
Land  Law — Clause  25— Purchases,  1027  ; — 
42nd  Section  and  Section  24  of  the  Land- 
lord and  Tenant  Act,  1870,  31 
Law  and  Justice — Case  of  Margaret  Cole- 
man, 26 
Law  and  Police — Mr.  Hone,  1021 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Consid.  el.  44,  Amendt. 
30,  43 ;  el.  45,  Amendt.  47  ;  el.  47,  Amendt. 
48  :  el,  40,  Amendt.  50,  52,  53,  54  ;  el,  50, 
Amendt.  ib,,  55,   57 ;   el.  51,  58 ;   el,   52, 
Amendt.  50,  60  ;  el.  53,  62  ;  Lords  Amendts. 
Consid.  Amendt.  1388, 1380, 1302, 1305, 1401, 
1407,  1408,  1411,  1420,  1428,  1430,  1431. 
1434,  1435,  1430,  1438,  1450,  1466,  1473, 
1474,  1475,  1477,  1484,  1485,  I486,  1404, 
1405,   1406,   1408,   1547,  1554,  1555,  1562, 
1566,  1586,  1580,  1500,  1501,  1506,  1507, 
1608,  1620;  Lords   Reasons  and  Amendts. 
Consid.  1040,  1045,  1046,  1047,  1048,  1056, 
1066,  1068,  1060,  1072,  1080,  1086 

Law  and  Jxutice 

MiSCKLLANXOUS   QUSSTIONS 

Bifiddlesex    Registry,    Question,    Mr.    Arthur 

O'Connor  ;  Answer,  The  Atiorney   General 

Awf  11.  1534 
Sentenees  in  Criminal  Cases,  Question,    Mr. 

M*Coan ;    Answer,    Sir    William    Harcourt 

Aug  12,  1720 
Summary  Jurisdiction  Aet,  lSl9^Fines  and 

Costs,    Question,    Mr.    Hopwood ;    Answer, 

Sir  William  Harcourt ;  Observation,  Sir  R. 

Assheton  Cross  July  20, 1 18 

The  Magistracy 

Mr.  R.  P.  Laurie^  Question,  Mr.  Peroberton  ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  Aug  8,  1107 
The  Evidence  Further  Amendment  Act,  1860 — 
R^usal  of  Magistrates  at  Birmingham  to 
AUow  a  Witness  to  Ajprm,  Questions,  Mr. 
Labouchere ;  Answers.  Sir  William  Har- 
court Au^  12.  1714 

[See  title  Criminal  Law] 

Law  and  Justice — High  Court  of  Justice — 
Suitors^  Fund  in  Chancery 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  JtUy  28,  To 
leavo  out  Ovm  "  That,"  nnd  add  "  the  faturc 

{conl* 


Law  and  Justiee—Eigh  Court  of  Justice — Suitors^ 
Fund  in  Chaneery—eont, 

lists  of  unclaimed  money  be  issued  with  cross 
references  triennially  ;  stating  the  amount  of 
fund  of  the  suitors'  fund  in  Chancery  ;  with 
the  names  and  last  known  addresses  of  per- 
sons supposed  to  be  entitled  thereto ;  together 
with  the  date  of  the  last  decree"  {Mr, 
Stanley  l^hton)  v.,  71 ;  Question  pro- 
posed, '*  That  the  words,  dec. ;"  after  short 
debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Law  and  Justice —  Outrage  upon  the  Person 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Aug  5,  To 
leave  out  from  <*  That,"  and  add  '<  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Law  in  cases  of  outrage 
upon  the  person  has  long  been  a  reproach  to 
our  Criminal  Courts ;  that  outrages  and 
assaults  of  the  most  brutal  character,  espe- 
cially upon  married  women,  even  when  they 
cause  a  cruel  death,  are  commonly  punished 
less  severely  than  small  offences  against 
property  ;  that  the  admission  of  the  crime  of 
drunkenness  as  an  extenuation  of  other 
crimes  is  immoral,  and  acts  as  an  incentive 
to  persons  about  to  commit  outrages  to  wil- 
fully deprive  themselves  of  the  guidanoe  of 
reason"  {Mr.  Maefarlane)  v,,  1000;  Ques- 
tion proposed,  "  That  the  words,  d&c. ; "  after 
short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Law  and  Police 

MiSOKLLANXOUS   QuKSTIONS 

Cruelty  to  Animals  Prevention  Act — Cruelty  to 
a  Donkey,  Question,  Mr.  Maefarlane;  An- 
swer, Sir  William  Harcourt  Aug  15,  1025 

Deaths  from  Drowning,  Question,  Mr.  Gour- 
ley  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Dodson  Aug  8,  1206 

Flower  Sellers  in  Islington,  Question,  Mr. 
Carington  ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt 
Aug  1,  356 

Practice  of  Carrying  Firearms,  Question,  Sir 
Henry  Tyler  ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt 
July  29,  117 

Seizure  of  Explosive  Machines  at  Liverpool, 
Question,  Lord  John  Manners ;  Answer,  Sir 
William  Harcourt  Aug  5,  007 

Speech  of  Mrs.  Besant  at  the  Ball  of  Science, 
Question,  Mr.  Ritchie ;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone Aug  0, 1385 

Lawkencb,  Sir  J.  J.  T.,  Surrey,  Mid, 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 

1583 
Science  and   Art  Department,  South  Kensing- 
ton, Ac. — Case  of  Mr.  Goffin,  Head  Master, 
1200,  1202 


Lawson,  Sir  W.,  Carlisle 
Army  Estimates — Volunteer  Corps   Pay  and 

Allowances,  002 
China— The  Opium  TraflQc,  557 
Ireland.  State  of— The  Magistracy— Mr.  Clif- 
ford Lloyd,  R.M.  Res.  1128 
Licensing  Acts — Transfer  of  a  Licence,  1024 
Parliament — Privilege— Mr.    Bradlaugh — New 
Writ  for  Northampton,  852 
Ru\«a  KTvA  Oy^w%— 'Wv^  ^T*i5\tt»^  '^^vlv- 
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Lawsoh,  SirW. — eorU, 

ParliameDt— Privilege— Mr.    Bradlaogh,  Res. 

701.  702.  704.  719 
Snpplj— Lord  Privy  Seal,  88 

Lba,  Mr.  T.,  Donegal 
Irish    Liffbts    Commissioners  —  Torj    Island 

Light-Honse,  1018 
Railways — Continaons  Brakes.  1533 

LsAKE,  Mr.  B.)  Lancashire,  8,£!. 
Army — Heavy  Rifled  Ordnance — Case  of  Mr. 
Lynall  Thomas.  358.  1379,  1381 

liBAMTy  Mr.  E.,  Water  ford 

Army — The  Ordnance  Committee.  119 
Charters  of  the  City  of  Waterford~The  River 

Snir,  1632 
Ireland,  State  of—Disturbance  at  New  Ross. 

835 
Ireland,  State  of— The  Magistracy— Mr.  Clif- 
ford Lloyd,  R.M.  Res.  1126 
Land  Law  (Ireland).  Consid.  el.  44,  89,  43  ; 
el,  49.  53 ;   Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  1395. 
1407»  1412;   Lords  Reasons  and  Amendts. 
Consid.  1949.  1976.  1098 
Parliament  —  Public    Business,    Ministerial 

Statement.  394 
Supply — Fishery  Boards  in  Scotland.  Ac.  746 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland.  Ac.  759 
Queen's    and    Lord    Treasurer's  Remem- 
brancer  in    Exchequer,    Scotland,  die. 
737.  739 
Secret  Services.  673  ;  Motion  for  reporting 
Progress,  677 

Leases  for  Schools  (Ireland)  Bill  Th.l.] 

{JFhe  Lord  O'Hagan) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  1**  July  20         (No.  188) 
Read  2*.  after  short  debate  Aug  9.  1372 
Committee  *  :  Report  i4u^  1 1 
Read  3**  Jii^l2 

e.  Read  l^  •  Aug  15  [Bill  252] 

Legonfield,  Lord 

Land  Law  (Ireland).  Comm.  c/.  4.  791.  792; 
el.  7,  817 ;  Commons  Amendts.  to  Lords 
Amendts.  Consid.  1649 

Lee,  Mr.  H..  Southampton 

Supply— Diplomatic  Services.  1143 

Lefevre,  Eight  Hon.  G.  J.  Shaw  (Chief 
Commissioner  of  Works),  Reading 
Metropolis— The   Parks — Cost    of   Watering 
Hyde.  St.  James's,  and  the  Green  Parks.  16 
South  Kensington  Museum — The  Plane  Tree, 

992 
Supply — Woods.  Forests,  &c.  657 
Works  and  Public  Buildings,  657 

Leiqhton,  Sir  B.,  Shropshire,  S. 
Army— Mounted  Infantry,  Res.  856 


Lbighton,  Mr.  S.,  Shropshire,  N. 

High   Court    of  Justice— Suitors*   Funds    in 

Ohaneerj,  71  . 

5upp/y— J'avniaster  GeneraVs  Office,  Wft,  WO  \        ^^^0 


Leinster,  Duke  of 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  1,  773 

Leitrik,  Earl  of 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Ck>mm.  el,  1,  767,  771* 
777  ;  el,  7,  936 

Lewis,  Mr.  C.  E.,  Londonderry 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Consid.  el.  44,  40  ;  tl,  53, 

62 
Royal  Irish   Constabulary — Pay   and   Ailow« 

anoes,  18 

Licensing  Acts — Transfer  of  a  Lieenoe 
Question,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  ;    Answer,  Sir 
WUliam  Harcoart  Aug  15, 1924 

LiFFORD,  Yisoount 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  4,  Amendt. 
791 ;  el.  7,  931 

LiMERioK,  Earl  of 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  16,  Amendt. 
953,  954  ;  Report,  el.  5,  Amendt.  1171 

Lindsay,  Colonel  Sir  B.  J.  Loyd,  Berk- 
shire 

Army — Mounted  Infiintry,  Res.  853 
Army  Estimates— Militia  and  Militia  Reserve, 
895 
Volunteer  Corps  Fay  and  Allowances,  698 

Local   Oovemment   ProYisional  Orders 
(Acton,  ftc.)  BiU 

( The  Earl  of  Dalhoutie) 
I.  Royal  Assent  Aug  11    [44  A  45  Viet.  c.  clxii] 

London,  Bishop  of 

Discharge  of  Contumacious  Prisoners,  formerly 

Ecclesiastical  Courts  Regulation,  3R.  1640 
Water  Supply  (Metropolis),  109 

Long,  Mr.  W.  H.,   TFilts,  N. 

Education  Department  —  Uighworth  School 
Board,  1536 

Longford,  Earl  of 

Army — Auxiliary  Forces — Militia — Memoran- 
dum of  June,  1881, 1375 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  12,  946  ;  el.  18, 
957;  Report,  c/.  8,  1173 

LowTHER,  Hon.  W.,  Westmoreland 
Ireland  (Loans,  &o.) — The  Return,  17 
Metropolis— The    Parks— Cost    of    Watering 
Hyde,  St.  James's,  and  the  Green  Parks,  15 

LxTBBOCE,  Sir  J.,  London  University 
Ancient  Monuments  (Resolution  March  Utb), 

993 
Art  and  Industrial  Museums,  Res.  1261,  1264 
Bills  of  Exchange,  2R.  1461,  1463 
Science  and  Art  Department,  South   Kensing- 
ton, Ac.— Case  of  Mr.  Goffln,  Head  Master, 
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Lubbock,  Sir  J.^-^eofU, 

Sapjply— British  Masenm,  1840 

Centml   OflkM  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 

Jadieatnre,  dM.  1008 
Edaoation,  England  and  Wales,  1818,  1810, 

1820, 1821 
Soienoe  and   Art    Department,   Ac.   1820, 

1881, 1886 

Imnacj  Law  Amendment  (re-emmitted) 

Bill  (Mr.  DiUwytif  Sir  George 

Balfour,  Mr,  Benjamin  T.  Williams) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  July  28,  102  [BUI  192] 

LusK,  Sir  A.,  Finsbtiry 

Merchant  Seamen's  Pensions,  Res.  800 

LYMiKOTONy  Viscounty  Barmtaple 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts,  Consid. 
1544 

Lyoks,  Dr.  ii,  D.,  Dublin 

Rojal  UniTersitj  of  Ireland,  2  a.  2002 

Lytton,  Earl  of 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  838 

McAbthuB;  Mr.  A.,  Leicester 

Pero — Reported  Robbery  of  Jewellery  and 
Money  from  the  British  Vice  Consul  at  Lima, 
1917 

M'Cabthy,  Mr.  Justin,  Longford 

Ireland — Peace  Preservation  Act,  1881 — Gun 

Licences,  1529 
Ireland,  State  of— Disturbance  at  New  Ross, 

888 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 
1420,    1578,    1624  ;    Lords    Reasons    and 
Amendts.  Consid.  1058 
Parliament  —  Order  —  Suspension    of    Mr. 
O' Kelly,  872 
Public  Business,  1726  ;— Ministerial  SUte- 
ment,  882,  885 
Passenger  Acts— Emigrant  Ships,  1877 
Post  Office— Telegraph  Clerks,  1200 
Supply— Local  Government  Board,  578 

Queen's    and    Lord    Treasurer's    Remem- 
brancer in  Exchequer,  Scotland,  Ao.  786 
Secret  Services,  671 

Macartney,  Mr.  J.  W.  E.,  I\irone 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 
1806,  1425,  1488,  1562,  1681 

M'CoAN,  Mr.  J.  0.,  Wieklow 
Egypt— Military  Force,  1919 
Land  I.aw  (Ireland),  8R.  180 
Law  and  Justice— Sentences  in  Criminal  Cases, 
1720 

Macdonald,  Mr.  A.,  Stafford 

Explosives    Act — Regulation    as    to    Miners 

making  Cartridges  in  their  Homes,  1715 
Land    Law    (Ireland) — The    Lordf    Amend- 
ments, 1981 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lordf  Amendts.  Consid. 
1568 


Maofarlane,  Mr.  D.  H.,  Carlow  Co, 

Crime  (England  and  Wales) — Return  of  As- 
saults with  Violence,  1914 

Ireland — Peace  Preservation  Act,  1881 — Gun 
Licences,  1580 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Consid.  el,  47»  49  ;  cL  51, 
58 ;  Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  1449,  1556 ; 
Lords  Reasons  and  Amendts.  Consid.  1977 

Law  and  Justice — Outrage  upon  the  Person, 
Res.  1000,  1005 

Law  and  Police — Cruelty  to  Animals  Preven- 
tion Act — Cruelty  to  a  Donkey,  1025 

Navy  Estimates — Military  Pay  and  Allow- 
ances, 1140 

Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh^,  1208 

Supply — Local  Government  Board,  «o.  594 

Mao  Iyer,  Mr.  D.,  Birkenhead 

Commercial  Treaty  with  France  (Negotiations), 

1541 
French  Commercial   Treaty,   Motion   for  an 

Address,  1814 

MoKenka,  Sir  J.  N.,  Toughal 

Irish  Fisheries,  Res.  196 

Land   Law  (Ireland),  Consid.  el.  44,  40,  45; 

Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  1506 
Parliament  —  Public     Business  —  Ministerial 

Sutement,  884 
Parliament— Privilege— Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Res. 

706 

McLaren,  Right  Hon.  J.,  (Lord  Ad- 
Yocate),  Edinburgh 
Parliament  —  Public     Business  —  Ministerial 

Sutement,  874 
Summary  Procedure  (Scotland)  Amendment, 

Comm.  el.  8,  Amendt.  101  ;  cl.  4,  102 
Supply— Board  of  Lunacy  in  Scotland,  750 
Courts  of  Law  and  Justice,  dsc.  in  Soot- 

Und.  1098,  1099 
Lord  Advocate's  Department,  Ac.  in  Soot- 
land,  1092,  1095 

Maoliyer,  Mr.  P.  S.,  Plymouth 

Army— Auxiliary  Forces — Yolunteer  Review 

at  Windsor— Reports,  29 
Navy— II. M.S.  "  Atalanta."  1851 

Navy  and  Dockyard  Officers,  1185 
Navy  Estimates — Half-Pay,  Ac.  to  OflScers  of 
the  Navy  and  Marines,  1189 

Maoniao,  Mr.  C,  Bedford 

Art  and  Industrial  Museums,  Res.  1254,  1256 
Bills  of  Exchange,  2R.  1462 
Parliament — Public  Business,  1726 
Supply — British  Museum,  1888 

Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum,  1087 
Police  in  Counties  and  Boroughs  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  with  Police  in  Scotland, 
1076 
Prisons,  England,  1088 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools,  Great 

Britain,  1086 
Science  and  Art  Department,  So,  1882 

Kaintenance  of  Childreft  Bill 

(Mr.  Hopwood,  Mr.  T>\o1l«\«AM^^^ 
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Ma:^ins,  Colonel  W.  T.,  Esiex^  8. 

Churchwardens  (Admission),  2R.  1520 
Parliament— Pririlege— Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Res. 
718 

Malta — Petition  for  Reforms 

Question,  Mr.  Anderson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Court- 
ney Aug  8,  1203 

Mannebs,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.  B., 

Leicester  shire  f  N. 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 

Amendt.    1427,   U28,  1474,    1498  ;    Lords 

Reasons  and  Amendts.  Consid.  1068 
Parliament  —  Public     Business  —  Ministerial 

Sutement,  385 
Parliament— PriTilege— Mr.  Bradlaugh,   Res. 

710 
Seizure  of  EzplostTO  Machines  at  Liverpool, 

007 

Mablbobough,  Duke  of 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  478 ;  Gomm.  0/.  10, 
075 

Married  Women's  Property  {re-eommiued) 
Bill 

{Mr,  Hinde  Palmer^  Sir   Gabriel  Ooldnef/,  Mr. 

Jacob  Bright,  Mr.  Horace  Davey) 
e,  BiU  withdrawn  •  Aug  15  [Bill  106] 

Mabtin,  Mr.  P.,  Kilkenny  Co, 

Land  Law  (^Ireland),  Consid.  cl.  44,  40  ;  Lords 
Amendts.  Consid.  1557  ;  Lords  Reasons  and 
Amendts.  Consid.  1077 

Mabum,  Mr.  E.  P.  M.,  Kilkenny  Co, 
Ireland,  State  of — Maiming  of  Cattle  in  Co. 

Kilkenny,  1012 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Consid.  el,  44.  30  ;  el.  40, 

Amendt.  51 ;  Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  1306, 

1405 

Master,  Mr.  T.  W.  0.,  Cirencester 
Army  Estimates — Militia  and  Militia  Reserve, 
834 

Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E.,   JFigton 

Army  Estimates— Militia  and  Militia  Reserve, 

887 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  03,  06 

Mercantile  Marine 
lAghUhips  and  Lighthouses —  Telegraphic  Com- 
munication, Question,  Mr.  Akers-Douglas  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain  Attg  2,  565 
The  "  City  of  Mecca"  Question,  Mr.  Ander- 
son ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Aug  11, 
1524 

Merchant  Seamen^s  Pensions 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Aug  1,  To 

leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  *'  in  the 

opinion   of  this   House,  the    grant   to   the 

Greenwich   Hospital  Fund  should   \uc\ud« 

widows  whose  husbands  conlribuled  lo  Wi« 


Merehant  Seamen's  Pensions-~eoni, 

fund,  and  merchant  seamen  now  in  reoeipt 
of  the  Mercantile  Marine  Fund  Pensions" 
{Mr,  Oourley)  v.,  807 ;  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  words,  Ac. ;  **  after  short  debate, 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Merchant  Shipping  {Experiments  on  Steel) 
Question,  Mr.  Dillwyn ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cham- 
berlain Aug  4,  840 

Merchant  Shipping  Acts — Emigrant  Ships 
Question,  Mr.    J.   G.  Talbot ;   Answer,  Mr. 
Chamberlain  Attg  0, 1381 

Metallic  Mines  (Qunpowder)  Bill 

{The  Earl  of  Dalhousie) 

I,  Committee  *  ;  Report  July  28        (No.  160) 
Read3**/u/y20 
Royal  Assent  Aug  1      [44  di  45  Vict.  0.  26] 

Metropolis 

MlSClLLANXOUS    QuSSTIOHS 

Fires,  Question,  Mr.  Firth  ;  Answer,  Sir  Wil- 
liam Harcourt  Aug  8,  1108 

Public  HeaUh^SmaU  Pox,  Question,  Mr. 
Henry  Allen  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Dodson  Aug  0, 
1384  x-^ Hospital  Ships  on  the  River  Thames, 
Questions,  Baron  Henry  De  Worms;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Dodson  Aug  8,  1202 

The  Parks^Cost  of  Watering  Byde,  St. 
James*s,  and  the  Green  Parks,  Question, 
Mr.  Lowther;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevro 
July  28,  16  ;— Proposed  Park  for  Padding, 
ton,  Question,  Sir  Thomas  Chambers  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  Aug  8,  1 106 

Water  Supply,  Question,  Observations,  The 
Bishop  of  London  ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  Dal- 
housie ;  short  debate  thereon  July  20,  100 ; 
—  The  Grand  Junction  Water  Company, 
Question,  Sir  Henry  Holland  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Dodson  Aug  8,  1201 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Money) 

Bill         ( The  Lord  Thurlow) 
I,  Read  1**  July  28  (No.  186) 

Moved,    '•  That   the    Bill  be    now   read   2'^ " 

Aug  0,  1365 ;  Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2* 
Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select 

Committee"  {The  Earl   De   La    Warr) ; 

after  short  debate,  on  question,  resolved  in 

the  negative 
Committee  ;  Report,  after  short  debate  Aug  11, 

1508 
Read3»*i4M^12 

Metropolitan  Open   Spaces   Act  (1877) 
Amendment  Bill 

{The  Lord  Mount  Temple) 

I.  Read  2'  July  28,  0  (No.  164) 

Committee*  July  20 

Report  ^  Aug  I 
.      Read3**i4u^2 
\     ^islLKiMtX  AugW    \VV«b\&  V^ie(.Q.34I 
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Meiropolitan  Vestry  Accounts — The  Pad^ 
dington  Vestry 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Firth  ;    Answer,  Mr.   Dodson 
Aug  8, 1199 

MiDLBTON,  Viscount 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  503 

MiLBANK,  Mr.  F.  A.,  TorJi,  N,R. 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  SR.  178 

Mnrro,  Earl  of 

Ministers  Stipends,  dco.  (Scotland),  Address 
for  a  Return,  103 

MoLLOY,  Mr.  B.  C,  King^s  Co, 

Army  Organization — New  Royal  Warrant — 
Pnrohase  Captains,  559 

MovoKy  Viscount 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  473;  Comm.  el,  7, 
936  ;  el.  9,  Araendt.941  ;  el.  23,979  ;  el.  31, 
982;  Report,  <r/.  31,  1177 

Monk,  Mr.  0.  J.,  Gloucester  City 
Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment,  Comm. 

1520 
Churchwardens  (Admission),  2R.  1520 
Commercial  Treaty  with  France  (Negotiations), 

124 
Parliament  —  Public    Business,    Ministerial 

Statement,  374 
Parliament  (Half-past  Twelve  Rule), Res.  1519 
Sues  Canal  (British  Directors),  1163,  1164 

MoNTEAOLE,  Lord 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  303 

MooRE,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Clonmel 

Army  (India)  —  Roman   Catholic  Chaplains, 

1710 
Ireland  —  Poor  Law  —  Limerick  and  Belfast 

Workhouses,  564 
Passenger  Acts — Emigrant  Ships,  1871 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  83,  92 
Local  Government  Board,  224 

Morgan,  Eight  Hon.  G.  Osborne  (Judge 
Advocate  General),  Denbighshire 

Regulation  of  the  Forces,  Comm.  439  ;  cl.  20, 
441,  442,  443 ;  el.  23,  444,  445  ;  el,  35,  446 

MoBLET,  Earl  of 

Army — Auxiliary  Forces — Militia — Memoran- 
dum of  June,  1881, 1375 

MoTTNT  Edqoumbe,  Earl  of 

Customs  Department — Officers  at  Outports, 
1706 

MoTTNT  Temple,  Lord 

MetropoliUn  Board  of  Works  (Money),  Comm. 

el.  14,  1510 
MetropoliUn  Open  Spaces  Act  (1877)  Amend- 


MuKDELLA,  Bifflit  Hon.  A.  J.  (Vice  Pre- 
sident of  tne  Committee  of  Oouncil 
on  Education),  Sheffield 
Art  and  Industrial  Museums,  Res.  1257,  1265 
Charitable  TrusU— Burkstonele-Willows*  Cha- 
rities, 1913 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)    Acts — Cattle 

Disease  in  Russia,  30,  850 
Education  Department — Miscellaneous  Ques- 
tions 
Elementary  Schools — Grants  for  Drawing, 

851 
Examiners,  1721 
Extension  of  the  New  Code  to  Scotland, 

1919 
Highworth  School  Board,  1536 
Intermediate  and  Higher  Education  (Wales), 

Report  of  the  Commission,  992 
New  Code,  997,  1724,  1725 
Revised    Code,    Departmental    Statement, 

1210 
Teachers'  Pensions,  26 
Technical  Education— The  Report,   1167, 
1534 
Endowed  Schools  Act— The  Hulme  Trust,  28 
Endowed   Schools   Commissioners  —  Christ's 

HospiUl,  836,  837 
Science  and  Art  Department,  South  Kensing- 
ton, Ao. — Case  of  Mr.  Goffin,  Head  Master, 
1298,  1300 
Supply — British  Museum,  1340 

Charity  Commission  for  England  and  Wales, 

208,  217 
Education,  England  and  Wales,  1320, 1321, 

1324,  1328 
Public  Education,  Scotland,  1341 
Science  and  Art  Department,  Ac.   1330, 
1333,  1336 

National  Debt  Bill        (^r.  Chaneelhr  of  the 
Exchequer,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) 

c.  Resolutions  in  Committee  Aug  1,  450 

Resolutions  reported  Aug  2,  692 ;  after  short 
debate.  Resolutions  agreed  to  ;  Bill  ordered  ; 
read  10  •  [BiU  236] 

Read  2*^  • -4u^  5 
Committee  ;  Report,  after  short  debate  Aug  8, 

1343 
Committee  *  (on  re-eomm.) ;  Report  Aug  11 

[Bill  243] 
Question,  Mr.  J.  G.  Hubbard  ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Gladstone  Aug  12, 1725 
Read  3S  after  short  debate  Aug  12,  1817 
I,  Read  1»*  (Lord  Thurlow)  Aug  15  (No.  213) 


Navy 

MiSClLLANXOUS   QuXSTIOIfS 

H.M.S.  **  Atalanta,"  Observations,  Mr.  Jen- 
kins ;  debate  thereon  Aug  13, 1835 

S.M.S.  **  Inflexible  "  Question,  Captain  Ayl- 
mer ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Aug  4,  844 

The  Admiralty  "The  Firtt  Lord  oj  the  Admi* 
rally f  Question,  Sir  II.  Drummond  Wolff; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Aug  12,  1718 

The  Disofters  to  the  Shetland  Fishermen, 
Questions,  Mr.  Gourley,  Mr.  Laing ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Trevelyan  Julif  29^  Vi% 

Torpedo    BoaU,  V4^«a\:vwi,  ^%»V^\sv  K^\vsax\ 
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Natt— oont. 

Navy  and  Doekya/rd  Officera,  Obserfationt,  Sir 

H.  DrommoDd  Wolff;  Reply,  Mr.  Trevel- 

jan ;  short  debate  thereon  Aug  6,  1133 
Oficen  on  Leave,  Qaestion,  Colooel  Kennard  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Treveljan  Aug  12,  1719 
Promotion  —  LietUenantt,    Observations,    Sir 

John  Haj  Aug  6,  1110 
The   Position  of  Navigaiingl  and  Warrant 

Officers,  Question,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff; 

Answer.  Mr.  Treveljan  Atig  15,  1931 
The  Coastguard  Service,  Question,  Sir  John 

Hay ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  July  28,  26 
The  Royal   Marines,  Question,    Sir    llenrj 

Fletcher ;   Answer,  Mr.  Trevel/an  Aug  4, 

840 

I^avy  (  CadeU) 
Amendl.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Aug  3,  To 
leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add  "in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  Naval  Cadets  should 
be  appointed  at  a  more  advanced  age,  and 
that  if  they  are  chosen  by  competitive  exa- 
mination such  competition  should  be  open 
and  not  limited  for  the  purposes  of  patron- 
age" (Mr.  Oorst)  v.,  720  ;  Question  pro- 
posed, "  That  the  words,  &o.;"  after  short 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

jNavy  (^Sobriety) 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Aug  13,  To 
leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add  "in  the 
'  opinion  of  this  House,  it  will  promote  good 
conduct  and  sobriety  among  the  men  and 
boys  of  the  Royal  Navy  if  the  spirit  ration 
were  henceforth  discontinued,  and  some 
equivalent  given,  equal  to  the  value  of  the 
spirit  ration,  in  the  form  of  improved  dietary 
or  increased  wages"  (Mr.  Caine)  v.,  1821  ; 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words,  Ac. ; " 
after  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

yavy  and  Army  Expenditure^  1879-80 
Considered    in    Committee — Balances    unex- 
pended in  respect  of  Votes  for  Navy  and 
Army  Services  Aug  15,  2012  ;  after  short 
debate,  Resolutions  agreed  to 

Nelson,  Earl 

Patriotic  Fund,  2R.  11 

Newdeoatb,  Mr.  0.  N.,  Warwickshire,  N, 

French  Commercial  Treaty,  Motion  for  an 
Address,  1773 

Ireland,  State  of — Disturbance  at  New  Ross, 
834 

Knaresborough  Commission,  Res.  563 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 
1403,  1492  ;  Lords  Reasons  and  Amendts. 
Consid.  1957,  1974 

Parliament — Public  Business, Ministerial  State- 
ment, 393,  305 

Supply — Education  in  England  and  Wales, 
1321 

Trade  and   Commerce ~ Treaty  Engagements, 

NicJHOLsoN,  Mr.  W.  Newzam,  Newark 
Army  Estimates— Volunteer  Corpa  ?v}  kvA 

AllowMO^i^y  893 


NoLAKy  Major  J.  P.,  6hkcay  Co. 

Ireland — Peace  Preservation  Act,  1881 — Gun 
Licences,  1539,  1530 
Protection   of  Person  and   Property   Act, 
1881 — Relief  for  Families  of  Prisoners 
under  the  Act,  124 

Post  OfBce  (Telegraph  Department)— Weather 

ForeoasU,  1530 
Royal  University  of  Ireland,  2R.  1999,  2004 

NoBTH,  Oolonel  J.  8.,  Oxfordshire 
Army — Long  Service  Soldiers,  861 
Army  Organization— The  38th  Regiment,  1531 

NoBTHBBooK,  Earl  of  (First  Lord  of  the 

Admiralty) 
Patriotic  Fund,  2R.  10 ;  Commons  Amendta. 
Consid.  1881 


NoBTHCOTE,  Eight    Hon.    Sir  S.    H., 

Devon,  N, 

Africa  (South) — The  Transvaal — Misoellaneont 
Questions 
Murder  of  Captain  Elliott  and  Mr.  Mal- 
colm, 136.  137 
Murder  of  Dr.  Barber,  1935,  1936 
Negotiations— Convention  with  the  Boers, 
370 

India  —  Afghanistan  —  DeliMt  of  the  Ameer's 
Forces,  66 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Consid.  el.  44,  46 ;  3R- 
137;  Lords  AmendU.  Consid.  1393,  1416i 
1441,  1449,  1455  ;  Motion  for  Adjournment, 
1461,  1469,  1471,  1480,  1481  ;  Amendt. 
1488,  1490,  1491  ;  Lords  AmendU.  Consid. 
1543,  1564,  1568,  1586 ;  Lords  Reasons  and 
Amendts.  Consid.  1945,  1949,  1963,  1969 

Parliament— Public  Business,  998,  999,  1736* 
1817  ;  Ministerial  Sutement,  376 

Parliament — Privilege — Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Res. 
700,  701,  714 

Supply— Board  of  Trade,  87 

Ways  and  Means — Terminable  Annuities,  849 

NoBTHCOTB,  Mr.  H.  S.,  Exeter 

Criminal  Law — Case  of  Edmand  Galley,  1014 

NoBTON,  Lord 

Education  Department — The  Revised  Code^ 
Departmental  Statement,  1516 

O'Beibne,  Major  F.,  Zeitrim 

Ireland— Post  Office,  1911 

Prisons  Act,  1877  —  Superannuation  of 
Roman  Catholic  Chaplain  at  Carrick-on- 
Sbannon  Gaol,  1911 


O'Bbien,  Sir  P.,  Eing^s  Co. 

Army  Estimates — Administration  of  Military 

Uw,  879 
Army  Organization — 79th  Regiment,  366 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  3K.  177 ;  Lords  Amendts. 
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O'CoNWOB,  Mr.  A.,  Que&n^s  Co. 

Army  Estimates — Ghslsea^Ao.  Hospitals,  1041, 
1042 

Commissariat,    Transport,    and    Ordnance 
Stores — Wages,  &o.  905,  908 

MiliUry  Ednoation,  1031,  1035 

Misoellaneoas  Bffective  Services,  Amendt. 
1036 

Supplementary  Estimate,  Profisions,  Ac, 
1045 
Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act,  1881 — Messrs.  Morpbj  and  Cam- 
pion, Prisoners  under  the  Act,  1193, 
1194 

Prisoners  Arrested  under  the  Act,  732 

Law  and  Justice — ^Middlesex  Registry,  1534 
National  Debt,  Gomm.  1343 
Navy — Navy  and  Dockyard  Officers,  1137 
Navy  and  Army  Expenditure,  1879-80,  Gomm. 

2014 
Nayy  Estimates — Military  Pensions  and  Allow- 
ances, 1142 
Parliament— Public  Business,  370, 1209 

Public    Business,    Ministerial     Statement, 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  895 
Patriotic  Fund,  2R.  1343 
Pedlars  (Certificates),  2a.  917 
Post  Office  Pillar  Boxes,  366 
Royal  Uniyersity  of  Ireland,  2R.  2007 
Solent  Navigation  [Expenses],  1639 
Statute   Law  Revision  and  Civil   Procedure, 
Gomm.  2016 

Supply — Board  of  Superfision  for  tbe  Relief  of 
the  Poor,  &o.  Scotland,  750,  751 

Board  of  Trade,  96,  98,  99 

Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum,  1089 

Chancery  Division  of   the  High  Court  of 
Justice,  Ac.  1054 

Civil  Service  Commission,  217 

Colonial  Local  Revenue,  Ao,  Amendt.  1164, 
1165 

Colonial  Office,  73,  78 

Commissioners  in  Lunacy  in  England,  606 ; 
Amendt.  609 

Consular  Establishments  Abroad,  1160, 
1161 

Diplomatic  Services,  1143,  1146,  1147 

Exchequer  and  Audit  Department,  220 

Fishery  Board  in  Scotland,  Ac.  Amendt. 
744,  748 

Inclosure  and  Drainage  Acts — Imprest  Ex- 
penses, 218 

Law  Charges,  1046 

Local  Government  Board,  ^.  223,  224, 
581,  600,  605 

London  Bankruptcy  Court,  1068,  1069 

Lord  Advocate's  Department,  Ac.  in  Scot- 
land, 1094,  1098 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Ac.  753,  756, 
757,  758 

Lord  Privy  Seal,  81 

Mint,  including  Coinage,  615 ;  Amendt^ 
616,  617 

Miscellaneous,  Charitable,  and  other  Allow- 
ances, 1 167 

Miscellaneous  Expenses,  1168,  1169 

Mixed  Commissions  Established  under  the 
Treaties  with  Foreign  Powers,  Ac. 
Amendt.  1162, 1163 

National  Debt  Office,  617 

Patent  Office,  621,  622,  627,  628 

Pplioo  Cqutu,  Loudgn  and  SU«nMM»  1071 
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O'CovvoB,  Mr.  A.— tfofif. 

Police  in  Counties  and  Boroughs  In  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  with  Police  in  Scotland, 
1072 

Prisons  (Scotland),  1100 

Public  Works  Loans  Commission,  630 

Queen's  and  Lord  Treasurer's  Remem- 
brancer in  Exchequer,  Scotland,  Ac.  736, 
740 

Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools,  Great 
Britain,  1085 

Registrar  General's  Office  (England),  636 

Relief  of  Distressed  British  Seamen  Abroad, 
1167 

Science  and  Art  Department,  Ae,  Amendt. 
1333,  1336,  1337 

Secret  Services,  662,  679 

Stationery  and  Printing,  639 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature,  &e,  Amendt. 
1065,  1066, 1067 

Woods, '  Forests,  and  Land  Revenues,  Ac. 
653,  654,  655,  656 

Works  and  Public  Buildings,  656 
Universities  (Scotland)  Registration  of   Par- 
liamentary Voters,  &o.  2R.  918,  920,  921 

O'OoNNOE,  Mr.  T.  p.,  Oalwajf 

Army   Estimates  —  Commissariat,  Transport, 
and  Ordnance  Stores — Wages,  &o.  908 
Volunteer  Corps  Pay  and  Allowances,  901 
Ireland — Borough  of  Galway — Freeman's  Roll, 
1912 
Protection  of  Person  and   Property   Act, 
1881 — Messrs.    Murphy    and    Campion, 
Prisoners  under  the  Act,  1194  ; — Thomas 
Connely,  a  Prisoner  under  the  Aot,  36, 
87 
Ireland,    State    of —  The   Magistracy  —  Mr. 

Clifford  Lloyd,  R.M.  Res.  1132 
Irish  Fisheries,  Res.  197 
Land  I>aw  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Gonsid. 
1415,  1483,  1556,  1576,  1584,  1604,  1622, 
1631,    1633,    1634 ;     Lords    Reasons    and 
AmendU.  Consid.  1932,  1955,   1979,  1992, 
1998 
Merchant    Shipping    Acts — Emigrant    Ships, 

1381 
Parliament  —  Order  —  Suspension    of    Mr. 
O'Kelly,  871 
Public  Business,  999 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh^,  1209 
Royal  University  of  Ireland,  2R.  Motion  for 

Adjournment,  1999,  2004 
Statute  Law   Revision  and   Civil  Procedure, 

Gomm.  2016 
Supply — Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court 
of  Justice,  Ae.  1064 
Consular  Establishments  Abroad,  Ac.  1158 
Convict  Establishments  in  England  and  the 

Colonies,  1080,  1081 
Diplomatic  Services,  1144 
Fishery  Board  in  Scotland,  dco.  745,  746 
Local  (lovernment  Board,  598 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Ao,  754 
Police  in  Counties  and  Boroughs  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  with  Police  in  Scotland, 
1078 
Queen's    and    Lord    Treasurer's   Remem- 
brancer in  Exchequer,  Ao,  Scotland,  736 
Report,  1344,  1345 
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O'CoNOB,  Mr.  D.  M.,  8Ugo  Co. 
Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act,  1881— Messrs.   M'Donough  and    Finn, 
Prisoners  under  the  Act,  825 

O'DoNKELL,  Mr.  F.  n.,  Dungarvan 
Army  Medical  Department — Hospital  Quarter- 
masters, 27 
India — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Afghanistan  (Military  Operations),  368 
Charges  against  Hyat  Khan,  365 
Finance,  Ac. — Annuities  and  Furlough  Pay, 

362 
Outbreak  of  Prisoners,  862 
Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act,   1881 — Patrick   Slattery,    a    Prisoner 
under  the  Act,  22 
Ireland,  State  of— Disturbance  at  New  Ross, 

834 
Irish  Fisheries,  Res.  109 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Gonsid. 
1418 ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1580,  1603, 
1605,  1612,  1615,  1634  ;  Lords  Reasons  and 
Amendts.  Consid.  1933,   1949,  1956,   1971, 
1973,  1976,  1980,  1994, 1998 
Parliament  —  Order  —  Suspension    of   Mr. 
0' Kelly,  876 
Public    Business— Ministerial    Statement, 
391 
Parliament — Priyilege — Mr.   Bradlaugh,  Res. 

714 
Passenger  Acts — Emigrant  Ships,  1865 
Regulation  of  the  Forces,  Comm.  440  ;  cl,  35, 

446  ;  d.  48,  449 
Royal  University  oi  Ireland,  2R.  2001,  2008 
Russia  in  Central  Asia,  434 
Science  and  Art  Department,  South  Kensing- 
ton, Ac. — Case  of  Mr.  Groffln,  Head  Master, 
1295 
Supply — Local  Government   Board,  dsc.  223, 
224,  585,  595 
Miscellaneous,  Charitable,  and  other  Allow- 

ances,  Great  Britain,  1168 
Secret  Services,  665,  667 

O'Hagan,  Lord  (Lord  Ohancellor  of  Lre- 
land) 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.   270,  271  ;  Comm. 

cl,  1,  786  ;  d.  12,  945  ;  Report,  1170 
Leases  ior  Schools  (Ireland),  2R.  1372,  1373 

O'Kelly,  Mr.  J.y  Hoscammon 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections — Boston  Elec- 
tion, 30 

Ireland — Peace  Preservation  Act,  1881 — Mr. 
Matthew  Harris,  a  Prisoner  under  the  Act, 
37 

Ireland,  State  of  —  The  Magistracy  —  Mr. 
Clifford  Lloyd,  R.M.  Res.  1130,  1131 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 
1408,  1678,  1629 

Supply — Miscellaneous,  Charitable,  and  other 
Allowances,  Great  Britain,  1168 

Onslow,  Mr.  D.  R.,  Guildford 

East    India     Revenue     Accounts,    Financial 

Statement,  850 
Jodia — Afghanistan — Defeat   of   the   Ameer's 
Forces,  67 
Tlw  Wwm,  1916 

\jBOWt, 


OvsLow,  Mr.  D.  R. — eotU, 

Pedlars  (Certificates),  Comm.  1819 
Russia  in  Central  Asia,  434 
Supply — Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum, 
1087 

OBAin^ORE  ATiTD  Browne,  Lord 

Ecclesiastical  Courts  Regulation,  Comm.  1501, 

1504, 1505  :  cl.  4,  1507 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  1,  773  ;  d.  4. 

789  :  d.  7,  936,  941 

O'Shba,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Clare 

Army  Estimates— Militia  and  Militia  Reserr*, 

894 
Ireland  ~ Poor  Law — Irregularity  in  Kilmsh 
Workhouse,  Co.  Clare.  116 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  Act, 
1881 — Messrs.  Crotty  and   Marsh,  Pri- 
soners under  the  Act,  116 
Trade  and  Commerce — Spanish  Custom  House, 
17 

O'SuLLivAN,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Limeriek  Co, 
Ireland,    State    of—  The    Magistracy  —  Mr. 

Clifford  Lloyd,  R.M.  Res.  1121 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 

Amendt.  1497,  1498,  1558 

Otway,  Mr.  A.  J.,  RoehMter 

Army  Estimates — Military  Education,  1035 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  88 

Paoifio^  Islands  of  the — Jurisdietion  of  the 
High  Commissioner  of  Polynesia 
Observations,  Sir  John  Hay,  Sir  Henry  Hol- 
land :  Reply,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Aug  5,  1018 

PaoeT)  Mr.  E.  H.,  Somersetshire ,  Mid 
Army — Barrack  Sergeants,  825 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  91 
United   States  of   America — Reports   of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  824 

Palliser,  Sir  W.,  Taunton 

Land   Law  ( Ireland)— Clause   25 — Purchases, 

1927 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870— The 

Royal  Commission — Report  and  Evidence, 

1203,  1929,  1930 

Palmer,  Mr.  G.,  Reading 

Education   Department — Rlementary   Schools 
— Grants  for  Drawing,  851 

Palmer,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Lincoln 

Patent  Museum — Gifts  of  Models  of  Inven- 
tions, 1531 
Supply — London  Bankruptcy  Court,  1069 

Patent  Office,  617 
Tripoli — Consular  Jurisdiction,  1378 


Parker,  Mr.  0.  8.,  Perth 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 

1420 
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LORDS— 

Palace  of  Westminster — Publie  Improvements 
near  St.  MargareCs  Chttrch,  Qaeition,  Ob- 
serTatioDB,  Lord  Laraington;  Reply,  The 
Earl  of  Kimberley  July  29,  107 

Private  Bills 
SUnding  Orders  Nos.  23,  33,  91,  lU,  115, 
116,  117,  and  140*  considered  and  amended, 
and  to  be  printed  as  amended  Aug  1 1 

(No.  167) 

Business  of  the  Bouse 
Ordered,  That  for  the  remainder  of  the  Ses- 
sion the  Bills  which  are  entered  for  con- 
sideration on  the  Minutes  of  the  day  shall 
have  the  same  precedence  which  Bills  have 
on  Tuesdays  and  Thursdays  {Tfie  Earl  of 
Redesdale)  Aug  12 

COMMONS— 
Order 

Motions  of  Adjournments  at  Question  Time, 
Question,  Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone Aug  4,  851 
Suspension  of  Mr,  (yKelly^  Observations,  Mr. 
Parnell  ,*  Reply,  Mr.  Gladstone ;  short  de- 
bate thereon  Aug  4,  862 

Order — Suspension  of  9  Member 
Mr.  Spbakbb  having  Named  Mr.  Parnell  as 
having  been  repeatedly  cautioned  by  him  for 
making  use  of  un- Parliamentary  and  im- 
proper language.  Moved,  '*  That  Mr.  Parnell 
be  suspended  from  the  service  of  the  House 
during  the  remainder  of  this  day's  Sitting  " 
(Mr.  Oladsione)  Aug  I,  390  ;  Question  put  ; 
A.  131,  N.  14 ;  M.  17  (D.  L.  346) 

Rules  and  Orders 

Petitions^  The  Bradlaugh  Petitions,  Questions, 
Observations,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,  Mr.  Tho- 
rold  Rogers ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  Forster 
-4«^6, 1107 

Privilege 
Mr.  Bradlaugh — New   Writ  for  Northampton, 

Questions,  Sir   Wilfrid   Lawson ;   Answers, 

Mr.  Speaker  Aug  4,  852 
Alleged  Disorderly  Conduct  of  a  Member  of 

the  Bouse  within  its  Precincts,  Observations, 

Mr.  Labouohere,  Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler  Aug  5, 

995 

Business  of  the  Mouse  and  Publie  Business 
Order  of  Supply,  Questions,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor,  Sir  John  Hay,  Mr.  Callan  ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Gladstone  July  28,  34  ; — Eduec^ 
tional  Endowments  {Scotland)  Bill,  Question, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone Aug  1,  370 ; — A  Saturday  Sitting, 
Observation,  Mr.  Gladstone  Aug  4,  843  ; — 
Order  of  Supply,  Observations,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone ;  short  debate  thereon  Aug  5,  998  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  W.  U.  Smith,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor,  Mr.  Healy;  Answers,  Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish,  Mr.  Gladstone  Aug  8, 
1209  ;—The  Navy  Estimates,  Question,  Sir 
John  Hay ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Aup  11, 
1541  i—'ArratMement  of  Publie  Business, 
Statement,  Mr.  Gladstone;  short  debate 
thereon  Aug  12, 1795;— /ri«A  Church  Act 
Amendment  Bill,  Quostron,  Mr.  Callan ;  An* 
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PiBLUMiirr — Commons— £tmiiM«  of  the  House 
and  Publie  Business — cent. 

swer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Aug  12,  1728;— 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill,  Observations,  Mr. 
Gladstone,  Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot,  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote  Aug  12,  1816 

Foreign  Legislative  Assemblies  (Oaths  and 
Procedure),  Question,  Mr.  Labouohere  ;  An* 
swer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Aug  12,  1714 

Mr,  Bradlaugh— Threatened  Meeting  in  Tra- 
falgar Square,  Question,  Mr.  Warton ;  An- 
swer, Sir  William  Haroourt  July  29,  119 

Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Labouohere,  Mr.  Gibson,  Mr. 
Maofarlane,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Gladstone,  Mr.  Speaker,  Mr.  Labou- 
chere  Aug  8,  1207; — LegisUuion,  Question, 
Mr.  Tbomasson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
Aug  11,  1539 

The  Bouse  of  Commons — Conduct  of  Publie 
Business — New  Rules,  Question,  Mr.  Rath- 
bone  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Aug  5,  994 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections — The  Boston 
Election — The    Crown  Prosecutions,  Ques- 
tion,  Mr.   O'Kelly;    Answer,   Sir   William 
Haroourt  July  28,  30 

Reported  Magistrates,  Questions,  Mr.  Ander- 
son, Mr.  T.  Collins,  Mr.  He^y,  Mr.  J. 
Co  wen ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General 
Aitg  1,360 

Suspension  of  Corrupt  Boroughs,  Question, 
Mr.  T.  Collins  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral ^u^  2,560 

Parliament — Election  Petitions  and  Cor- 
rupt  Practieee    at   JSleetione  Act — 
Knareshorouffh  Commission 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Aug  2,  To 
leave  out  from  **  That/'  and  add  *<  in  the 
opinion  of   this  House,    having  regard  to 
statements  of  the  Royal  Commissioners,  it 
is  not  in  accordance  with  justice  nor  with 
the  policy  of  the  Act  of  31  and  32  Vic.  o. 
125,  that  the  cost  of  this  inquiry  should  be 
borne  by  the  ratepayers  of  the  borough  of 
Knaresborough "  (Mr,   Thomas  Collins)  v,, 
560 ;  Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words, 
Ac.  ;'*    after  short  debate,    Amendt.  with- 
drawn 

Parliament — Privilege — Mr,  Bradlaugh 
Moved,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
the  Resolution  of  the  House  passed  10th 
May  last,  'That  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  do 
remove  Mr.  Bradlaugh  from  the  House,  until 
he  shall  engage  not  further  to  disturb  the 
proceedings  of  the  House,'  meant  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  should  not  come  within  the  outer 
door  of  this  Chamber,  and  did  not  give  any 
power  to  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  to  hinder  him 
from  entering  and  remaining  in  all  or  any 
other  portions  of  this  edifice,  and  that  there- 
fore the  Serjeant  at  Arms  and  the  OflBcers  of 
the  House  acting  under  him,  in  excluding 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  from  such  other  portions  of 
the  edifice,  acted  without  the  authority  of 
this  House,  and  in  so  doing  interfered  with, 
the  DvifUe||«%  Ss^vraaX.  \\v  Vk»a$Q«vfiKv^  tk\ 
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Parliament^Privilfff& — Mr.  Bradlaugh^^eoni. 

be  depriTed  without  a  Resolution  of  this 
House  to  that  effect"  {Mr,  Labauchere) 
AtsgS,  695 

After  debate,  Amendt.  to  leave  out  from 
"  That/'  and  add  "  this  House  approves  the 
action  of  Mr.  Speaker  and  of  the  Officers  of 
this  House  acting  under  his  orders"  {Sir 
Henry  Holland) ;  Question  proposed,  "  That 
the  words,  Ac. ; "  after  further  short  de- 
bate,  Question  put ;  A.  7,  N.  191 ;  M.  184 
(D.  L.  851) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  '  this 
House  approves  the  action  of  Mr.  Speaker 
and  of  the  Officers  of  this  House  acting 
under  his  orders '  be  there  added  ;"  after 
short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to 

Parliament — Puhlie  Business 

Question,  Mr.  Ashmead  Bartlett ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gladstone  Attg  1,  373 

Moved,  "  That  for  the  remainder  of  the  Session 
Orders  of  the  Day  have  precedence  of  Notices 
of  Motions  on  Tuesday,  Government  Orders 
having  priority,  and  that  Government  Orders 
have  priority  on  Wednesiiay"  {Mr,  Olad- 
slone) ;  after  short  debate,  Moved,  "  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  {Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)',  Question  put, and  negatived 

Original  Question  put;  A.  Ill,  N.  12  ;  M.  99 
(D.  L.347) 

ParUameni — Puhlie    Business    (Mialf-pasi 

Twelve  Rule) 
Order  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  there- 
upon [drd  May]  read  Aug  11,  1519 ;  Moved, 
"  That  the  Order  be  discharged  "  {Mr,  Monk); 
Motion  agreed  to ;  Order  discharged 

PaRTJAMKNT — HOXTSE  OF  LOBDS 

8at  First 
Aug  l^The  Lord  Fingall,  after  the  death  of 

his  father 
ilu^l5— The  Earl  of  Harrington,  after  the 
death  of  his  father 

Parliamentary  Eevision  (Dablin  County) 

Bill  {Mr,  Attomeg  General  for  Ireland^ 
Mr,  Solicitor  Oeneralfor  Ireland) 

e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  Aug  8  [BUI  208] 

Pabwell,  Mr.  0.  8.,  Cork 
Army   Estimates — Volunteer   Corps   Pay  and 

Allowances,  900 
Ireland— Miscellaneous  Questions 

Crops  in  Munster — Harvest  Labour,  848 
Law  and  Justice — Case  of  Margaret  Cole- 
man, 25  ;— Cumulative  Sentences,  24,  25. 
Peace  Preservation   Act,   1881 — Gun    Li- 
cences, 22 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Consid.c/.  45, 39  ;  Amendt. 
43,  44,  47 ;  el,  49,  51  ;  Amendt.  52 ;  el.  53, 
Amendt.  60  ;  Lords  AmendU.  Consid.  1390  ; 
Amendt.  1392,  1396,  1397,  1408,  1409, 1412, 
1427.  1429,  1433,  1442.  1445,   1448,  1495, 
1496,  1497,  1555,  1582,    1597,  1606,  1621, 
1635  ;  Lords  Reasons  and  Amendts.  Consid. 
1932,  1940,  1945,  1947,  1953,  1^^4,1^*1%; 
Aiuctidt.  VJ7\,  1078,  1000, 1901 


Pabvill,  Mr.  G.  S. — cant. 

Parliament  —  Order  —  Suspension    of   Mr. 
0' Kelly,  862,  866,  868 
Public    Business,    Ministerial    Statement, 
385,  388,  389,  390 
Supply — Lord  Advocate's  Department,  Ac.  in 
Scotland,  1094 

Passenger  Acts — Emigrant  Ships 

Observations,  Mr.  O'Donnell,  Mr.  A.  Moore; 
Reply,  Mr.  Chamberlain  Aug  13,  1865 

[House  counted  out] 


Patent  Muneum^  The — Gifts  of  Models  of 

Inventions 
Question,  Mr.  Hinde  Palmer  ;   Answer,  Mr. 
Chamberlain  Aug  11,  1531 

Patbiok,  ^t,  R.  W.  CooHBAN-,  Ayrshire^ 
N. 

Supply — Local  Government  Board,  Ac.  Amendt. 
569,571,574 

Patriotic  Fund  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Earl  of  Northhrook) 

L  Read  2*,  after  short  debate  July  28,  10 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  29        (No.  183) 

Read  3*  *  Aug  1 
e.  Read  l^*  •  {Mr,  Childen)  Aua  6     fBill  240] 

Read  2^,  after  short  debate  Aug  S,  1343 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Aug  10 

Considered  * ;  read  S*  Aug  11 
I.  Commons  Amendts.  oonsidered,  and  agreed  to : 
Question,  Viscount  Sidmouth  ;  Answer,  The 
Earl  of  Northhrook  Aug  15, 1881 

Pease,  Mx.  A.,  JFhiibff 

China— The  Opium  Trade,  1711 
Peddie,  Mr.  J.  DioK-,  Kilmamoek^  j*c. 

Chelsea  Hospital— Burials,  1913 
Supply — Fishery  Board  in  Scotland,  &e,  747 
Prisons,  Scotland,  1100 
Queen's   and    Lord    Treasurer's    Remem- 
brancer in  Exchequer,  Scotland,  Ac.  738 
Register    House    I^partment,  Bdinborgh, 
1099 

Pedlars  (Certificates)  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Earl  of  Dalhoueie) 

I.  Committee  * :  Report  July  28        (No.  163) 

Read3''*/u;y  29 
e.  Read  1*  •  {Mr,  Courtney)  Aug  1    [Bill  234] 
Read  2o,  after  short  debate  Aug  4,  917 
Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  "  Aug  12, 
1818  ;    afier  short  debate.  Question  put  ( 
A.  80,  N.  8  ;  M.  72  (D.  L.  385) ;  Committee ; 
Report ;  read  8® 
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\Km  isA  3iMtiA«— The  Magistracy — Mr.  R.  P. 
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PmcBsoxE,  Earl  of 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d,  i,  Amendt. 
79S;  eL  1,  Amendt  811,933;  01.12,946; 
Report,  et,  8,  Amendt.  1172 ;  e/.  21,  Amendt. 
1174 ;  Commons  Amendts.  to  Lords  Amendts. 
Consid.  1672 ;  Amendt.  1686 

FjRTZAKOE,  Lord 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm;  elt  12,  946 

Peboy,  Bight  Hon.   Earl,  Nbrthumher' 

land,  N. 

Army  Estimates— Militia  and  Militia  ReserTe, 
881,  896 

P&ru — Rohhwy  of  Jewellery,  ire,  from  the 
British  Vice  Consulate  at  Lima 
Question,  Mr.  Alexander  M'Artbar  ;  Answer, 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Au^  15,  1917 

Fetrolemn  (Hawldiig)  Bill  [h.l.] 

(Jfr.  Courtney) 

e.  Committee  July  29,  226  [House  ooanted  oat] 
Committee  :  Report  Aug  2,  681     [Bill  222] 
Consideration,  as  amended,  deferred,  after  short 
debate  Auy  12, 1820 

Platfaib,  Bight  Hon.  Mr.  Lvon 
(Ohairman  of  Committees  of  Ways 
and  Means  and  Deputy  Speaker), 
Edinhurgh  and  St.  Andrew^  Uhi- 
versities 
Army  Estimates — Militia,  Teomanry  Cavalr/, 

and  Volunteer  Corps,  1044 
Corrupt  Practices  (Suspension  of  Elections), 

1101 :  Schedule,  t6. 
NaTj  Estimates— Half-Pa  J,  Ac.  to  Officers  of 

the  NaTj  and  Marines,  1139 
Petroleum  (Hawkinf^),  Comm.  cL  2,  229,  682 
Supply — Commissioners  in  Lunacy  in  England, 
609 
Consular  Establishments  Abroad,  Ac.  1147, 

1148,1151,1158 
Education,  England  and  Wales,  1319 
Fishery  Board  in  Scotland,  Ao.  746 
Local  Government   Board,  Ac.   224,  571, 

581,  594,  597 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Ac.  753,  757, 

758,  759 
Lord  Priyy  Seal,  83 
Mint,  including  Expenses  of  Coinage,  616, 

617 
Paymaster  General's  Office,  630 
Queen's  and    I^rd    Treasurer's    Remem- 
brancer in  Exchequer,  Scotland,  Ac.  788 
Science  and  Art  Department,  Ac.  1335 
Secret  Services,  667,  670 
Universities  (Scotland)  Registration  of  Parlia- 
mentary Voters,  Ac.  2R.  919,  920 

Pluwket,  Eight  Hon.  D.  E.,  Dublin 
University 
Land  Law  (Ireland).  Consid.  cL  49,  52  ;  el,  53, 
65  ;  Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  1432,  1483 

Police  Superannuation  (  Great  Britain) 
Obserrations,  Colonel  Alexander  Atiff  4,  821 


Pollen  Fidiing  (Lreland)  Bill 

(Jfr.  Solieiier  General  fer  Ireland,  Mr,  Attorney 

General  for  Ireland,  Mr.   William  Edward 

Foreter) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Aug  12  [Bill  248] 

Read  2«  Aug  15,  2016 

Poor  Relief  and  Audit  of  Acconnts  (Scot- 
land) (re-committed)  Bill  (The  Lord  Ad- 
voeate,  Mr,  Solicitor  General  for  Seotland) 

e.  Report  of  Select  Comm.*  Aug  3    [No.  373]    ' 
BUI  withdrawn  •  Aug  i  [BiU  239] 

Poor  Removal  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Sir  Servey  Bruce,  Mr.  Corry,  Mr.  Zetois) 
e,  BUI  withdrawn  •  July  28  [BUI  89] 

POBTARLINOTON,  Earl  of 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  3R.  1188 

Portugal  (India)'-'The  Ooa  Treaty 

Question,  Mr.  Cartwright ;  Answer,  The  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington  Aug  9, 1386 

Post  Office 

BfisciLLAiiious  QuasnoRi 

Metropolitan  Letter  Carriers,  Question,  Mr, 
Schreiber ;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawoett  Aug  4, 
822 

Pott  Office  Pillar  Boxes,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett  Aug  I, 
366 

Postmasters — Distribution  of  War  Office  dr' 
cidar.  Question,  Mr.  Burt ;  Answer,  Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish  Julg  28,  28 

Telegraph  Department 

Greenwich  Time,  Question,  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett  Aug  1 1,  1530 

Telegraph  Clerks^  Question,  Mr.  Justin  McCar- 
thy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett  Aug  8,  1200 

Telegraph  to  Shetland,  Question,  Mr.  Laing; 
Answer,  Lord  Frederick  CaTcndish  Aug  4, 
838 

Weather  Forecasts,  Question,  Mr.  Earp  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Fawcett  Aug  9,  1379  ;  Question, 
Major  Nolan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  YKmwitAug  11, 
1530 

Telephone  Posts  and  Wires,  Question,  Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
Aug  12,  1712 

PowEB,  ^T.  J.  O'Cyonnor,  Mayo 
Ireland — Poor  Law  Kelief— Swinford   Union, 

20 
Land  Law  (Ireland).  3R.  178,  185,  187,  188 
Supply — Secret  Services,  680 

Power,  Mr.  E.,  Waterford 

Ireland— Board  of  Works,  132 

Protection  of  Person   and   Property  Act, 
1881— Prescribing  the  Citjof  W%.tAtl<c^x4> 
\% 
i     Supv^i— ^«iT«»\i  ^w^V«a,  W^>^'\^^W^ 
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POWEBSOOXTET,  VisCSOUllt 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  487  ;  Comm.  el,  t, 
028,  995  ;  d.  19,  975  ;  Commons  Amradta. 
to  Ix>rd8  Amendts.  Consid.  1664,  1682 

Presumption  of  Life  (Scotland)  Bill 

(TA*  Lord  Watson) 

I  Committee*  ;  Report  Aug  2         (No.  142) 
Committee  •^;  Report  Aug  4  (No.  197) 

Read  d»  ^  Aug  5 

'*  FHncesi    Alice  "    Catastrophe — Burial 
Expenses  of  Sufferers 
Question,  Baron  Henry  De  Worms  ;  Answer, 
Sir  William  Harcourt  Aug  11,  1622 

PuhUe  Health  —  The  Local  Oovernment 
Board 
Observations,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  Reply,  Mr.  Dod- 
Bon  ;  Obserfations,  Mr.  Warton  Aug  1,  404 

Public  Loans  (Ireland)  Remission  Bill 

[The  Lord  Thurlow) 

h  Read  2*  •  July  29  (No.  176) 

Committee  *  ;  Elcport  Aug  1 
Read  3**  Aug  2 
Royal  Assent  Aug  11    [44  A  45  Vict,  o.  32] 

Public  Works  Loans  Bill 

(JTr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^  Mr.  Dodion, 
Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) 

e.  Considered  •  July  28  [Bill  211] 

Read  3«  *  Aug  1 
I.  Read  !••  {Lord  Tkurlow)  Aug  2  (No.  196) 

Read  2*  *  Aug  8 

Committee*  ;  Report  Aug  9 

Read  3»*  Aug  11 

PuQH,  Mr.  L.  P.,  Cardiganshire 
Supply — Loeal  Government  Board,  &o.  581 
Woods,  Forests,  Ao.  Amendt.  644,  652 

« 

PuLESTON,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Devonport 
Ireland,  State  of— Release  of  Mr.  J.  Dillon, 

M.P.,  1205 
Navy— H.M.S.  "  Atalanta."  1858 

Navy  and  Dockyard  Officers,  1 134 
Navy  Estimates — Half- Pay,  Ac.  to  the  Officers 
of  Navy  and  Marines,  1138,  1139 
Military  Pensions  and  Allowances,  1141 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  1209 
Supply — Miscellaneous  Expenses,  1169 
Ways  and  Means— Inland  Revenue — Officers  of 
the  Excise  Branch,  1384 

Railways 

Continuous  Brakes^  Question,  Mr.  Lea ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Chamberlain  Ati^g  11,  1533 

The  Blackburn  Railway  Accident^  Question, 
Mr.  Briggs  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain 
Aug  9,  1387 

Bamsay,  Mr.  J.,  Falkirk,  Sfc, 

Parliament  —  Public     Business  —  Ministerial 

Statement,  378 
Supply— Local  Government  Bowd,  ^,  Wi, 
570 


Bathbone,  Mr.  W.,  Carnarvonshire 

Education    Department  —  Intermediate    and 

Higher  Education  (Wales)-- Report  of  the 

Commission,  992 
Parliament — House  of  Commons — New  Rnlat, 

994 
Science  and  Art  Department,  South  Kensinf  • 

ton,  &c. — Case  of  Mr.  Goffin,  Head  Master, 

1294 


Hbdesdale,  Earl  of  (Ohairman  of  Oom- 
mittees) 

Drainage  (Ireland)    Provisional   Order,   Bet. 

1878,  1879,  1880 
Eooleaiastioal  Courts  Regulation,  Comm.  150A 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Report,  el.  8,  1173 
Leases  for  Schools  (Ireland),  2R.  1373 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Money),  2R. 

1371 ;  Comm.  1508 
Water  Supply  (Metropolis),  113 

Bedmond,  Mr.  J.  E.,  I^ew  Rou 

Ireland — Evictions— James    Killen,    Cardens- 

town,  Co.  Heath,  20 
Ireland,  State  of— Condoot  of  Soldiers,  1909 
Disturbance  at  New  Ross,  827 ;  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  828,  832,  833,  836 
Ireland,    State    of  —  The   Magistracy  —  Mr. 

Clifford  Lloyd,  R.lf.  Res.  1129 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Oonsid. 

1579,  1604,  1627 
Supply — Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Ao.  763 

Beed,  Sir  E.  J.,  Cardiff 
Japan— .Treaty  Revision,  844 

Reformatory  Institutioiifl  (Irelaiid)  Bill 

{The  Lord  Emly) 

I,  Read  3»  •  July  28  (No.  172) 

Royal  Assent  Aug  11    [44  A  45  Ftet.  c.  29] 

Regulation  of  the  Forces  Bill 

{Mr.   Secretary    ChilderSy    The  Judge  Advocate 
General,  Mr.  Campbell' Bann&rman) 

c.  Committee  ;  Report,  after  short  debate  Aug  1, 

440  [Bill  193] 

Consideration,    as    amended,    deferred,    afier 

short  debate  Aug  5,  1100 
Consideration,    as   amended,    deferred,    after 

short  debate  Aug  8,  1312 
Consideration,  as  amended,  deferred  Aug  12, 

1817 

Removal  Terms  (Scotland)  Bill— ^^noanif 
Removal  Terms  (Burghs)  (Scotland)  Bill 

( The  Earl  of  Camperdown) 

I.  Read  2%  after  short  debate  July  28,  14 
Committee  *  Aug  4  (No.  184) 

Report  •  Aug  5  (No.  205) 

Read  3»  •  Aug  8 

cIat^^   k.\fiA\vdU«  considered,  and  agreed  to, 
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BiOHABD,  Mr.  R.,  K§rthyr  l^tMl 

Ohanoel  Islandi — The  JaUad  of  GoaniMj  and 

the  BorUl  Act,  864 
lodui — Berar — Sir  Richard    Meade  aod    Sir 

Salar  Jang,  1536 
Smpplj— Ednoatioo,  England  and  Walet,  1806 

B10HABD8OV,  Mr.  J.  N.,  Armagh  Co. 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lordi  Amendta.  Gonsid. 
1486 

BioHMOSTD  Am)  GoBDOv,  Duke  of 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Gomm.  d,  4,  789 
BrroHiB,  Captain  0.  T.,  Towir  ffamUU 

Army  Estimatea— Militia  and  Militia  Reeerye, 

889 
Gommeroial  Treatj  with  France  (Negotiations), 

1541 
French  Gommeroial    Treatj,    Motion  for  an 

Addreu,    1728,    1788,   1748,    1749,   1789, 

1803 
Law  and  Polioe — Speeoh  of  Mn.  Beaant  at 

the  Hall  of  Science,  1885 

Biver  Thames — Life-Ptea&rving  Apparatus 
on  PauMffor  Steamers 
Qnettion,  Baron  Henry  De  Worms ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Ghamberlain  Au^  11, 1532 

BivenConsenraiicyaiLd  FloodsFrerention 

(re-wmmitted)  Bill  [h.l.]    (Mir,  Ihd^on) 

f.  Qaestions,  Mr.  Heneago,  Mr.  Arthur  Arnold; 

Answers,  Mr.  Gladatono  July  38,  35 
Bill  withdrawn  •  Auj^  1  [BUI  130] 

/.  Qoestion,  The  Earl  of  Sandwich;    Answer, 

Earl  Spencer  Au^  9, 1845 

B00EB8,  Mr.  J.  E.  Thorold,  Southwark 

Parliament^  Rales  and  Orders — The    Brad- 
laugh  Petitions,  1109 
Supply— British  Museum,  1888 

Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court  of 

Justice,  Ae.  1059 
Charity    Commission    for    England    and 

Wales,  216 
CiTil  Serrice  Commission,  218 

B08SBBRY,  Earl  of 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  7,  806 
Supply — Science  and   Art  Department,    Ao. 
1331 

BossE,  Earl  of 

Land  Law  (Ireland).  Comm.  d,  84,  Amendt. 
988 

BoxTKD,  Mr.  J.,  Essex,  E. 

Army— Auxiliary   Forces — Militia  Adjutants, 
559 
Militia  Uniforms,  1197 
Army  Estimates— Militia  and  Militia  Reeerre, 

895 
Wild  Birds   Protection  Act  (1880)  Aaiend. . 
ment,  ConBifl,  d.  $,  imendt.,(^9,l  I 


Bojfol  Parks,  Sre^—Wimdeor  Park 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  28,  To 
leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add  "in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  desirable  that 
the  olurge  of  Windsor  Park  be  transferred 
from  the  Commissioners  of  Woods,  Forests, 
and  Land  Elevenues  to  the  Commissioners  of 
Her  Majesty's  Works  and  Public  Buildings  " 
{Mr,  Arthur  Arnold)  tr.,  67 ;  (Question  pro- 
posed, '<  That  the  words,  Ac. ;"  after  short 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Royal  Uniyersily  of  Lrelaad  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Lord  FHey  Seal) 

I.  Presented ;  read  l^*  Auyi  (No.  194) 

Read  2*,  after  short  debate  Aug  5,  922 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Aug  8 

Read  8^*  ^11^9 
c.  Read  !"*•  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  Aug  9 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«" 
^tf^  15,  1999 

MoTed,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  aiyourned  " 
{Mr.  T.  P.  (yCotmor) ;  after  short  debate, 
(Question  put,  and  nentiTod ;  main  (Question 
put,  and  agreed  to ;  BUI  read  2<*  [BUI  247] 

BussELL,  Mr.  0.,  Dundalk 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Gonsid. 
1459,  1479,  1552,  1602,  1607 ;  Lords  Rea- 
sons and  Amendts.  Gonsid.  1946, 1954, 1962, 
1970,  1972,  1992 

Royal  University  of  Ireland,  2R.  2000 

BussELL,  Mr.  Q.  W.  E.,  Ayleshury 

Und  Uw  (Ireland),  8R.  147 


Russta,    Foreign  Jews  in — JSSxpuJsion  of 

Mr.  L.  Lewisohn,  a  Naturaliaed  Bri' 

tish  Suhfeet 

Questions,  Baron  Henry  De  Worms ;  Answers, 

Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Au^  4,  889  ;  Au^  15, 

1927 

Russia  in  Central  Asia 

Obsenrations,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  Reply, 
The  Marquess  of  Bartington  ;  short  debate 
thereon  Aug  1,  410 

Ruenan  Advctnees,  Questions,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope, 
Viscount  Sandon  ;  Answers,  Sir  Gharies  w. 
Dilke  Auff  9, 1878 ;  Question,  Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope ;  Answer,  Sir  Gharies  W.  Dilke  Aug  12, 
1718 

ByiiANDS,  Mr.  P.,  Bumley 

Bills  of  Exchange.  2R.  1462 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Gonsid. 

1410 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  99 

Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum,  1087, 

1089 
Ghanoery  Difision  of  the  HIgb  Court  of 

Justice,  Ac.  1064 
Commissioners  in  Lunacy  in  England,  612 
Land  Registry,  1070 
Local  Government  Board,  Ac.  228,  574 
Mint,    including    Coiuife,    Amendi.  613, 
614,  615.  616 
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Saijsbttbt,  Marapefls  of 

Army — Aoxiliary  Foroet — Militia— Memoran- 

dnm  of  June,  1881,  1376, 1877 
Cottiers  and  Cottars  (Dwellings),  3R.  7 
Drainage    (Ireland)  Provisional    Order,   Res. 

1879 
Eoolesiastioal  Courts  Regulation,  2R.  1864 
Land  Uw  (Ireland),  llff  ;  2R.  254,  271; 
Coram,  el.  1,  767,  771,  776,  777,  785  ;  el,  4, 
792  ;  Ameodt.  794,  795,  797,  799 ;  el.  5, 
801  ;  el.  7,  Amendt.  804,  806,  808,  813,  816, 
817,  818,  819,  923,  924,  932,  937,  940  ; 
el.  12,  946  ;  el.  14.  949  ;  c/.  18,  957 :  el.  19, 
967,  973;  el.  23,  979;  eL  81,  982,  083; 
el.  44.  984, 085  ;  el.  53, 986 ;  el.  57,  Amendt. 
ib.;  Report,  1170;  d.  8,  1174;  el.  21, 
1175  ;  el.  81,  1178  ;  el.  57,  Amendt.  1180  ; 
Commons  Amendts.  to  Lords  Amendts. 
Consid.  Amendt.  1642,  1645,  1648,  1649, 
1655,  1666,  1668.  1669,  1672,  1675,  1676, 
1687,  1690,  1691,  1695,  1698,  1701,  1703, 
1704,  1705 
Leases  for  Schools  (Ireland),  2R.  1373 

Samttblson,  Mr.  H.  B.,  F^ome 

Parliament — PriTilege — Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Res. 
716 

Sandon,  Eight  Hon.  Yisoount,  Liverpool 
Asia  (Central) — Russian  Advanoes,  1379 
Commercial  Treaty  with  France  (Negotiations), 

124,  1589,  1540 
France— New  French  General  Tariff,  1537 
French  Commercial  Treaty,   Motion  for   an 

Address,  1749 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  84,  87,  88,  92 
Education,  England  and  Wales,  1300 

Sandwich,  Earl  of 

Army — Auxiliary    Forces — The   Militia— Me- 

morandum  of  June,  1881,  1374 
Rivera  ConserTancy  and  Floods   Prevention, 

1345 

SoHREiBER,  Mr.  0.,  Pooh 

Post    OflBce  —  Metropolitan   Letter  Carrlera, 
822 

Science  and  Art 
South  KentingUm  Mutetim —  The  Plane  Tree, 
Question,  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre  Aug  5,  992 
Seienee  and  Art  Department,  SotUh  Kentington 
—  United  Wetimintier  Schools  of  Art — Case 
of  Mr.  Ooffin,  the  Bead  Master,  OhMrvhiiona, 
Lord  George  Hamilton  ;  long  debate  thereon 
Aug  8, 1266 

Seienee  and  Art — Art  and  Industrial  Mu- 
seums 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Aug  8,  To 
leave  out  from  "That."  and  add  "in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  grants  in  aid  of  Art 
and  Industrial  Museums  should  not  be  con- 
fined to  London,  Edinburgh,  and  Dublin  '* 
( 3fr.  Jesse   CoUings)  v.,   1236  ;    Question 
proposed,   "  That   the  words,  Ac.  ; "   after 
debate,  Question  put ;  A.  4B,  1$.  85  ;  ^.  V\ 
(D.  L.  360) 


Beotland^High    Court    of  Juitie&^2%0 

Court  of  Seeeion 
Question.  Mr.  Dalrymple ;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone Avg  1,  368 

Scotland — Minietere  Stipende^  ^c. 
Moved  an  Address  for,  "  Return  for  each 
county  in  Scotland  of  the  name  of  every 
parish  in  which  an  augmentation  was  made 
of  ministera  stipend  and  of  allowances  for 
communion  elements  respectively  during  the 
period  that  has  elapsed  since  the  20th  March 
1876  ;  also  the  name  of  each  parish  in  which 
there  aro  unexhausted  teinds,  and  the  amount 
applicable  to  the  augmentation  of  ministera 
stipend,  Ac.  in  etch  such  parish  (in  con- 
tinuation of  former  Return,  No.  242, 1876)" 
(The  Earl  of  Minto)  July  29,  103;  after 
short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 

Seed  Supply  and  other  Acts  (Lrelaad) 
Amendment  Bill 

{The  Lord  CarHngford) 

L  Committee  * ;  Report  July  28        (No.  177} 
Read  3»  •  July  29 
Royal  Assent  Aug  11    [44  A  45  Viei.  o.  28] 

Sexton,  Mr.  T.,  SUgo 
Iroland — Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act,  1881 — Prisonera  under  the  Act^  367 

Shaptesbtjby,  Earl  of 
Ecclesiastical  Courts  Regulation,  Oomm.  add. 
el.  1507 

Shaw,  Mr.  W.,  Cork  Co. 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  3R.  137,  173;  Lords 
Amendts.  Consid.  1481,1568;  Lords  Rea- 
sons and  Amendts.  Consid.  1965 

Shop  Hours  Regulation  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Earl  Stanhope) 
I.  Presented ;  read  1*  *  Aug  1  (No.  191) 

Slago,  Mr.  J.,  Manchester 
Art  and  Industrial  Museums,  Res.  1244 

Smith,  Eight  Hon.  W.  H.,  Westminster 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  3R.  Amendt.  133  ;  Lords 
Amendts.  Consid.  1424,  1436,  1472,  1477, 
1 489  ;  Lords  Reasons  and  Amendts.  Consid. 

1971 
Navy— H.M.S.  "  AUlanU,"  1859 
Navy  (Sobriety),  Res.  1834 
Parliament— Public  Business,  1209,  1726 
Post  Office— Telephone  Posts  and  Wires,  1712 

Solent  Navigation  Bill 

{Mr.  Ashley,  Mr.  Chamberlain,  Mr.  Trevelyan) 

e.  Read  2«  •  Aug  8  [Bill  207] 

Moved,  "  That  the  Order  for  going  into  Com- 
mittee upon  the  said  Bill  be  discharged" 
Aug  15,  2015  ;  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 
Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  consisting  of  Five  Members, 
Three  to  be  nominated  by  the  House,  and 
*t^^  >il    >^<^   ^^mxiivXXA^  ^C   S^lAQtion ; " 
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Soleni  NavigaHon  Bt'ZI— oont 

Ordered,  That  all  Petition!  against  the  Bill  be 

referred  to  the  Committee 
Ordered,  That  Petitioners  praying  to  be  heard 

by  Counsel  or  Agents  be  heard  against  the 

Bill,  and  that  Coansel  be  heard  in  support 

of  the  Bill 
Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 

send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records  ;  Three 

to  be  the  quorum 

Solent  Navigation  [^JSa^ensei] 
e.  Considered  in  Committee  Aug  11,  1639 
Resolution  reported  Aug  1 3 

SoLioiTOB  General,  The  (Sir  Fabbeb 
Hebsohell),  2>urham 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 
1405,  1407.  1413.  1434,  1473,  1556.  1508, 
1626  ;  Lords  Reasons  and  Amendts.  Consid. 
1949,  1963,  1972 
Petroleum  (Hawking),  Consid.  1821 
Supply — Criminal  Prosecutions,  1053 
Land  Registry,  1070 
Public  Prosecutor's  OflBce,  1048 

Somerset,  Duke  of 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.W.  7»  934 
Patriotic  Fund,  2R.  11 

Spain — The  Zamora  Waterworks 
Question,    Mr.  J.    R.  Torke ;    Answer,    Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  Aug  8,  1195 

Speaker,  The  (Eight  Hon.  H.  B.  W. 
Brand),  Cambridgeshire 

Art  and  Industrial  Museums,  Res.  1249 
Education    Department — Revised   Code — De- 
partmental Statement,  1210 
Ireland,  State  of— The  Magistracy— Mr.  Clif- 
ford Lloyd,  R.M..  Res.  1122,  1129, 1131 
Land  Law  (Ireland) — The    Lords    Amendts. 

1931 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Consid.  cl.  44,  42  ;  el.  47, 
48;    3R.  178,  187,  188,  190,  191;    Lords 
Amendts.  Consid.  1390,  1408,   1409,  1440, 
1443,  1444,  1446,  1448,  1449,  1450,  1470, 
1471,  1404.  1497,  1560,  1575,  1602,  1615, 
1620,   1621,1622,1633,1634;    Lords  Rea- 
sons  and  Amendts.  Consid.  1032, 1950,  1959, 
1974,  1981,1991,  1998 
Navy— H.M.S.  "  Atalanta,"  1861 
Parliament — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Order— Suspension  of  Mr.  O' Kelly,  866 
Privilege— Mr.  Bradlaugh— New  Writ  for 

Northampton,  852 
Public    Business,    Ministerial    Statement, 

374,  385,  888,  389,  390,  891,  393,  396 
Rules  and  Orders — The  Bradlaugh  Peti* 
tions,  1109 
Parliament — Privilege — Mr.   Bradlaugh,  Res. 
696,  697,  698,  701,  704,  706,  708,  710,  711, 
716,718.719 
Parliamentory    Oath— Mr.  Bradlaugh,    1208, 

1209 
Removal  Terms   (Burghs)  (Scotland),    Lords 

Amendts.  Consid.  1464 
Jto/al  Univenit/  of  Ireland,  3R.  1999 

[eont. 
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Spiakkb,  The-^-eonf. 

Solent  Navigation  [Expenses],  1639 

Statute  Law  Revision   and  Civil  Procedure, 

Comm.  2016 
Whiteboy  Act  Repeal,  2R.  1105 

Sfenoer,  Earl  (Lord  President  of  the 
Council) 

Education  Department— Revised  Code— *De« 
partmental  Statement,  1511 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  347;  Comm.  el,  4, 
792,  793;  Commons  Amendts.  to  Lords 
Amendts.  Consid.  1672,  1675, 1689,  1701 

Rivers  Conservancy  and  Floods  Prevention, 
1346 

Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  (Sta- 
tutes), 9 

Stakhofe,  Earl 

l^nd  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  19,  962 

Stanhope,  Hon.  E.,  Lincolnshire,  Mid. 
Asia  (Central) — Russian  Advances,  1378, 1713 
India — Afghanistan — Defeat    of   the   Ameer's 

Forces,  129 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  83 

Stanley,  Bight  Hon.  Colonel  F.  A., 
Lancashire,  If. 
India — Afghanistan— Defeat   of  the    Ameer's 
Forces,  129 

Staitley,  Hon.  E.  L.,  Oldham 
India  —  Straits    Settlements— Malay    Chiefs, 

1387 
Royal  Univenity  of  Ireland,  2R.  2002 
Supply — Diplomatic  Services,  1146 

Education,  England  and  Wales,  1313  * 

Stanley  of  Alderley,  Lord 

Ceylon— Ecclesiastical  Subsidies,  1881 
Cottiers  and  Cottara  (Dwellings),  2R.  8 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  211.  347;  Comm.  el.  1, 
Amendt.  941  ;  el,  16,  954  ;  el,  17,  Amendt. 
ib. ;  Report,  1171 
Turkey— Midhat    Pasha— Fulfilment  of   Sen- 
tence, 113 

Statute  Law  Revision  and  Ciyil  Pro- 
cedure Bill  [H.L.] 

{Mr.  Attorney  General) 

e.  Committee  deferred;  after  short  debate  Aug  15, 
2015  [Bill  219] 

Stewart,  Mr.  J.,  Greenock 

Removal  Terms  (Burghs)  (Scotland),  Lords 
Amendts.  Consid.  1464 

Stokey,  Mr.  S.,  Sunderland 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 
1610,  1619,  1620, 1621 ;  Lords  Reasons  and 
Amendts.  Consid.  1977 

Stoby-Maskelyne,  Mr.  M.  H.  N.,  Crick* 

lade 
Art  and  likd\i«,\.T\«\'Vl\s*«WR.v^»«^- ViV^ 
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Stbathedbn  and  Oampbell,  Lord 

TuDis,  Rei.  1902 

Turkey— Midhat  Paaha— Fulfilment  of  Sen- 
tenoe,  113 

Stbathnaibn,  Lord 

Army — Auxiliary  Forces — Militia — Memoran- 
dum of  June,  1881,  1377 

Stuart,   Mr.   H.  Villibbs-,    Waterfard 
Co, 
Irish  Fisheries,  Res.  198 

Sullivan,  Mr.  A.  M.,  Meath, 

Ireland — Evictions — James  Killen,  Gardens- 
town,  Co.  Meath,  19,  20 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Consid.  d.  50,  57  :  Lords 
Amondts,  Consid.  1419,  U46,  1450,  1579, 
1583,  1595,  1599,  1605,  1612, 1627 

Weights  and  Measures  Act,  1878— Decimal 
System,  360 

SuLLiYAN,  Mr.  T.  D.,  Westmeath 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Consid.  el.  51,  58  ;  Lords 
AmendU.  Consid.  1395,  1418,  1449,  1557, 
1617 

Summary  Procedure  (Scotland)  Amend- 
ment BiU  [H.L.] 

{The  Lord  Advocate) 

c.  Committee :  Report  July  28,  101  [Bill  216] 

Considered  *  ;  read  3^  Aing  1 
U  Royal  Assent  Aug  11      [44  &  45  Vict,  c.  33] 

Superannuation  Act   (Poet  OfBlce  and 
Works)  BiU 

{Lord  Frederick  Cavendish,  Mr.  John  Solms) 

e.  Read  2»  *  July  29  [Bill  228] 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Aug  1 

Considered  *  ;  read  3®  Aug  2 
I.  Read  l»  •  {Lord  Thurlwo)  Aug  4   (No.  203) 

Read  2''*  Aug  9 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Aug  1 1 

Read  3»  •  Aug  12 

SUPPLY 

Considered  in  Committee  July  28,  73 — Citil 
SxRyioi     EsTiMATKS — Class     II.'Salaribs 

AMD  EXPBKSBS  OF  ClVIL    DePABTMSIITS,  VotCS 

6  to  9  ;~Committee — b.p. 
Resolutions  reported  July  29 
Considered  in  Committee  July  29,  200 — Citil 

Sbbyiob     Estimates — Class     II. — Salaries 

AKD  Expenses  of  Civil  Departmbitts,  Votes 

10  to  15; — Committee — b.p. 
Resolutions  reported  Aug  1 
Considered  in  Committee  Aug  2^  569 — Citil 

Sertioe    Estimates ~ Class     II. — Salabies 

AND  Expenses  of  Citil  Dbpabtments,  Votes 

16  to  28 
Resolutions  reported  Aug  3 
Considered  in  Committee  Aug  3,  735— Citil 

Sbrvice    Estimates — Class     1L— Salabies 

AMD  Expenses  of  Citil  Departments,  Votes 

29  to  33 
Resolutions  reported  Aug  4 
CoMidered  in  Committee  A149  4,  811— Ajuli 

£f  TucATBs,  Votes  2  to  12 

Voowl. 


Supply — cont. 

Resolutions  reported  Aug  5 

Considered  in  Committee  Aug  5,  1028— Abmt 
Estimates,  Votes  13  to  25 — Citil  Sbbtiobs 
Class  III. — Law  and  Jubtiob,  Votaa  1  to  23 

Resolutions  reported  Aug  6 

Considered  in  Committee  Aug  6,  1138 — ^Katt 
Estimates,  Votes  15  and  16 — Citil  Sbb- 
tiobs— Class  V. — Fobbiom  amd  Golovial 
Sbbtiobs,  Votes  1  to  8 — Class  VI. — Nov- 
Effbotitx  and  Chabitablb  Sbbtiobs,  Votea 
1  to  6,  8  and  9 — Class  VII. — .Misoblla- 
NEous,  Votes  1  and  2 — Rbtbhiib  Dbpabt* 
MENTs,  Votes  I,  2,  and  4 

Resolutions  reported  Aug  8, 1344 

Resolutions  1  to  18  agreed  to 
Res.  19,   £19,883,  Salaries   and  Incidental 
Expenses  of  Temporary  Commissions  and 
Committees,    including    Special    Inqairies ; 
after  short  debate.  Resolution  agreed  to 
Remaining  Resolutions  agreed  to 

Considered  in  Committee  Aug  8,  1300 — Citil 
Sbbtiobs—Class  IV. — Eddcatiov,  Soibmob, 
AND  Abt,  Votes  1  to  3,  and  10 

Resolutions  reported  Aug  9 

Supreme  Gonrt  of  Judicature  Bill  [h.l.] 

{Mr.  Attorney  General) 

c.  2R.  deferred,  after  short  debate  Aug  12,  1818 

[Bill  227] 

Stnan,  Mr.  E.  J.,  Limeriek  Co. 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendcs.  Consid. 
1439,  1558 

Talbot,  ^t.  J.  G.,  Oxford  Univonity 

Education   Department — RcTised  Code,  1881, 

1724 
Merchant    Shipping    Acts — Emigrant    Ships, 

1381 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  89 

Charity  Commission  for  England  and  Wales, 

213,  214 
Education,  England  and  Wales,  1309 
Local  GoTcmment  Board,  Ac.  222,  576 

Talbot  De  Malahide,  Lord 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d,  19,  975 
Templetoww,  Viscount 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl,  7»  983 

Thomasson,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Bolton 

Parliamentary  Oath,  1539 

Petroleum  (ilawking),  Comm.  el,  2,  Amendt. 

229,  230,  232 
Wild  Birds  Protection  Act  (1880)  Amendment, 

Comm.  cl.  1,  450  ;  Consid.  add.  el.  690 

Thxjrlow,  Lord 

Customs    Department — Officers    at    Outports, 

1700 
Drainage  (Ireland)   ProTisional    Order,    Res. 

1878,  1879 
Metropolitan  Board   of  Works   (Money),  2K. 

1365  ;  Comm.  cl.  14,  1510 

ToM.iE&^,^T,  W«  T.  M*0.,  Finshury 
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Tottenham,  Mr.  A.  L.,  Zeitrim 

Land  Law  (Irelaad),  Lords  Amendts.  Gontid. 

1430 
Parliameot  —  Order  —  Saspeosion    of    Mr. 

0*KeU/,  875 

Drade  and  Commerce 
Brttith    Commercial     Treaty    EngagemerUSf 
Qaettion,  Mr.  Jackson ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  Aug  1,  367 
The  SpanUh  Uuttom   Boute,  (Question,  Mr. 
O'Sbea;    Answer,   Sir  Charles    W.   Dilke 
July  28,  17 
Treaty  Enyagemenii,  Qaestions,  Sir  H.  Dmm- 
mond  Wolff,  Mr.  Newdegate ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Gladstone  Juiy  28,  32 
Japan — Treaty Sevieion,  Qaesfcion,  Sir  Edward 
Reed  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Aug  4, 
844 

[See  France,  Commercial  Treaty  with 
{Negotiationi);  New  French  General 
Tariffs 

Tramways  Orders  Coiifirmation  (No.  2) 
BiU 

/.  Rojal  Assent  Aug  11   [44  &  45  Vxct.  o.  olxiii] 

Tramwajrs  Orders  Conflrmatioii  (ITo.  3) 
BiU 

/.  Royal  Assent  Aug  11    [44  &  45  Vict.  c.  clxi?] 

Trbveltait,  Mr.  Q.  0.  (Secretary  to  the 

Admiralty),  Hawick,  Sfc, 
Aretio  Exploration — North  Pole— Commander 

Cheyne's  Expedition,  1922 
Islands  of  the  Paoiflo  —  Jurisdiotion  of  the 
High  Commissioner  of  Polynesia,  1022, 1027 
NaTy — Miscellaneous  Qaestions 

Coastguard  Serrioe,  26 

Disasters  to  the  Shetland  Fishermen,  122 

H.M.S."Atalanta,"1861 

H.M.S. '«lnflezihle,''844 

Nayy  and  Dockyard  OflBoers,  1185,  1138 

Officers  on  Leave,  1720 

Position  of  Navigating  and  Warrant  Officers, 
1031 

Royal  Marines,  849 

Torpedo  Boats,  844 
NaTy  (Cadets),  Res.  725 
NaTy  (Sobriety),  Res.  1827 
Navy  Estimates — Military  Pay  and  Allowances, 

1139,  1140 

jy-inidad — Outbreak  of  Malarial  Fever 
(^estton,  Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  Aug  4,  847 

5Vfjpo/f — Coneular  JurtsdieUon 
Question,   Mr.  Hinde  Palmer  ;   Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  Aug  9,  1378 

Tunii—The  Enfida  Caee 
Question,  The  Earl  of  BeotiTe;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  Aug  4,  845 

Tanie 
Moved  to  resoWe,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of 
this  House,  any  interference  with  the  into- 
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Africa  is  likely  to  Ptoto  dangerous  to  the 
peace  of  Europe  "  ( The  Earl  of  Dunraven) 
Aug  15,  1890  ;  after  debate.  Motion  with- 
drawn 

[See  title  France  and  Tunis] 

Turkey 

Finance,  fc. —  Turkith  Bondholders,  Question, 
Mr.  Buxton  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilk« 
July  28,  31 

Midhat  Pasha — Ful/Ument  of  Senlenee^  Ques- 
tion, Obseryations,  Lord  Stratheden  and 
Campbell,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley  ;  Reply, 
The  Earl  of  Kimberley  July  29,  113 

Turnpike  Acts  Continaance  Bill 

{.The  Lord  Carington) 

I.  Read  2»»  July  28  (No.  170) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  29 
Read  3*  *  Aug  I 
Royal  Assent  Aug  11      [44  A  45  Viet,  e.  31] 

Tyler,  Sir  H.  W.,  Earwieh 
Africa  (South)— The  Transraal— Con?ention  of 
the  Boers,  694 
Murder  of  Captain  Elliot  and  Mr.  Malcolm, 
127 
Army  Estimates— Military  Education,  1030 
Criminal  Taw — Case  of  Edmund  Galley,  1017 
India— Afghanistan — Miscellaneous  Questions 
British  Assistance  to  the  Ameer  of  Cabul, 

363 
Candahar,  1207 

Defeat  of  the  Ameer's  Forces,  127,  130 
Land  Law  (Ireland), 3R.  177  ;  Lords  Amendts. 

Consid.  1560,  1577 
Law  and  Police— Practice  of  Carrying  Fire- 
arms, 117 
Parliament — PriTilege— Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Res. 
702 

United  Statei  of  America 

Consular  Convention,  Questions,  Mr.  Gourley  ; 

Answers,  Mr.  ETelyn  Ashley  Aug  S,  1197 
Reports  of  the   Department  of  Agriculture, 

ObserTations,  Mr.  R.  H.  Paget ;  Reply,  Sir 

Charles  W.  Dilke  Atig  4,  824 

Uniyersitles  of  Oxford  and  Camlnridge 
(Statutes)  BiU  [h.l.] 

(The  Lord  President) 

I.  Read  2*  July  28,  9  (No.  178) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  29 

Read  3*  *  Aug  1 
c.  Read  lo  *  {Sir  William  Earcourt)  Aug  6 

[Bill  241] 

2R.  deferred,  after  short  debate  Aug  15,  2011 

Universities  (Scotland)  Registration  of 
Parliamentary  Voters,  ftc.  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Lord  Watson) 

K  Report*  July  28  (No.  178) 

Read3**Jti/y  29 
c.  Read  I**  *  Aug  1  \y»\*L^'£\ 

Read  2»,  aSl^t  a\iOt^A«\MNA  Au^Q  V^^^^V^ 
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Vaccinatum — Fnneh  8old%$r»  in  Africa 
QoettioD.  Mr.  BlennerbaMett ;   Aniwer,  Mr. 
Dodson  Aug  0,  1985 

Vaccination  Act,  1867 — Awards  to  Public 

Vaccinators 
Qneiition,   Mr.  Bart ;    Answer,    Mr.   Dodson 
Aug  5,  990 

Vbntbt,  Lord 

Land   Law  (Ireland),  Gomm.  el,  7t  Amendt. 

812,  820 
Leases  for  Schools  (Ireland),  2R.  1S73 

Yebitet,  Sir  H.,  Buckingham 

Armj  Estimates — Medical  EstablishmeDts  and 
Services,  880 
Militia  and  MilitU  Reserve,  884 

Walpolb,    Eight   Hon.   Spencer    H., 
Cambridge  University 
Supply — British  Museum,  1837 

Warton,  Mr.  0.  N.,  Bridport 

Gonvejaocing  and  Law  of  Property,  Gomm. 
cl,  31,  Amendt.  1106 

Gormpt  Practices  (Suspension  of  Elections), 
9R.  916;  Gomm.  1101  ;  Schedule,  t6. ;  Pre- 
amble, Amendt.  1103,  1104;  3R.  t6. 

Griminal  Law — Gase  of  Edmund  Galley,  1016 

Ireland — Grops  in  Munster — Harvest  Labour, 
848 

Ireland,  Stote  of- The  MAgietraoj— Mr.  Glif. 
ford  Lloyd,  R.M.,  Res.  1127,  1123 

Irish  Ghuroh  Act  Amendment,  2R.  013 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  3R.  176  ;  Lords  Amendts. 
Gonsid.  1404,  1545,  1540  ;  Lords  Reasons 
and  Amendts.  Gonsid.  1954,  1968  ;  Amendt. 
1974,  1988 

National  Debt,  3R.  1818 

Parliament  —  Mr.  Bradlaugh  —  Threatened 
Meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square,  119 

Petroleum  (Hawking),  Gomm.  d,  2,  233,  234, 
235  ;  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  688 ; 
Gonsid.  1820 

Public  Health — Local  Government  Board,  409 

Regulation  of  the  Forces,  Gomm.  cl.  37,  447 

Removal  Terms  (Burghs)  (Scotland),  Lords 
Amendts.  Gonsid.  1464,  1465 

Science  and  Art  Department,  South  Kensing- 
ton, dtc. — Gase  of  Mr.  GoflQo,  liend  Master, 
1280 

Supply — Griminal  Prosecutions,  1052,  1053 
Law  Gharges,  1047 
Patent  Office,  620 
Public  Prosecutor's  OflBce,  1047,  1050 

Whiteboy  Acts  Repeal,  1105 

Water  Provisional  Orders  Bill 

{The  Earl  oj  Dalhousie) 
I,  Royal  Assent  Aug  11  [44  A  45  VicL  c.  clzv] 

Watebford,  Marquess  of 

Land  Law  (IreUnd),  2R.  305;  Gomm.  cl.  1, 
772,  773  ;  el.  4,  Amendt.  788,789,  791,  792, 
793;  cl.  7,  819,  820,  935;  cl,  12,  Amendt. 
945  ;  cl.  16,  953 ;  Gommons  Amendts.  to 
Lords  Amendts.  Gonsid.  Amendt.  1663, 1665, 
J6C7,  1668,  1681, 1699 


Wateblow,  Sir  S.  H.,  Oravescnd 
Science  and  Art  Department,  South  Kensing- 
ton, Ac. — Case  of  Mr.  Goffln,  Head  Master, 
1982,  1288 

Watson,  Lord 
RemoTal  Terms  (SooUand),  2R.  14 

Wavbnbt,  Lord 

Gottiers  and  Gottars  (Dwellings),  9R.  2,  6,  S 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  507  ;  Gomm.  el.  1, 
Amendt.  766;  c^.  4,797:  c/.7,928;  Report, 
d,  31,  1177;  Commons  Amendts.  to  Lords 
Amendts.  Gonsid.  1652 
Patriotic  Fund,  2R.  18 

WAYS  AND  MEANS 

MxSOlLLAiriOUS    QVISTIORS 

Jn/oful  Revenue^OgiccTt  of  the  Excise  Bramch, 
Question,  Mr.  Puleston  ;  Answer,  Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish  Aug  9,  1884 ;—  The 
ColeUntgh  Stamp  Frauds,  Questions,  Mr. 
Healy  ;  Answers,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish 
^u^ll,  1524;  ^u^l5,  1928 

TermirMbie  Annuities — Legislation,  Question, 
Mr.  Anderson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
Aug  1,  372 

Terminable  Annuities  Bill,  Questions,  Mr. 
Hubbard,  Sir  Stafford  Northeote ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Gladstone  Aug  4,  849 

JVA  YS  AND  MEANS 

Resolved,  That,  towards  making  good  the 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  Ser- 
vice of  the  year  ending  on  the  3 1st  day  of 
March  1882,  the  sum  of  £31.695,712,  be 
granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the 
United  Kingdom  Aug  8 

Resolution  reported  Aug  9 

Webster,  Mr.  J.,  Aberdeen 

Merchant  Seamen's  Pensions,  Res.  398 
Supply — Board  of  Lunacy  in  Scotland,  749 
Fishery  Boards  in  Scotland,  Ac.  743 

Wedderburn,  Sir  D.,  Haddington  Burghs 
Education  Department — "  Examiners,"  1721 
India — Law  and  Juntice— •Case  of  Jadhavrai 

Ilarishankar,  823 
Wild    Birds    Protection   Act  (1880)   Amend- 
ment, Gonsid.  add.  cl.  689 

Weights  and  Measures   Act,    1878 — The 

Decimal  System 
Question,  Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Chamberlain  Aug  1, 360 

West  Indies 

MiSGKLLANBOUS  QOBSTIONS 

Demcrara^-Defalcations  in  the  Administrator 
General's  Department,  Question,  Mr.  £r- 
rington  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  Aug  11, 
1541 

Jamaica — The  Civil  Service  Inquiry,  Ques- 
tion,  Mr.  Errington ;  Answer,  Mr.  Court- 
ney Aug  11,  1542 

The  Bahamas — Finance,  Question,  Mr.  An- 
derson;   Answer,   Mr,   Courtney  [Aug    U, 


WHI        WIL 


(  SESSION    1881) 


WIL        TOE 


Whiteboy  Acts  Repeal  Bill 

(Jfr.  T.  P.  O'Connor  J  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy,  Mr. 

Gray,  Mr,  A.  M.  Sullivan)  [Bill  134] 

e.  Moved,  **  That  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill 
be  deferred  till  Saturday  '*  Aug  b,  1104 

After  short  debate,  Amendt.  to  leave  out 
"  Saturday,"  and  insert  <'  Monday  "  {Mr, 
R,  N,  Fowler) ;  Question  proposed,  "  That 
'  Saturday '  stand  part  of  the  Question  ;  " 
Question  put,  and  negatived 

Original  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed 
to ;  2R.  deferred  till  Monday 

Whitley,  Mr.  E.,  Liverpool 

Bills  of  Exchange,  2R.  1463 
Irish  Church  Act  Amendment,  2R.  913,  914 
Pedlars  (Certificates),  Comm.  1820 
Petroleam  (Hawking),  Comm.  cU  2,  681 ;  cl,  6, 
688 

WiooiN,  Mr.  H.,  8taffard$h%re^  E. 
Art  and  Industrial  Maseums,  Res.  1254 

Wild  Birds  Protection  Act,  1880,  Amend- 
ment Bill  [h.l.] 

{Mr.  Courtney) 
e.  Read  ^  July  28,  102  [Bill  226] 

Committee  ;  Report  Aug  1,  449 
Considered  ;  read  8°,  after  short  debate  Aug  2, 
689 

WiLLiAMSOV,  Mr.  S.,  8t.  Andrews,  Sfe. 
French  Commercial  Treaty,  Motion    for  an 

Address,  1777 
Navy  (Sobriety),  Res.  1826 
Supply — Queen's  and  Lord  Treasurer's  Re- 

membranoer  in  Exchequer,  Scotland,  Ao. 

740 


WiLMOT,  Sir  J.  E.,  Warwiekehirey  8. 
Criminal  Law— Case  of  Edmand  Galley,  1005, 
1018,1994 


Wolff,  Sir  H.  D.,  Portsmouth 
Admiralty  —  First   Lord  of  the  Admiralty^ 

1718 
Army — Pensioners  of  the  Royal  Marines,  1195 
Criminal  Law — Case  of  Edmund  Galley,  1016 
France  and  Tunis  (Political  Affairs),  1926 

India  (Army) — Colonel  Barrows,  1883 

Pensions  for  Eminent  Serrices — Sir  Fre* 
derick  Roberts,  180,  182 

Navy-n.M.S."AUlanU,"  1851 
Navy  and  Dockyard  Officers,  1133 

Navy    Estimates — Half-Pay,   Reserved   Half* 
Pay,  Ac.  to  Officers  of  Navy  and  Ma» 
rines,  1138, 1139 
Military  Pensions  and  Allowances,  1141 

Parliament — Public  Business,  1720 

Supply—Board  of  Trade,  90 
Colonial  Office,  76 
Consular  Establishments  Abroad,'&c.  1 1579 

1168,1160 
Diplomatic  Services,  1143,  1144 
Trade  and  Commerce— Treaty  Engagementt, 
82,83 


WooDALL,  Mr.  W.,  8to1c$'On'Trent 

Art  and  Industrial  Museums,  Res.  1264,  1265 
Supply — Education,  England  and  Wales,  1827 

YoKKB,  Mr.  J.  B.,  OlauoestersMrsy  E. 
Spain— The  Zamora  Water  Works,  1195 


END    OF    VOLUME   OOLXIV.,    AND   EIGHTH   VOLUME  OF 

SESSION  1881. 
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